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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01507

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID NON-JURY

Plaintiff(s),

ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

VS
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

Defendant(s).

7N N N N N N N N N N N N N

THIS MATTER CAME BEFORE THE COURT for a hearing on May 15, 2023, on the
Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment filed on September 16, 2022, which seeks a judgment
against Defendant for trespass and an order compelling Defendant to remove Defendant’s mobile
home from Plaintiffs’ property. Present at the hearing was Plaintiff, Sarania Reid and her attorney,
Cherese T. Handy, and Defendant Carrie Gaston Henderson, appearing Pro-Se.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY
James Reid and Sarania Reid (“Plaintiffs”) brought this action for trespass against Carrie
Gaston Henderson, (“Defendant”), seeking an order from this Court compelling Defendant to
remove Defendant’s mobile home from Plaintiffs’ property.

On July 27, 2020, the Plaintiffs filed their Summons and Complaint. In their Complaint,
Plaintiffs allege causes of action for 1) trespass, stating that Defendant’s mobile home
unreasonably remains on Plaintiffs’ property after Plaintiffs have demanded that Defendant
remove the mobile home from their property; 2) a permanent injunction, stating that Defendant’s
intentional actions will constitute a continuing trespass until the Defendant’s mobile home and
personal property are removed from Plaintiffs' property, and 3) as an alternative relief, Plaintiffs

request an Order issuing a Writ of Ejectment.
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On September 21, 2020, Defendant filed a “complaint,” purporting to be a response to
Plaintiffs’ Complaint, alleging, among other things, that 1) “The deed that James Reid and Sarania
Reid have, cannot be a legal deed because Attorney Dore forged information on said deed”; 2)
“The deeds were illegally altered”; 3) “I asked the court to remove Dore from this case and my
request was granted because of conflict of interest”; and 4) “Dore had already changed the deed
and sold the land...”

On March 28, 2022, Defendant filed a document stating, among other things, that “James
and Sarania Reid bought this land from Herman Cunningham and Mr. Leon Goodrum Real Estate
Management Inc April 19, 2016,” and alleging a conflict of interest in a previous case concerning
the 113-acre tract.

On September 6, 2022, Plaintiffs filed their Motion to Refer this action to this Court.
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Refer was granted on January 3, 2023. On September 16, 2022, Plaintiffs
filed their Motion for Summary Judgment. On September 26, 2022, Defendant filed a response
to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment, stating, among other things, that 1) “There is
conflict of interest, fraudulent, misrepresentations, frame and cover up within this case”; 2) “My
mother told me to put my mobile home on this land in the year 1995”; and 3) “My land was stolen
from me.”

Now, therefore, from viewing the pleadings and the relevant evidence presented in the light
most favorable to the Defendant, Plaintiffs’ motion for summary judgment IS GRANTED for the
reasons set forth below:

FINDINGS OF UNDISPUTED FACTS
1. | find that the real property which is the subject of this action is situated in Beaufort

County, South Carolina, described as 22.961 acres, more or less, and shown on a plat prepared for
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Beaufort Jasper Comprehensive Health Services and Cunningham Real Estate by Zyad A, Khalil,
RLS, dated July 15 2010 and recorded with the Register of Deeds Office for Beaufort County,
South Carolina in Plat Book 131 at Page 10.

2. | find that the subject property is derived from a tract of land containing 113 acres,

more or less of land in the Cheechessee-Lowbottom area in Beaufort County.

3. As set forth in Civil Action No. 90-CP-07-0310, in a quiet title action against Cecil
Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gadsden, Jr. (“Cecil Gaston”)
concerning the 113 acres, | find that this Court rendered several Orders as follows:

a. By an Order dated June 18, 1991, this court made the following conclusions:

i. Cecil J. Gadson, Jr. owns a one-half interest in the real property and the timber;

ii. That the remaining heirs, Eliza Gadsden Tremble, Emily Mitchell, Alice Gadsden
Perry and Doris Gadsden Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason, Herbert Mason,
Herman Gaston, and Louise Gadsden Floyd Williams, collectively own one-half
interest; and

iii.  Cecil Gaston defrauded the heirs and converted the timber proceeds to his use

b. As set forth in an Order dated April 8, 1995, this Court issued an order against the heirs of
Cecil Gaston (Cecil Gaston died intestate on February 15, 1993), awarding plaintiffs in that
action additional lands representing $151,146.27.

c. |find, pursuant to an Order dated February 20, 1998:
i. that the judgment against Cecil Gaston had accrued to $209,718.47;

ii. that “After being advised of [the] offer, the Gadsden heirs who were present
rejected the offer. After they rejected the offer it was pointed out to them that they
would receive nothing.” | find that the Order further stated that “The Court reached
this determination because the judgement, $209,718.47, is more than one-half of
the value of the whole, $399,000.00, and therefore this Court has determined that

L All references herein regarding Cecil Gaston are made using that name, but on several pleadings and court
documents Cecil Gaston is also referred to as, Cecil Gaston, Jr., Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. or Cecil J. Gadsden, Jr.
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4.

Cecil Gaston.

5.

Plaintiffs, named below, are entitled to ownership of the whole 113 acres, less those
acres belonging to ‘Simmons’...”; and

that fee simple title in the 113 acres, as shown on a plat made by Gasque &
Associates on 2/9/95, attached to said order, is vested in the following persons:
Louise Floyd Williams, Eliza Gaston Tremble, Heirs of Emily Mitchell, Alice
Green Perry, Doris Gaston Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason, Herbert Mason, and
Herbert Gaston.

| find further that this Court awarded none of the 113 acres of land to the Heirs of

| find that the persons awarded the 113 acres entered into a voluntary partition and

settlement agreement, and the terms of the said agreement were reduced to an Order dated October

15, 2001. Pursuant to said Order, the Court signed all deeds of conveyance in accordance with the

Order to effectuate an orderly and timely transfer of title to the properties pursuant to the stipulated

agreement. To wit, the Master-in-Equity, Thomas Kemmerlin, Jr., executed the following deeds

transferring property shown on a survey prepared by David E. Gasque dated February 9, 1995, last

revised on August 9, 2001, and recorded in Plat Book 84 at Page 43:

a.

6.

A deed dated December 25, 2001, conveying to Carolyn Tremble and Anthony
Keith Murrell Green title to the parcel designated as “HAROLD GREEN”
containing 22 acres; Said deed is recorded in Record Book 1520 at Page 162, and
a corrective deed is recorded in Record Book 1579 at Page 1037.

A deed dated December 25, 2001, conveying to Robert James Erkhart, 111, title to
the parcel designated as “DORIS GREEN” containing 11 acres; said deed is
recorded in Record Book 1520 at Page 160, and a corrective deed is recorded in
Record Book 1579 at Page 1039.

| find that Carolyn Trimble and Anthony Keith Murrell Green sold the 22-acre

parcel to Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum by deed dated December
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20, 2004 and recorded in Record Book 2079 at Page 466. The 22-acre parcel is designated as
“HAROLD GREEN” and shown on a plat prepared by Gasque and Associates, Inc, dated February
9, 1995, last revised on December 17, 2004, and recorded in Plat Book 103 at Page 182.

7. | find that Robert James Erkhart, 111, sold the 11-acre parcel, designated as “DORIS
GREEN” as shown on the aforementioned plat, to Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and
Leon Goodrum, by deed dated December 20, 2004, recorded in Record Book 2079 at Page 462.

8. | find that boundary lines of the 22-acre and 11-acre parcels belonging to
Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum were reconfigured and adjusted
by a survey prepared by Zyad A. Khalil dated July 15, 2010 recorded in Plat Book 131 at Page 10.

9. | find that Plaintiffs purchased the Property from Cunningham Real Estate
Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum for $182,500.00 by deed dated April 5, 2016, recorded in
Record Book 3476 at Page 3028.

10. | find that Defendant is claiming title to the Property as an heir of Cecil Gaston and
Defendant’s mobile home is located on Plaintiffs’ property.

11.  Defendant’s mobile home is registered in the State of South Carolina and identified
by Beaufort County Assessor’s office as a 1996 Mirage/Horton/Gray-Navy/A Ser#
H202086/HUD-876059/76x16. I find that the mobile home is not Henderson’s primary residence.

12. | find that on September 17, 2019, Plaintiffs demanded that Defendant remove her

mobile home from Plaintiffs’ property, which Defendant refused to do so.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

13. Summary judgment is available when “there is no genuine issue as to any material

fact and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.” Henderson v. Allied

Signal, Ins., 37 S.C. 179, 644 S.E. 2d 724 (2007). “Summary judgment is completely appropriate
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when a properly supported motion sets forth facts that remain undisputed or contested in a deficient

way.” David v. McLeod Reg. Med. Ctr., 367 S.C. 242, 250, 626 S.E. 2d 1,5 (2006) (emphasis

added). Further, summary judgment is appropriate when plain, palpable, and indisputable facts

exist on which reasonable minds cannot differ” USAA Prop. And Cas. Ins. Co. v. Clegqg, 377 S.C.

643, 661 S.E. 2d 791 (2008).

14.  The Property that is the subject of this litigation is located in Beaufort County,
South Carolina, and this Court has jurisdiction to hear the matters set forth herein.

15. A valid judgment has already determined that the heirs of Cecil Gaston did not
retain any property from 113-acre tract. Therefore, Defendant does not own any interest in the

Property by virtue of being an heir of Cecil Gaston. See Hilton Head Ctr. of South Carolina, Inc.

v. Pub. Serv. Commn of South Carolina, 294 S.C. 9, 11, 362 S.E.2d 176, 177 (1987); accord Plum

Creek Dev. Co. v. City of Conway, 334 S.C. 30, 512 S.E.2d 106 (1999). Accordingly, I conclude

that the issues raised in Defendant’s responses are barred by the doctrine of Collateral Estoppel
and Res Judicata.

16. Defendant failed to make a showing sufficient to establish fraud because Defendant
has neither established the essential elements of fraud with particularity nor has Defendant offered

any evidence in the record to support a fraud claim. See Rule 9(b) SCRCP; Charleston

Development Company, LLC v. Alami citing Hansson v. Scalise Builders of S.C., 374 S.C. 352,

357-58, 650 S.E. 2d 68,71 (2007). See also Tommy L. Griffin Plum. & Heat Co. v. Jordan, Jones,

& Goulding, Inc., 351 S.C. 459, 570 S.E. 2d 197 (Ct. App 2002) (Movant may rely on lack of

evidence in the record.). Accordingly, I find that Defendant failed to establish a sufficient claim

that Plaintiffs’ deed was “forged.”
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17. Defendant has offered no valid evidence in the record to rebut the presumption of
validity of Plaintiffs’ deed. See Lewis v. Pope, 86 S.C. 285, 296 (S.C. 1910). Accordingly, I find
that Plaintiffs’ deed is presumed to be valid in all respects.

18. Defendant’s occupation of Plaintiffs’ property is without Plaintiffs’ permission,
consent or authority, thereby constituting trespass on Plaintiffs’ property.

19. For reasons set forth above, there exists no genuine issue of material fact, and

Plaintiffs are entitled to a judgment in their favor as a matter of law.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Defendant shall, within sixty (60) days from the date of this Order, remove her mobile home from
the Property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that if Defendant fails to
remove the mobile home within the 60-day period, storage charges shall be assessed, in the amount
of $25.00 (Twenty Five Dollars), per day, until such time that the mobile home is removed from
the Plaintiffs’ property. Additionally, the court shall enter a judgment against Defendant for the
outstanding storage charges, which may include additional legal costs and fees.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that if after ninety (90) days
from the date of this Order, a Writ of Ejectment shall be issued without further delay for the Sheriff
of Beaufort County, South Carolina, to proceed to Plaintiffs’ property to gain access and forthwith
remove the mobile home and its contents from the Plaintiffs’ property, and deposit the said mobile
home and personal property at or near, but not obstructing, the nearest pubic roadway, or otherwise

disposing of said mobile home and personal property as allowed by law.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this Court shall have
continuing jurisdiction in this matter for the enforcement of the within Order or any other Order
issued by this Court.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

[JUDGE’S ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID

FORM 4

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NO. 2020-CP-07-01507

CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

PLAINTIFF(S)

DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by: Cherese T. Handy

Attorney for : [X] Plaintiff

(] Defendant
or
[] Self-Represented Litigant

0O 0O X O

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [_] Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [_] Bankruptcy;

[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [_] Other

L] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

[ ] Affirmed; [ ] Reversed; [ ] Remanded; [ ] Other
ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR

NOTE:

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [X] See attached order (formal order to follow) [_] Statement of Judgment

by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

This order [X] ends [_] does not end the case.

Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of
(List name(s) below)

Judgment Against
(List name(s) below)

Judgment Amount To be
Enrolled
(List amount(s) below)

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID

CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

$N/A

$
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The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk.
Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of , 20 _to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

10
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: James Reid, plaintiff, et al VS Carrie Gaston Henderson
Case Number: 2020CP0701507

Type: Order/Form 4

So Ordered:

sMarvin H. Dukes |11 #3069

Electronically signed on 2023-05-31 13:40:28 page 12 of 12

11
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CASE NO: 2020-CP-07-01507
James Reid, et al.,

Plaintiff(s),

ORDER DENYING

Vs. MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Carrie Gaston Henderson,

Defendant(s).

N N’ N N N N N N N N N N N N N

This case before me July 26", 2023, on Defendant, Carrie Gatson Henderson’s (hereafter
Defendant) Motion for Reconsideration; filed June 19%", 2023. Cherese T. Handy, Esq. appeared for
the Plaintiffs and the Defendant appeared Pro-se. This motion moves for reconsideration of my May
31%, 2023, Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment.

The movant’s motion seeks to have this Court set aside and/or vacate at least two cases from
the 1990s which divested her (would be) predecessor in title from ownership. Because of that
divestiture, Ms. Henderson does not have title. Ms. Henderson seeks to re-establish her interest by
having this Court rule adverse to the prior rulings.

This Court has no authority to reconsider or set aside prior Orders of other Courts.

| hereby respectfully deny the Motion for Reconsideration.

IT IS SO ORDERED:

Honorable Marvin H. Dukes, 111
Master in Equity and Special Circuit Court Judge
for Beaufort County

July , 2023
Beaufort, South Carolina

12
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: James Reid, plaintiff, et al VS Carrie Gaston Henderson
Case Number: 2020CP0701507

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered:

sMarvin H. Dukes |11 #3069

Electronically signed on 2023-07-26 15:05:18 page 2 of 2

13
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AO2( 2] SD
The South Carolina Court of Appeals

James Reid and Sarania Reid, Respondents,
V.
Carrie Gaston Henderson, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2023-001519

ORDER

After careful consideration, Appellant's motion to stay is denied. Appellant failed
to make the request first to the circuit court, as required by Rule 241(d)(1) of the
‘South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. See Rule 241(d)(1), SCACR ("Except
where extraordinary circumstances make it impracticable, an application for an
‘order lifting the automatic stay or for supersedeas must first be made to the lower
court or administrative tribunal which entered the order or decision on appeal.”).

_ Additionally, Appellant has failed to appeal the underlying summary judgment
‘order in this case, and instead has appealed only the circuit court's order denying
‘her motion for reconsideration. Accordingly, even if this court were to impose a
stay, it would have no effect on the rulings contained in the summary judgment

order. See Rule 241(c)(2), SCACR ("In determining whether an order should issue
pursuant to this Rule, the lower court, administrative tribunal, appellate court, or
judge or justice of the appellate court should consider whether such an order is
necessary to preserve jurisdiction of the appeal or to prevent a contested issue from

" becoming moot."). 47 // ///

} R THE COURT /
‘Columbia, South Carolina
cc: FILED
Carrie G. Henderson May 21 2024

Cherese Tommae Handy, Esquire
Thomas J. Rode, Esquire

14
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Beaufort

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2020 CP-0701507
James Reid, et al Carrie Gaston Henderson
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by: court or
[] Self-Represented Litigant

Attorney for : [] Plaintiff [] Defendant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.

The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [_] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [] Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [ ] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [_] Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;

[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify

arbitration award; [_] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[ ] Affirmed; [ ] Reversed; [] Remanded; [ ] Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [X] Statement of Judgment by the Court: Motion to Refer Filed by Plaintiff
09/06/2022 Granted under Rule 53- Referring to Beaufort Master in Equity. No jury demanded by either party and the issues of

0O O 0O O

RN

this case are equitable in nature. The Plaintiff is responsible for paying the Reference Fee set forth in South Carolina Code of
Laws Section 14-11-310; however, if the Plaintiff’s case has ended, any remaining party seeking Affirmative Relief shall be
responsible for paying the fee. If the case is a Partition Action or Lien Foreclosure the fee amount is $100.00; for all other types
of cases the fee is $50.00. The Reference Fee shall be paid to the Office of the Master in Equity for Beaufort County within 30 of
the date of this Order or the Master will dismiss the case for non-payment of the Reference Fee without further notice.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [_] ends [X] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) Enrolled
(List amount(s) below)
$
$
$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 1 of 4

15
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The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk.
Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

2142 12/14/2022
Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of , 20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
Stamp and the clerk’s entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy
of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 2 of 4
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FORM 4C INSTRUCTIONS—JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

(Instructions for Information Only-Not to be filed with Form 4C)

Form 4C-Judgment in a Civil Case has been modified to add order information and
enrollment instructions for the clerk of court. The purpose of Form 4 has not changed
with the exception that judgment information is provided when applicable.

Please note that the Form 4C must be attached to all orders that include information to
enroll in the judgment index. The clerk will not be responsible for reading the order to
determine enrollment information.

The attorney or prevailing party will prepare and attach the Form 4C when submitting the
proposed order that includes judgment enrollment information for the judgment index. The
judge will review and sign Form 4C when he or she signs an order that includes judgment
enrollment information for the judgment index.

Form 4C is not required to be submitted to the Court with orders that do not include
information to enroll in the judgment index. If the clerk receives such an order without
Form 4C attached, the clerk should enter and process the order pursuant to Rule 58 and
Rule 77(d), SC Rules of Civil Procedure (i.e., the clerk should serve notice of entry of the
judgment by mail or provide the attorneys with copies of the signed order by other means).

The “Information for the Judgment Index” section should be completed when the judgment
affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. In the
“Judgment in Favor of” column, enter the name of the party to whom the judgment is
awarded. In the “Judgment Against” column, enter the name of the person to whom the
judgment is against. The judgment amount to be enrolled should be noted in the “Judgment
Amount” column. As necessary, describe any property referenced in the order if it is to be
enrolled in the judgment index. If there is no judgment information to enroll, indicate
“N/A” in one of the boxes in this section of the form.

. To enter information to accommodate multiple parties, additional Form 4Cs may be used
as necessary. Additional space may be inserted on the form as necessary.

The section “For the Clerk of Court Office Use Only” should be completed by the clerk
as it has been with the previous version of Form 4.

If the matter is on appeal to the Circuit Court, then the parties on the form should be
changed from Plaintiff and Defendant to Appellant and Respondent.

If an arbitrator prepares an order after arbitration, the arbitrator should strike through
“Circuit Court Judge” and indicate “Arbitrator” in the signature block.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 4 of 4
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

If a Special Circuit Court Judge, Master in Equity, or Special Referee prepares an order
after hearing a Circuit Court matter, then he or she should strike through the title “Circuit
Court Judge” below the signature line and indicate the appropriate title.

When an Order of Foreclosure is filed, neither the parties or debt owed should be listed in
the Information for the Judgment Index Section, unless the foreclosure order specifically
requires entry of the full judgment amount before the foreclosure sale, pursuant to
Section 29-3-650 of the SC Code.

If the deficiency judgment is waived in a Foreclosure action, indicate N/A in the
“Judgment Amount To Be Enrolled” box.

Foreclosure actions should be ended by the Clerk of Court upon receipt of the Order of
Foreclosure. Subsequent information, including deficiency judgments, can be added to
the action after the case is ended. The Master in Equity should end the action in the MIE
system upon the receipt of the Order of Foreclosure.

When judgment enrollment information is included in the Information for the Judgment
Index Section (for example, when there is a deficiency judgment), only the parties who
the judgment is for and against should be included in the Section. Subordinate parties
and lienholders should not be included in the box if there is not a judgment amount
specifically for or against them.

Form 4C is not required to be attached to Transcripts of Judgment and Confession of
Judgment.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 5 of 4
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: James Reid, plaintiff, et al VS Carrie Gaston Henderson
Case Number: 2020CP0701507

Type: Order/Form 4

So Ordered

s/Carmen T Mullen 2142

Electronically signed on 2023-01-03 11:45:29 page 6 of 6
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CASE NO: 2020-CP-07-01507
James Reid, et al.,

Plaintiff(s),
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO RECUSE
VS.

Carrie Gaston Henderson,

Defendant(s).

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

This case before me March 8", 2023, for a telephone hearing on Defendant’s Motion to
Recuse that was filed on March 1%, 2023. Attorney Cherese Handy participated on behalf of the
Plaintiffs and the Defendant, Carrie Gaston Henderson, participated Pro-se.

After hearing from parties and review of the filings, it appears that the motion is based on
Defendant’s dissatisfaction with a ruling that I had previously made in a prior case. | find there is no
conflict of interest or other reason for recusal and therefore respectfully deny the motion without
prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED:

Honorable Marvin H. Dukes, 111
Master in Equity and Special Circuit Court Judge
for Beaufort County

March , 2023
Beaufort, South Carolina
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: James Reid, plaintiff, et al VS Carrie Gaston Henderson
Case Number: 2020CP0701507

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered:

sMarvin H. Dukes |11 #3069

Electronically signed on 2023-03-08 15:07:58 page 2 of 2

21

L0ST0L0dD020Z#3SVYD - SYAT1d NOWINOD - 1Hd0d4NVv3d - INd SE:¥ 80 JelN €20¢ - d3TId ATTVIINOYLO3 14



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAH!
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

NOTICE OF ADR
James Reid 2020CP0701507
Sarania Reid

PLAINTIFF(S) Filing Date: July 27, 2020
Vs
Carrie Gaston Henderson

DEFENDANT(S)

Pursuant to the South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules (SCADR), you are required to participate in the
following methods of Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR): mediation or arbitration (binding or non-binding); on or before 300
days from the date of filing of this action. The parties have a right to mutually agree upon the form of ADR and a neutral person(s) to
conduct that ADR process. In the event the parties are unable to agree upon the form of ADR, the court hereby designates mediation
as the default process of ADR. In the event the parties are unable to agree upon a mediator, the court hereby appoints

Otto Edworth Liipfert 111, PO Drawer 570, , Beaufort, SC 29901, Phone (843) 521-4242
to serve as mediator. In the event the aforementioned mediator has a conflict of interest or is unable to serve, the alternate mediator i
Charles B. Macloskie, PO Box 280, , Beaufort, SC 29901-2990, Phone (843) 524-0909

The parties and/or their lawyers shall contact the court-appointed mediator directly regarding scheduling and payment of the court-
mandated fee.

A Rule to Show Cause why sanctions should not be imposed may be issued in all cases that fail to file a Proof of ADR or
Exemption form indicating evidence of participation in or exemption from an ADR process within 300 days from the date of filing of
the action or 90 days from the date of this notice 5/24/2021.

Date: February 24, 2021
Notice of this Order was given by First Class Mail, E-mail, Fax or by the E-Filing Notice of Electronic Filing (NEF). Pro-Se parties
were notified by first class mail on 02/24/2021

Plaintiff Attorney:
Cherese Tommae Handy
1509 King Street
Beaufort, SC 29902

L0ST0.0d20202#3SVD - SYA1d NOWNOD - LH04NV3g - WY ¥0:1T ¥2 9o4 T20Z - a3114 ATIVOINOYLO3

Defendant Attorney:
Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35Th Street
Savannah, GA 31401

ADR Coordinator
Kristen Kirkman
(843) 255-5063
kristen.kirkman@bcgov.net

CP18
SCADR 102 (11/2012)
22



Case Caption: James Reid

Beaufort Common Pleas

, plaintiff, et al VS Carrie Gaston Henderson

Case Number: 2020CP0701507

Type: ADR/Notice of ADR
So Ordered
s/Jerri Ann Roseneau, Beaufort County Clerk of
Court

Electronically signed on 2021-02-24 11:04:04 page 2 of 2
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FORM 4
NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM A SENTENCE IMPOSED BY THE COURY

OF GENERAL SESSTIONS
LELR2OCR20/5 7

EOFSOUTHCAROLINA
n The Court of Appeals
|

he Supreme Court)

APPEAL TROM BEAUFORY COUNTY

Court of General Sessions
Fonorable Marvin T1 Dukes HI,
Cireuit Court Judge

Case No. 2023-001519

The State. Respondent.

Carrie G Henderson, Appeilant

NOTHCE OF APPLAL

Carrre G Hen corviction and sentence in this case. | he sentence was
imposed by th cvable Marvin T Dukes T on September 27,2023 [ {his appeal is taken
from the order of the Honorable Marvin 111 :

es 1L dated Seprember 27, 2023, which

appellant’s motion [or a new trial. Appellar
September 27 2623 17

breveived wrilten notice of entry o this order on

.
Henderson

POT Qo




(A}
3
AN
)
y
N
% INOYLO313

(’%‘% “ ol S

4/ B3 é&/ # SN 77 |
é""/f és/""g/%% s %:02/%{(00/5—/7

Je.

am&é Jns w v /é"“‘/
///é/éﬁ/

¥

a €20c¢ - d3aid ATVO

(1%
(¢}

g,t/J, 79/«7%/%//6/’

\f/a/uam/ég Mty Obes 77 FCotepotiion ¢
Hono et be. Matvive Dabteszzr™ 4 4./ Séplemben 37
2033, clesntd Appeithnd He 4 Wew 725/ See Cosk
Mo 2033 - 001579, fused 4 /ozpiis ﬂ?és’ﬂ/ :

L/ué/ﬁé, J423 %Jﬁ%’/-}’/ﬁdﬂg, /725/4/%&«/ %&f
Aot ﬁévs 74 See Case s/ A990-CL.07- o1507

—
{\(»uomél‘i A/noé]e /7]9/Lv//’q A Aq&SjZ?‘ 04@ ,4;/.,),,457/ 7
Joaa [etter, Ses /%&//@w;/eﬁas& A, 2020 cjo..
O7 < 0/1S97 w2loris W /¥4 éﬁmz//d/ré’% L et Sk
| F3 @M/ Case b, 3417 c L. 07-804/3 S (e}jéuwévl
ddn f@/@s WZWZ?& Ak W, s /A%/ y -
> See Alscllms.s L b m,/ﬁ//é/ 33

¢#3ASVO - SV3T1d NONINOD - 1d04Nv3d - NV Tv-TT 1¢



e 7 /02//@/076

7‘%7[ L éf/ s %/yga/

/% cgﬁé “% /f// /«;d%/e

A oues a2 A
A /Z € gtf/wﬁ%é (5’«@{7

74’/%/ 7ém &z t;«/é/ (oens é

()wm/ %//wmbo }%4
%JW e / da/g /

0!2&0 a‘//&% g“/i

7/

Case M. 2033. 846577

1/ 21y éc/ P,
Se sy g ‘

26

/[ +F

™
~
L0GT0L0dD020Z2#34SVO - SYATd NONIWOD - 1d04NVv34g - WV TY-TT TZ 99d €20¢ - d3TId ATIVOINOH 10313 }\‘



PN

7%0/ Cgek/éé “

T Centfy F A Seund P e of
zz;ﬂjﬁﬂ?/ on J/ffé@é Jommms € %ﬂl@?
£§7w(ﬂ£ J7 44/45'/5//:4} 4 g,d/ )// pZ ,Z y427%
lited  Shas M J s /@M,g/ 2% :
%{/g] Sw;:j e /%Z»/% % ;d//:f Arpessed &
/s $/R )@7‘ 97Z /51%4455 o £ /%é”-z./
1l Sy S S # 28 Graff il Botiar 2794
[J7 )ﬂgﬂ& mr/f ,77,,,,%@ A;LZ);/@ o//,”/ /%;
//A/fﬂ/é/ ‘}/ /é’é‘wa/ f/édsé /s arme p {:7(., >3
A} Pein 2ffce 44/ V4 f?ﬁ/c%&/;{ )
Keay %ﬂ% ){ fm//co 2743, bw  Jbex ///:'572423
M(ffm/éa 2 023

£/ %w ﬂ//- ’7[ éfV/éé\ zﬁ/;;/cf 9y /4;//
“‘7'/( M St (756%,2//& /ﬁagdgi / ”

d} ‘

SIE £ Z57% Stese/
Sty Borza g Slss)
Agpetlontr
47 9/ 6/93

3380 €¢0¢ - d3d ATIVIOINOYLO3 13

©
Q
A\
12

2

_lw

AOSTOLOdOOZOZ#E‘S@ - SY3'1d NOWIWNOD



Cherese T. Handy, Esq.
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, SC 29902

P.O. Box 6503

Beaufort, SC 29903

RE: Reid v Henderson
2020 -CP- 07-01507

Dear Attorney Handy,

I don’t agree with the Judge being Judge Marvin H. Dukes lll. The reasoning is due to this
may be a bias session in the courts. | previously was in motion in the courts before Judge Dukes
in May 2018 where we discussed Case No. 2017-CP-07-00413 for Regions Bank dba Regions
Mortgage with Willis H Floyd and during that time there was a conflict of interest where he put
the process of this case to approve the deed that shouldn’t have not been approved. In addition
to this, in the year of 2006, Judge Ellis Drew completed this case to a conflict of interest. This is
where | believe there would a conflict. All of this has been filed in court.

There was also a mediation that happened in February, but nothing happened after
that. This mediation was supposed to decide about this matter, why do we have to go before

Judge Duke when there was supposed to be a mediation on this case.

| am defending my rights and | would like Justice.

28
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August 7, 2022

Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35% Street
Savannah, GA 31401
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COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
CASE NO: 2020-CP-07-01507

James Reid, et al.,

Plaintiff(s),
ORDER DENYING
Vs, MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Carrie Gaston Henderson,

This case before me July 26%, 2023, on Defendant, Carrie Gatson Henderson’s (hereafter
Defendant) Motion for Reconsideration; filed June 19, 2023. Cherese T. Handy, Esq. appeared for
the Plaintiffs and the Defendant appeared Pro-se. This motion moves for reconsideration of my May
31%, 2023, Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment.

The movant’s motion seeks to have this Court set aside and/or vacate at least two cases from
the 1990s which divested her (would be) predecessor in title from ownership. Because of that
divestiture, Ms. Henderson does not have title. Ms. Henderson seeks to re-establish her interest by
having this Court rule adverse to the prior rulings.

This Court has no authority to reconsider or set aside prior Orders of other Courts.

I hereby respectfully deny the Motion for Reconsideration.

IT IS SO ORDERED:
Honorable Marvin H. Dukes, II1
Master in Equity and Special Circuit Court Judge
for Beaufort County
July , 2023
Beaufort, South Carolina
1
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Johnson, Karen

From: ’ Johnson, Karen

Sent: Friday. September €, 2023 3.44 P

To: chandy@heritage-firm.com

Subject: 2020CP0O701507  James Peid -vs- Carrie Gaston Henderson

Good Afternoon,

I am writing to let you know that the Defendant, Carrie Gaston Henderson, was not mailed a copy of the Order Denying
Motion to Reconsider. She was given the Order in person at the Clerk of Court’s window this afterncon

Respectfully,

Karen Johnson

Judicizal Clerk

Beaufort County Clerk of Court
843-255-5051

31
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-
)
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID ) NON-JURY
)
Plaintiff(s), )
) SUMMONS
Vs )
)
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON )
)
Defendant(s). )

TO THE DEFENDANT NAMED ABOVE:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED AND REQUIRED TO ANSWER the Complaint in the
above entitled action, the original of which has been filed in the Office of the Clerk of Court for Beaufort
County, South Carolina and a copy attached hereto, and to serve a copy of your Answer to said Complaint
on the undersigned subscriber at Eversole Law Firm, P.C., 1509 King Street, Beaufort, South Carolina,
29902, within thirty (30) days after service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service, whichever period
is longer, and if you fail to answer the Complaint within the time aforesaid, judgment by default will be

rendered against you for the relief demanded in the Complaint.

YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE that should you fail to Answer the foregoing Summons, the
Plaintiff will move for an Order of Reference of this cause to the Master in Equity for this County, which Order
shall, pursuant to the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 53 specifically provide that the said Master
in Equity is authorized and empowered to enter a final judgment in this cause with appeal only to the Supreme

Court or the Court of Appeals as provided by the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

EVERSOLE LAW FIRM, P.C.

By: s/Cherese T. Handy
Alysoun M. Eversole, Esg. SC Bar No. 60811
Cherese T. Handy, Esg. SC Bar No. 103184
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFFS
1509 King Street
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Phone: (843)379-3333

July 26, 2020 chandy@eversolelaw.com

Beaufort, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-
)
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID ) NON-JURY
)
Plaintiff(s), ) COMPLAINT
) For
VS ) Trespass, Ejectment,
) and
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON ) Injunctive Relief
)
Defendant(s). )

The Plaintiffs herein, complaining of the Defendant would respectfully show unto the honorable
Court:

JURISDICTION

1. Plaintiffs, James Reid and Sarania Reid, are the owners of the real property in Beaufort
County, South Carolina, which is the subject of this action.

2. Upon information and belief, Defendant Carrie Gaston Henderson is a resident of
Savannah, Georgia.

3. Upon information and belief, Defendant is the owner of the mobile home that forms the
bases of this cause of action.

4, Defendant’s mobile home is registered in the State of South Carolina and identified by
Beaufort County Assessor’s office as a 1996 Mirage/Horton/Gray-Navy/A Ser# H202086/HUD-
876059/76x16 (hereinafter, “mobile home™).

5. Defendant’s mobile home is situated on the real property described herein, which is located
at 60 Gaston Plantation Road in Bluffton, South Carolina.

6. For the foregoing reasons, this Court has jurisdiction to hear the matters set forth herein

and venue is proper.
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BACKGROUND
7. The real property mentioned and referred to in this Complaint is more specifically
described as follows (hereinafter, “Plaintiffs’ property”):
ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being in Beaufort County
State of South Carolina and containing 22.961 acres, more or less, and being shown ad
designated on that certain plat entitled Property Line Adjustment R600 009 000 0112
0000 and R600 009 000 0115 0000 prepared for Beaufort Jasper Comprehensive Health
Services and Cunningham Real Estate by Zyad A, Khalil, RLS, dated July 15 2010 and

recorded with the Register of Deeds Office for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Plat
Book 131 at Page 10, attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

R600 010 000 0115 0000

8. Plaintiffs acquired the Property from Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon
Goodrum by deed dated April 5, 2016, recorded in Record Book 3476 at Page 3028. Exhibit 2

9. Plaintiffs have paid all taxes assessed against the Property ever since Plaintiffs acquired
the Property in 2016.

10. Defendant’s mobile home is located on Plaintiffs’ property, as shown on the Assessor’s
2019 Aerial map of Plaintiffs’ property at address point “60 Gaston Plantation Road” attached hereto as
Exhibit 3.

11. Upon information and belief, the Defendant has never lived in the mobile home, the mobile
home is vacant and unoccupied, and Defendant is intentionally and unlawfully using Plaintiffs’ property as
storage for Defendant’s mobile home.

12. On September 17, 2019, Plaintiffs demanded the Defendant to remove her mobile home
from Plaintiffs’ property and Defendant refuses to do so. Exhibit 4.

FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Trespass
13. Plaintiffs reiterate every allegation set forth in Paragraphs 1 through 12 as if repeated
verbatim.
14. Defendant’s mobile home unreasonably remains on Plaintiffs’ property after Plaintiffs

have demanded that Defendant remove the mobile home from the Property.
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15. Defendant’s occupation of Plaintiff’s property is without Plaintiffs’ permission, consent,
or authority, thereby constituting trespass on Plaintiffs’ property.

16. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that they are entitled to an Order from this Court
requiring the Defendant to remove from Plaintiffs’ property, the mobile home, and any other personal
property owned by the Defendant or Defendant’s guests and invitees.

17. Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court have continuous jurisdiction for the
enforcement of any Order issued by this Court or otherwise.

FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
Permanent Injunction

18. Every allegation contained in Paragraphs 1 through 17 is reiterated as set forth verbatim
herein.

19. The Defendant’s intentional actions will constitute a continuing trespass until the mobile
home, and the Defendant’s personal property are removed from Plaintiffs’ property. Unless the Defendant
is compelled to remove the mobile home, the Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable injury, in that title to
Plaintiffs’ property is defective so long as the Defendant continues to occupy and trespass.

20. Plaintiffs are concerned that without the issuance of a permanent injunction, a continuation
of the Defendant’s trespass could ripen into an adverse possession to Plaintiffs property.

21. The Plaintiffs have demanded that Defendant remove her mobile home and personal
property from Plaintiffs® property to no avail, and therefore Plaintiffs have no other remedy at law or in
equity to protect their rights other than to bring this action.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
Writ of Ejectment

22. Plaintiffs reiterate every allegation set forth in Paragraphs 1 through 21 as if repeated
verbatim.
23. As an alternative relief, Plaintiffs are informed and believe that they are entitled to an Order

from this Court issuing a Writ of Ejectment directing the Sheriff of Beaufort County to proceed to Plaintiffs’
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property to gain access to the premises and to remove Defendant’s mobile home, and all items belonging

to the Defendant.

PRAYER
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court:
a. Find that the Defendant is trespassing on Plaintiffs’ property;

b. Issue a permanent injunction compelling the Defendant to remove Defendant’s mobile home
and any other personal property belonging to the Defendant or Defendant’s guests and invitees
from Plaintiffs’ property;

c. Inthe event the Defendant does not remove the mobile home from Plaintiffs’ property within
(30) days of the Court’s Order, issue a Writ of Ejectment directing the Sheriff of Beaufort
County to proceed to Plaintiffs’ property to gain access to the premises and to remove
Defendant’s mobile home, and any items belonging to the Defendant, in order to effectuate the
ejectment;

d. Issue an Order declaring that this Court shall have continuing jurisdiction to enforce any Other
issued by this Court or otherwise; and

e. For such other and further relief in favor of Plaintiffs as the Court may deem just and proper.

EVERSOLE LAW FIRM, P.C.

By: s/Cherese T. Handy
Alysoun M. Eversole, Esg. SC Bar #60811
Cherese T. Handy, Esg. SC Bar #103184
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFFS
1509 King Street
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Phone: (843)379-3333

Beaufort, South Carolina Fax: (843)379-5558

July 26, 2020 chandy@eversolelaw.com
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2020 Jul 27 12:52 PM - BEAUFORT - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2020CP0701507
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TOGETHER with all and singular, the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said
premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the said Premises before.mentioned unto the said
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID, as joint tenants with rights of survivorship and not as tenants in

common, their heirs and assigns, and Grantors do hereby bind themselves and their heirs and assigns to warrant

and forever defend all and singular said premises unto the said JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID as

joint tenants with rights of survivorship and not as tenants in common, their heirs and assigns, as hereinabove
provided against Grantors and their heirs and any person or persons whomsoever lawfully claiming, or to

claim the same or any part thereof.

REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK
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WITNESS our hands and seals this f day of __ April , 2016.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED
IN THE PRESENCE OF:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
) ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

1, (Notary) Debortr Q%ﬁx do hereby certify that Cunningham

Real Estate Management, Inc. by Herman Cunnmgﬁ”am, President and Leon Goodrum, individually personally
appeared before me this day and acknowledged the due execution of the foregoing instrument.

SWORN TO BEFORE ME, this gb day of __April , 2016.

"Nl

Notary Public for South Carolutgs
My Commission Expires: ‘903\“(
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2020 Jul 27 12:52 PM - BEAUFORT - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2020CP0701507
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CIVIL ACTION NO: 2020-CP-07-01507
)
JAMES REID and SARANIA REID )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. )
) PROOF OF ADR
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON )
)
Defendant. )
)

PURSUANT to the Court's Order for Alternative Dispute Resolution:

A. | certify that this case is exempt from ADR for the following reason
and the parties wish to exercise that exemption:

B. Altemative Dispute Resolution (ADR) was conducted in the form of
a conference via Zoom.
1. The neutral was Thomas A. Holloway [SC Bar No. 14196].
2. The ADR was conducted on March 16, 2022.
3. As a result of ADR, this case should be considered:

( )Fully settled.
( ) by Consent Judgment, to be filed by

( ) Stipulation of Dismissal to be filed by
Counsel for Defendant
{ ) Partially Settied.
( x) At an Impasse.
( ) In need of further ADR.

4. Plaintiff attended Pro Se.
Counsel for Defendant attended.
6. Choice of neutral was Ordered.

o

A
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7. The total number of hours spent in the mediation conference
was _ 25 hours.
8. Further comments of the neutral: none at this time.

Signature of Neutral/ / et M

DATE March 16, 2022
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HERITAGE LAW FIRM PC

O 14 erese -, :.an y, sq.
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B, Beaufort, SC 29902 Attorney at Law
P.0O. Box 6503, Beaufort, SC 29903
Presircing Fanile Tegacies Telephone: (843) 894-6998| Facsimile: (843)521-5501| Email: chandv@heritage-firm.com

Tuly 28,2022

Via: US Mail

Carrie Henderson
316 East 35" Street
Savannah, GA 31401

RE: Reid v. Henderson
2020-CP-07-01507

Dear Ms. Henderson:

I have enclosed a Consent Order of Reference to refer the above-referenced case to the
Master-in-Equity for Beaufort County to hear this matter and enter a final judgment. For your
convenience, enclosed is a postage-paid envelope for you to return the signed Consent Order
back to me and I will file the Consent Order with the Court. I encourage you to consult with an
independent counsel before signing and returning the Consent Order back to me.

Thank you for your attention on this matter and I hope to hear from you, or if you are
representing, your attorney soon.

Sincerely,

Cherese T Handy, Esq.

Enclosure
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01258
)
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID ) NON-JURY
)
Plaintiff(s), )
)
VS )
) CONSENT ORDER OF
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON ) REFERENCE
)
Defendant(s). )

THIS MATTER CAME BEFORE ME upon agreement between the Plaintiffs represented by
Cherese T. Handy, Esq. and Defendant, Carrie Gaston Henderson, Pro Se’.

IT APPEARING that this is an action involving trespass, a writ of ejection, and an adverse
possession claim to real property; and is a proper matter to refer to the Master-in-Equity for
Beaufort County in accordance with Rule 53(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure;
upon consent of the parties; it is

ORDERED that this case be, and the same is hereby referred to the Honorable Marvin H.
Dukes, III, Master-in-Equity for Beaufort County, under Rule 53(e)(1), SCRCP, to make
appropriate findings of fact and conclusions of law with the authority to enter a final judgment
in this case. Any appeal from the final judgment, in this case, shall be directly to the Supreme
Court of South Carolina or the Court of Appeals as provided by the South Carolina Appellate
Court Rules.

FURTHER, the Plaintiffs above named in the action are responsible for paying the
Reference Fee set forth in South Carolina Code of Laws Section 14-11-310; however, if the
Plaintiffs’ case has ended, any remaining party seeking Affirmative Relief shall be responsible
for paying the fee. The fee for this motion is $50.00. The Reference Fee shall be paid to the
Office of the Master-In-Equity for Beaufort County within 30 days of the date of this Order or

the Master will dismiss the case for non-payment of the Reference Fee without further notice.

[SIGNATURE PAGES ATTACHED]

47

L0ST0.0dD0202#3SVD - SY31d NOWINOD - 1404Nv34d - WY TH:0T 80 Bnv 220z - 3114 ATIVOINOH 10313



I CONSENT:

/s/Cherese T. Hand
HERITAGE LAW FIRM, PC
1101 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, SC 29902
Attorney for Plaintiffs

chand herita e-firm.com

I CONSENT

Carrie Gaston Henderson
PRO SE’ DEFENDANT
316 East 35th Street
Savannah, GA 31401

[CLERK OF COURT SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]
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To:

The Court of Common Pleas
PO Box 1128

102 Ribaut Road, Rm 208
Beaufort, SC 29901-1128

And

Cherese T. Handy, Esq.
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, SC 29902

P.O. Box 6503

Beaufort, SC 29903
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August 7, 2022

Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35" Street
Savannah, GA 31401
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August 7, 2022

Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35t Street
Savannah, GA 31401

Cherese T. Handy, Esq.
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, SC 29902

P.O. Box 6503

Beaufort, SC 29903

RE: Reid v Henderson
2020 -CP- 07-01507

Dear Attorney Handy,

I don’t agree with the Judge being Judge Marvin H. Dukes lIl. The reasoning is due to this
may be a bias session in the courts. | previously was in motion in the courts before Judge Dukes
in May 2018 where we discussed Case No. 2017-CP-07-00413 for Regions Bank dba Regions
Mortgage with Willis H Floyd and during that time there was a conflict of interest where he put
the process of this case to approve the deed that shouldn’t have not been approved. In addition
to this, in the year of 20086, J“udge Ellis Drew completed this case to a conflict of interest. This is
where | believe there would a conflict. All of this has been filed in court.

There was also a mediation that happened in February, but nothing happened after
that. This mediation was supposed to decide about this matter, why do we have to go before
Judge Duke when there was supposed to be a mediation on this case.

I am defending my rights and | would like Justice.

S'ncere

/

Carrie Gaston Henderson
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01507

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID NON-JURY

Plaintiff(s),

NOTICE OF MOTION
AND
MOTION TO REFER

VS
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

Defendant(s).

N N N N N N N N N N N N

AANATNANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, as attorney for Plaintiffs, will
appear before the presiding Circuit Court judge, ten (10) days after service hereof or at such other
time and place as the Court may direct, and move the Court, pursuant to Rule 53(b) of the SCRCP,
for an Order referring the above-captioned action to the master-in-equity for Beaufort County. This
motion is supported by applicable case law cited herein, and the Pleadings filed in this action. In
further support of this motion, the Plaintiffs show the following to the Court:

FACTS

The Summons and Complaint, in this case, was filed on July 27, 2020. In their Complaint,
Plaintiffs allege causes of action for 1) trespass, stating that Defendant’s mobile home
unreasonably remains on Plaintiffs’ property after Plaintiffs have demanded that Defendant
remove the mobile home from their property; 2) a permanent injunction, stating that Defendant’s
intentional actions will constitute a continuing trespass until the Defendant’s mobile home and
personal property are removed from Plaintiffs' property, and 3) as an alternative relief, Plaintiffs
request an Order issuing a Writ of Ejectment. Defendant filed a response to Plaintiff's Complaint
on September 21, 2020, claiming, among other things, that Plaintiffs’ deed cannot be legal due to
“forged information on said deed.”

ARGUMENT
A. The issues and remedies stated in the Pleadings are equitable.

“IA]n action sounding in law may be transformed to one in equity because equitable relief
is sought.” Ins. Fin. Servs., Inc. v. S.C. Ins. Co., 271 S.C. 289, 293, 247 S.E.2d 315, 318 (1978).
See Lamar v. R.R. Co., 10 S.C. 476, 480 (S.C. 1879) (where a case is attended with permanent
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results, destroying, or materially altering the estate, the Court of Equity is the proper forum.); "The
character of an action as legal or equitable depends on the relief sought.” Cedar Cove Homeowners
Ass'n, Inc. v. DiPietro, 368 S.C. 254, 258, 628 S.E.2d 284, 286 (Ct. App. 2006). Id. at 368 S.C. at
258, 628 S.E.2d at 286 (concluding that an action seeking injunctive relief is one in equity);
Atkinson v. Belser, 273 S.C. 296, 255 S.E.2d 852 (1979) (action to set aside conveyances alleging
fraud ... reviewed as an action in equity). The Plaintiffs’ primary purpose of the claims asserted
in the Complaint is to seek equitable relief. The Defendant’s response alleging that the Plaintiffs’
deed cannot be legal due to fraud can be reviewed as an action to set aside the Plaintiffs’ deed,

which is an action in equity.
B. Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law.

Courts reserve equitable power when there is no adequate remedy at law. Strategic Res.
Co, v. BCS Life Ins. Co., 367 S.C. 540, 627 S.E.2d 687 (2006). There is no adequate remedy at
law when no remedy is certain, practical, complete, and efficient to attain the ends of justice and
its administration as the remedy in equity. Milliken Co. v. Morin 386 S.C. 1, 685 S.E.2d 828 (Ct.
App. 2009). There is no adequate remedy at law to protect the Plaintiffs' interests. An award of
monetary damages cannot compensate the Plaintiffs for the alleged trespass for the following
reasons: The continuing trespass would cause irreparable harm to the Plaintiffs. Subsequent
trespass actions would be necessary to protect the Plaintiffs' rights. The continuous nature of the
trespass may materially alter the Plaintiffs' ownership interest in the subject property or
permanently destroy the Plaintiffs' interest should Defendant's actions ripen into a claim for
adverse possession.

CONCLUSION

“[TThe circuit court may, upon application of any party... direct a reference of some or all
of the causes of action in a case. Rule 53(b) SCRCP. The matters disclosed by the pleadings filed
in this case are equitable actions. There are no adequate legal remedies where the Plaintiffs can be
granted relief for the causes of action alleged in the Complaint. Further, Defendant’s response to
the Complaint amounts to an action in equity. Therefore, it would be proper for the circuit court to

refer this case to the master-in-equity for Beaufort County in accordance with Rules 53(b) SCRCP.
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WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs respectfully move this Court for an order referring this case
to the master-in-equity for Beaufort County and such other and further relief in favor of the
Plaintiffs as the Court deems just and appropriate.

Counsel certifies that the within motion is not governed by the affirmation requirement
pursuant to Rule 11(a)SCRCP.

HERITAGE LAW FIRM, PC

By: s/Cherese T. Handy
Cherese T. Handy, Esq. S.C. Bar #103184
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Beaufort, South Carolina Phone: (843)894-6998
September 2, 2022 chandy@heritage-firm.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID
Plaintiff(s),

Vs

CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

Defendant(s).

o N N N N N N N N N N N N N

AAN AN N NN NN NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNDNNN

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01507

NON-JURY

NOTICE OF MOTION
AND
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

TO: CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON, PRO SE DEFENDANT:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, by and through their undersigned counsel, will move

ten days after service hereof, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, before this Honorable Court,

for an order granting Summary Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs pursuant to Rule 56, SCRCP on the ground

that there exists no genuine issue of material fact, and they are entitled to a judgment in their favor as a

matter law.

This Motion for Summary Judgment is supported by the pleadings in this matter, any affidavits to

be filed herewith, and such other documents and evidence as is allowed under the South Carolina Rules

of Civil Procedure. This motion may be further supported by a Memorandum of Law filed prior to the

hearing.

HERITAGE LAW FIRM, PC

By: s/Cherese T. Handy

Cherese T. Handy, Esg. S.C. Bar #103184
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Beaufort, South Carolina Phone: (843)894-6998
September 16, 2022 chandy@heritage-firm.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ; CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01507
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID ; NON-JURY
Plaintiff(s), )
) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
vs ) PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY
) JUDGMENT
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON )
)
Defendant(s). )
N T T T T T T T T T e N )
\

PROCEDURAL HISTORY
Plaintiffs, James Reid and Sarania Reid (“Plaintiffs”) brought this action for trespass against
Defendant, Carrie Gaston Henderson, (“Defendant), seeking an order from this Court compelling
Defendant to remove Defendant’s mobile home from Plaintiffs’ property.

On July 27, 2020, the Plaintiffs filed its Summons and Complaint. In their Complaint, the
Plaintiffs allege causes of action for 1) trespass, stating that Defendant’s mobile home
unreasonably remains on Plaintiffs’ property after Plaintiffs have demanded that Defendant
remove the mobile home from their property; 2) a permanent injunction, stating that Defendant’s
intentional actions will constitute a continuing trespass until the Defendant’s mobile home and
personal property are removed from Plaintiffs' property, and 3) as an alternative relief, Plaintiffs
request an Order issuing a Writ of Ejectment.

On September 21, 2020, Defendant filed a “complaint” purporting to be an answer to
Plaintiffs’ Complaint alleging, among other things, that 1) “The deed that James Reid and Sarania
Reid have, cannot be a legal deed because Attorney Dore forged information on said deed”; 2)
“The deeds were illegally altered; 3) “I asked the court to remove Dore from this case and my
request was granted because of conflict of interest”; and 4) “Dore had already changed the deed
and sold the land...”
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On March 28, 2022, Defendant filed a document stating among, other things, that “James
and Sarania Reid bought this land from Herman Cunningham and Mr. Leon Goodrum Real Estate
Management Inc April 19, 2016,” and alleging a conflict of interest in a previous case concerning
the 113-acre tract.

On September 6, 2022, Plaintiff filed its Motion to Refer this action to this Court.
Plaintiff’s Motion to Refer was granted on January 3, 2023.

On September 16, 2022, the Plaintiffs filed their Motion for Summary Judgment. On
September 26, 2022, Defendant filed a response to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment,
stating, among other things, that 1) “There is conflict of interest, fraudulent, misrepresentations,
frame and cover up within this case”; 2) “My mother told me to put my mobile home on this land
in the year 1995”: and 3) “My land was stolen from me.”

UNDISPUTED FACTS

1. The real property which is the subject of this action is described as follows (the “Property”):

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being in Beaufort County
State of South Carolina and containing 22.961 acres, more or less, and being shown ad
designated on that certain plat entitled Property Line Adjustment R600 009 000 0112
0000 and R600 009 000 0115 0000 prepared for Beaufort Jasper Comprehensive Health
Services and Cunningham Real Estate by Zyad A, Khalil, RLS, dated July 15 2010 and
recorded with the Register of Deeds Office for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Plat
Book 131 at Page 10, attached hereto as Plaintiff’s Ex. 1

R600 010 000 0115 0000

2. The subject property is derived from a tract of land containing 113 acres, more or less of
land in the Cheechessee-Lowbottom area in Beaufort County.

3. As set forth in civil action no 90-CP-07-0310, in a quiet title action against Cecil
Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gadsden, Jr. (“Cecil Gaston”) , this Court rendered
several Orders as follows:

a. By an Order dated June 18, 1991, this court made the following conclusions:
i. Cecil J. Gadson, Jr. owns a one-half interest of the real property and the timber ;

ii. That the remaining heirs, Eliza Gadsden Tremble, Emily Mitchell, Alice Gadsden
Perry and Doris Gadsden Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason, Herbert Mason,
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d.

4,

Herman Gaston, and Louise Gadsden Floyd Williams, collectively own one-half
interest.

iii. That Cecil Gaston has defrauded the heirs and converted the timer proceeds to his
use. Plaintiffs’ Ex. 2, p. 13 &14.

By an Order dated April 8, 1995, this Court issued an order against Cecil Gaston in the
amount of $151,146.27 in favor of the remaining heirs and ordered that those heirs received
additional property representing the amount of the judgment. Plaintiffs’ Ex. 3, p. 5

By an Order dated February 20, 1998, this Court found the following (Plaintiffs’ Ex. 4.):

i. That the judgment against Cecil Gaston had accrued to $209,718.47 (Cecil Gaston
died intestate on February 15, 1993);

ii. According to said Order “After being advised of [the] offer, the Gadsden heirs who
were present rejected the offer. After they rejected the offer it was pointed out to
them that they received nothing.” Also according to said Order, the Court reached
this determination because the judgment is more than one-half of the value of the
whole.

iii.  Finally, this Court concluded that fee simple title in the 113 acres is vested in the
following persons: Louise Floyd Williams, Eliza Gaston Tremble, Heirs of Emily
Mitchell, Alice Green Perry, Doris Gaston Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason,
Herbert Mason, and Herbert Gaston.

iv. The Court awarded none of the 113 acres of land to the Heirs of Cecil Gaston.

The persons awarded the 113 acres entered into a voluntary partition and settlement
agreement, to which terms were reduced to an Order dated October 15, 2001. Pursuant to
said Order, the Court provided that it shall sign all deeds of conveyance in accordance with
said Order. Plaintiffs’ Ex. 5.

According to the settlement agreement that culminated in the civil action mentioned above

the Master-in-Equity, Thomas Kemmerlin, Jr., executed the following Limited Warranty deeds transferring
property shown on a survey prepared by David E. Gasque dated February 9, 1998, last revised on August
9, 2001, and recorded in Plat Book 84 at Page 43, (Plaintiffs’ Ex. 6) to wit:

a.

b.

A deed dated December 25, 2001, transferring title to the parcel designated as “Harold
Green” containing 22 acres to Carolyn Tremble and Anthony Keith Murrell Green; Said
deed is recorded in Record Book 1520 at Page 162, and a corrective deed is recorded in
Record Book 1579 at Page 1037; (Plaintiffs’ EXx. 7)

A deed dated December 25, 2001, transferring title to the parcel designated as “Doris
Green” containing 11 acres to Robert James Erkhart, III; said deed is recorded in Record
Book 1520 at Page 160, and a corrective deed is recorded in Record Book 1579 at Page
1039. (Plaintiffs’ Ex. 8)
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5. Thereafter, Carolyn Trimble and Anthony Keith Murrell Green sold the 22-acre parcel to
Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum by deed dated December 20, 2004 and
recorded in Record Book 2079 at Page 466, (Plaintiffs’ Ex. 9); the 22-acre parcel is shown on a plat
prepared by Gasque and Associates, Inc, dated February 9, 1995, last revised on December 17, 2004, and
recorded in Plat Book 103 at Page 182, (See Plaintiffs’ Ex. 10).

6. Robert James Erkhart, 111, sold the 11-acre parcel, shown on the above-referenced plat, to
Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum, by deed dated December 20, 2004
recorded in Record Book 2079 at Page 462, (Plaintiffs’ Ex. 11).

7. The boundary lines of the 22-acre and 11-acre parcels belonging to Cunningham Real
Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum were reconfigured and adjusted by a survey prepared by Zyad
A. Khalil dated July 15, 2010 recorded in Plat Book 131 at Page 10. (See Plaintiffs’ Ex. 1).

8.  Plaintiffs purchased the Property from Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and
Leon Goodrum for $182,500.00 by deed dated April 5, 2016, recorded in Record Book 3476 at Page 3028.
(Plaintiffs’ Ex. 12 & Defendant’s document filed March 28, 2022).

9. Defendant is claiming title to the property as an heir of Cecil Gaston. (See Defendant’s
responses filed September 21, 2020, March 28, 2022 & September 26, 2022).

10. Defendant’s mobile home is located on Plaintiffs’ property. See Plaintiffs’ Ex. 1

11. On September 17, 2019, Plaintiffs demanded the Defendant to remove her mobile home
from Plaintiffs’ property and Defendant refuses to do so. (Complaint. Ex.4.)

STANDARD
Summary judgment is available when “there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the

moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.” Henderson v. Allied Signal, Ins., 37 S.C. 179, 644

S.E. 2d 724 (2007). “Summary judgment is completely appropriate when a properly supported motion sets

forth facts that remain undisputed or contested in a deficient way.” David v. McLeod Reg. Med. Ctr., 367

S.C. 242, 250, 626 S.E. 2d 1,5 (2006) (emphasis added). Further, summary judgment is appropriate when

plain, palpable, and indisputable facts exist on which reasonable minds cannot differ” USAA Prop. And

Cas. Ins. Co. v. Clegg, 377 S.C. 643, 661 S.E. 2d 791 (2008).
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ARGUMENT

1. There is no genuine issue of material fact because the statements in Plaintiffs’ Complaint are
deemed admitted by Defendant.

Under Rule 8 there are three ways to respond to a Complaint: Defendant must admit or deny the
claims, if Defendant is without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief of a truth of a claim,
Defendant should state the same. Rule 8 SCRCP. “Averments in a pleading to which a responsive pleading

is required ... are admitted when not denied in a responsive pleading”. Rule 8(d) SCRCP; Hill v. Dotts, 345

S.C. 304, 308, 547, S.E. 2d 894, 896 (Ct. App. 2001) (deciding that letter did not meet requirements of Rule
8). Defendant has neither denied any of Plaintiffs’ allegations in Defendant’s response nor has Defendant
responded in any of the other ways set forth in Rule 8. And therefore, under Rule 8, the statements in
Plaintiffs” complaint are deemed admitted. Accordingly, no genuine issue of material facts exists as to the
statements made in Plaintiffs’ Complaint.

2. Defendant is unable to point to any evidence to Support Defendant’s Claim that Plaintiffs’ deed
was “forged”.

South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure explicitly require fraud to be “stated with particularity”.
Rule 9(b) SCRCP. That means each element must be pleaded; otherwise, the pleader has failed to state a

claim. McNair v. Rainsford, 330 S.C. 332, 358, 9 S.E. 2d 488, 502 (Ct. App. 1998) (dismissing a fraud

claim). “[T]he plain language of Rule 56(c) mandates the entry of summary judgment... against a party
who fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the existence of an element essential to the party’s case,
and which that party will bear the burden of proof.” Charleston Development Company, LLC v. Alami

citing Hansson v. Scalise Builders of S.C., 374 S.C. 352, 357-58, 650 S.E. 2d 68,71 (2007). See also Tommy

L. Griffin Plum. & Heat Co. v. Jordan, Jones, & Goulding, Inc., 351 S.C. 459, 570 S.E. 2d 197 (Ct. App
2002) (Movant may rely on lack of evidence in the record.). Defendant alleges in its response to Plaintiffs’
Complaint that, “The deed that James and Sarania Reed have, cannot be a legal deed because Attorney
Dore forged information on said deed.” Defendant’s response amounts to a fraud claim, to which Defendant

bears the burden of proof. Defendant failed to make a showing sufficient to establish fraud because
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Defendant has neither establish the essential elements of fraud with particularity nor has Defendant offered
any factual support in the record to support a claim for fraud. Therefore, Defendant cannot set forth a
sufficient claim that Plaintiffs’ deed was “forged.”

3. All issues raised in all of Defendant’s responses filed in the record have been decided by are
barred by the doctrine of Collateral Estoppel and Res Judicata.

Under the doctrine of collateral estoppel a party or his privy is precluded from relitigating an issue

that was outcome determinative in a previous litigation. Irby v. Richardson, 278 S.C. 484, 486 (S.C. 1982).

A final judgment on the merits in a prior action will conclude the parties and their privies in a second action
based on the same claim as to the issues actually litigated and as to issues that might have been litigated in

the first action. Sub-Zero Freezer Co. v. R.J. Clarkson Co., 308 S.C. 188, 417 S.E.2d 569

(1992); Treadaway v. Smith, 325 S.C. 367, 479 S.E.2d 849 (Ct. App. 1996); Foran v. USAA Cas. Ins. Co.,

311 S.C. 189, 427 S.E.2d 918 (Ct. App. 1993). Additionally, Res judicata prevents a litigant from raising
any issues which were adjudicated in the former suit and any issues which might have been raised in the

former suit. Hilton Head Ctr. of South Carolina, Inc. v. Pub. Serv. Commn of South Carolina, 294 S.C. 9,

11, 362 S.E.2d 176, 177 (1987); accord Plum Creek Dev. Co. v. City of Conway, 334 S.C. 30, 512 S.E.2d

106 (1999). In Civil Action No. 90-CP-07-0310 this Court awarded none of the 113 acres to the heirs of
Cecil Gaston. Defendant’s predecessors-in-title were made parties to said action and had a full and fair
opportunity to litigate the relevant issues in that case. Defendant is claiming title to the 113 acres,
specifically as an heir of Cecil Gaston. A valid judgment has already determined that the heirs of Cecil
Gaston did not retain any property from 113-acre tract. Therefore, Defendant does not own the Property by
virtue of being an heir of Cecil Gaston.
4. Plaintiffs have superior title to the Property.

If Plaintiffs establish legal title to land, then he is presumed to have been in possession thereof and
the occupation of the land by any other person is deemed to have been in subordination to the legal title.
Lewis v. Pope, 86 S.C. 285, 296 (S.C. 1910). Therefore, record title is presumed to be superior title.

Plaintiffs purchased the Property from Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum for
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$182,500.00 by deed dated April 5, 2016, recorded in Record Book 3476 at Page 3028. Furthermore,
Defendant claims interest in the property, specifically, as an heir of Cecil Gaston, and on basis of alleged
conflict of interest and purported fraud in the previous litigation concerning the 113 acres. (See
Defendant’s Responses filed March 28, 2022, and September 26, 2022). Viewing the evidence in the
record in the light most favorable to Defendant, Plaintiffs are entitled to judgment as a matter of law that
Plaintiffs have superior title to the Property.
CONCLUSION

Viewing the evidence in the record in the light most favorable to Defendant shows Plaintiffs are
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law for the following reasons. The undisputed facts, in this case, show
the statements in Plaintiffs’ Complaint are deemed admitted because Defendant has not denied any
statements to Plaintiffs’ Complaint. Defendant failed to make a showing sufficient to establish the purported
fraud claim in Defendant’s response to the Complaint because Defendant has neither established the
essential elements of fraud with particularity nor has Defendant offered any factual support in the record to
support a claim for fraud. Furthermore, the issues raised in Defendant’s responses are barred by the
doctrines of collateral estoppel and res judicata because a valid judgment has already determined that the
heirs of Cecil Gaston did not retain any property from 113-acre tract. Finally, the evidence in the record
shows that Plaintiffs have record superior title to the Property. Because of the foregoing, Plaintiffs request
that this Court issue a summary judgment in favor of Plaintiffs.

Respectfully submitted,

HERITAGE LAW FIRM, PC

By: s/Cherese T. Handy
Cherese T. Handy, Esg. S.C. Bar #103184
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Beaufort, South Carolina Phone: (843)894-6998
March 7, 2023 chandy@heritage-firm.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CIVIL ACTION NO. 2020-CP-07-01507

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID NON-JURY

Plaintiff(s),
AMENDED MEMORANDUM IN
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

VS
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

Defendant(s).

- N N N N N N N N N N N N

AANATNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

PROCEDURAL HISTORY
James Reid and Sarania Reid (“Plaintiffs”) brought this action for trespass against Carrie
Gaston Henderson, (“Defendant”), seeking an order from this Court compelling Defendant to
remove Defendant’s mobile home from Plaintiffs’ property.

On July 27, 2020, Plaintiffs filed their Summons and Complaint. In their Complaint,
Plaintiffs allege causes of action for 1) trespass, stating that Defendant’s mobile home
unreasonably remains on Plaintiffs’ property after Plaintiffs have demanded that Defendant
remove the mobile home from their property; 2) a permanent injunction, stating that Defendant’s
intentional actions will constitute a continuing trespass until the Defendant’s mobile home and
personal property are removed from Plaintiffs' property, and 3) as an alternative relief, Plaintiffs
request an Order issuing a Writ of Ejectment.

On September 21, 2020, Defendant filed a “complaint,” purporting to be a response to
Plaintiffs’ Complaint, alleging among other things, that 1) “The deed that James Reid and Sarania
Reid have, cannot be a legal deed because Attorney Dore forged information on said deed”; 2)

“The deeds were illegally altered”; 3) “I asked the court to remove Dore from this case and my
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request was granted because of conflict of interest”; and 4) “Dore had already changed the deed
and sold the land...”

On March 28, 2022, Defendant filed a document stating among, other things, that “James
and Sarania Reid bought this land from Herman Cunningham and Mr. Leon Goodrum Real Estate
Management Inc April 19, 2016,” and alleging a conflict of interest in a previous case concerning

the 113-acre tract.

On September 6, 2022, Plaintiffs filed their Motion to Refer this action to this Court.
Plaintiffs’ Motion to Refer was granted on January 3, 2023.

On September 16, 2022, Plaintiffs filed their Motion for Summary Judgment. On
September 26, 2022, Defendant filed a response to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment,
stating, among other things, that 1) “There is conflict of interest, fraudulent, misrepresentations,
frame and cover up within this case”; 2) “My mother told me to put my mobile home on this land
in the year 1995”; and 3) “My land was stolen from me.”

UNDISPUTED FACTS
1. Thereal property which is the subject of this action is described as follows (the “Property™):

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being in Beaufort

County State of South Carolina and containing 22.961 acres, more or less, and

being shown ad designated on that certain plat entitled Property Line Adjustment

R600 009 000 0112 0000 and R600 009 000 0115 0000 prepared for Beaufort

Jasper Comprehensive Health Services and Cunningham Real Estate by Zyad A,

Khalil, RLS, dated July 15 2010 and recorded with the Register of Deeds Office

for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Plat Book 131 at Page 10, attached hereto
as Exhibit 1.

R600 010 000 0115 0000

2. The subject property is derived from a tract of land containing 113 acres, more or
less of land in the Cheechessee-Lowbottom area in Beaufort County.

3. As set forth in Civil Action No. 90-CP-07-0310, in a quiet title action against Cecil
Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. A/K/A Cecil J. Gadsden, Jr. (“Cecil Gaston™)
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concerning the 113 acres, this Court rendered several Orders as follows:

a. By an Order dated June 18, 1991, this court made the following conclusions
(Exhibit 2: p.13 1 3-5; & p.14 7 6):

i. Cecil J. Gadson, Jr. owns a one-half interest in the real property and the
timber;

ii. That the remaining heirs, Eliza Gadsden Tremble, Emily Mitchell, Alice
Gadsden Perry and Doris Gadsden Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason,
Herbert Mason, Herman Gaston, and Louise Gadsden Floyd Williams,
collectively own one-half interest.

iii. Cecil Gaston has defrauded the heirs and converted the timber proceeds to
his use.

b. By an Order dated April 8, 1995, this Court issued an order against the heirs of
Cecil Gaston (Cecil Gaston died intestate on February 15, 1993) awarding plaintiffs
in that action additional lands representing $151,146.27. (Exhibit. 3, p. 5)

c. By an Order dated February 20, 1998, this Court found the following: (Exhibit 4.)
i. That the judgment against Cecil Gaston had accrued to $209,718.47.

ii. That “After being advised of [the] offer, the Gadsden heirs who were
present rejected the offer. After they rejected the offer it was pointed out to
them that they would receive nothing.” The Order further stated that “The
Court reached this determination because the judgement, $209,718.47, is
more than one-half of the value of the whole, $399,000.00, and therefore
this Court has determined that Plaintiffs, named below, are entitled to
ownership of the whole 113 acres, less those acres belonging to
‘Simmons’...” (See Id. at page 2)

iii. That fee simple title in the 113 acres, as shown on a plat made by Gasque
& Associates on 2/9/95, attached to said order, is vested in the following
persons: Louise Floyd Williams, Eliza Gaston Tremble, Heirs of Emily
Mitchell, Alice Green Perry, Doris Gaston Green, Lisa Roacher, Linda
Mason, Herbert Mason, and Herbert Gaston. (See pgs. 2 & 3); Gasque &
Associates plat is attached hereto as Exhibit 5.

L All references herein regarding Cecil Gaston are made using that name, but on several pleadings and court
documents Cecil Gaston is also referred to as, Cecil Gaston, Jr., Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. or Cecil J. Gadsden, Jr.
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iv. The Court awarded none of the 113 acres of land to the Heirs of Cecil
Gaston.

d. The persons awarded the 113 acres entered into a voluntary partition and settlement
agreement, and the terms of said agreement were reduced to an Order dated October
15, 2001. Pursuant to said Order, the Court shall sign all deeds of conveyance in
accordance with the Order to effectuate an orderly and timely transfer of title to the
properties pursuant to the stipulated agreement. (Exhibit 6, p.3)

4. According to the settlement agreement and subsequent orders reflecting the terms
thereof, the Master-in-Equity, Thomas Kemmerlin, Jr., executed the following deeds
transferring property shown on a survey prepared by David E. Gasque dated February
9, 1995 last revised on August 9, 2001, and recorded in Plat Book 84 at Page 43, to
wit: (Exhibit 7)

a. A deed dated December 25, 2001, conveying to Carolyn Tremble and Anthony
Keith Murrell Green title to the parcel designated as “HAROLD GREEN”
containing 22 acres; Said deed is recorded in Record Book 1520 at Page 162, and
a corrective deed is recorded in Record Book 1579 at Page 1037. (Exhibit 8)

b. A deed dated December 25, 2001, conveying to Robert James Erkhart, 111, title to
the parcel designated as “DORIS GREEN” containing 11 acres; said deed is
recorded in Record Book 1520 at Page 160, and a corrective deed is recorded in
Record Book 1579 at Page 1039. (Exhibit 9)

5. Thereafter, Carolyn Trimble and Anthony Keith Murrell Green sold the 22-acre parcel to
Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum by deed dated December
20, 2004 and recorded in Record Book 2079 at Page 466, (Exhibit 10); the 22-acre parcel
is designated as “HAROLD GREEN” and shown on a plat prepared by Gasque and
Associates, Inc, dated February 9, 1995, last revised on December 17, 2004, and recorded
in Plat Book 103 at Page 182, (Exhibit 11)

6. Robert James Erkhart, 11, sold the 11-acre parcel, designated as “DORIS GREEN” as
shown on the plat referred to as Exhibit 11, to Cunningham Real Estate
Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum, by deed dated December 20, 2004, recorded in
Record Book 2079 at Page 462. (Exhibit 12)

7. The boundary lines of the 22-acre and 11-acre parcels belonging to Cunningham Real
Estate Management, Inc. and Leon Goodrum were reconfigured and adjusted by a survey
prepared by Zyad A. Khalil dated July 15, 2010 recorded in Plat Book 131 at Page 10.
(Exhibit 1)
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8. Plaintiffs purchased the Property from Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc.
and Leon Goodrum for $182,500.00 by deed dated April 5, 2016, recorded in
Record Book 3476 at Page 3028. (Exhibit 13 & Defendant’s document
filed March 28, 2022)

9. Defendant is claiming title to the property as an heir of Cecil Gaston. (See Defendant’s
responses filed September 21, 2020, March 28, 2022 & September 26, 2022)

10. Defendant’s mobile home is located on Plaintiffs’ property. (See Exhibit. 1
and Exhibit 14)

11. On September 17, 2019, Plaintiffs demanded the Defendant to remove her mobile home
from Plaintiffs’ property and Defendant refuses to do so. (Exhibit 4 attached to
Complaint)

STANDARD
Summary judgment is available when “there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and

that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.” Henderson v. Allied Signal, Ins.,

37 S.C. 179, 644 S.E. 2d 724 (2007). “Summary judgment is completely appropriate when a
properly supported motion sets forth facts that remain undisputed or contested in a deficient way.”

David v. McLeod Reg. Med. Ctr., 367 S.C. 242, 250, 626 S.E. 2d 1,5 (2006) (emphasis added).

Further, summary judgment is appropriate when plain, palpable, and indisputable facts exist on

which reasonable minds cannot differ” USAA Prop. And Cas. Ins. Co. v. Cleqq, 377 S.C. 643, 661

S.E. 2d 791 (2008).
ARGUMENT

1. The issues raised in Defendant’s responses are barred by the doctrine of Collateral
Estoppel and Res Judicata.

Under the doctrine of collateral estoppel a party or his privy is precluded from relitigating

an issue that was outcome determinative in previous litigation. Irby v. Richardson, 278 S.C. 484,

486 (S.C. 1982). Res judicata prevents a litigant from raising any issues which were adjudicated
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in the former suit and any issues which might have been raised in the former suit. Hilton Head Ctr.

of South Carolina, Inc. v. Pub. Serv. Commn of South Carolina, 294 S.C. 9, 11, 362 S.E.2d 176,

177 (1987); accord Plum Creek Dev. Co. v. City of Conway, 334 S.C. 30, 512 S.E.2d 106 (1999).

In Civil Action No. 90-CP-07-0310 this Court awarded none of the 113 acres to the heirs of Cecil
Gaston. Defendant’s predecessors-in-title were made parties to said action and had a full and fair
opportunity to litigate the relevant issues in that case. Defendant is claiming title to the 113 acres,
specifically as an heir of Cecil Gaston. (See Defendant’s Responses filed March 28, 2022, and
September 26, 2022). A valid judgment has already determined that the heirs of Cecil Gaston did
not retain any property from 113-acre tract. Therefore, Defendant does not own any interest in the
Property by virtue of being an heir of Cecil Gaston.

2. Defendant is unable to point to any evidence to support Defendant’s claim that Plaintiffs’
deed was “forged”.

South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure explicitly require fraud to be “stated with
particularity”. Rule 9(b) SCRCP. That means each element must be pleaded; otherwise, the pleader

has failed to state a claim. McNair v. Rainsford, 330 S.C. 332, 358, 9 S.E. 2d 488, 502 (Ct. App.

1998) (dismissing a fraud claim). “[T]he plain language of Rule 56(c) mandates the entry of
Summary judgment... against a party who fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the
existence of an element essential to the party’s case, and which that party will bear the burden of

proof.” Charleston Development Company, LLC v. Alami citing Hansson v. Scalise Builders of

S.C., 374 S.C. 352, 357-58, 650 S.E. 2d 68,71 (2007). See also Tommy L. Griffin Plum. & Heat

Co. v. Jordan, Jones, & Goulding, Inc., 351 S.C. 459, 570 S.E. 2d 197 (Ct. App 2002) (Movant

may rely on lack of evidence in the record.).
Defendant alleges in its response to Plaintiffs’ Complaint that, “The deed that James and

Sarania Reed have, cannot be a legal deed because Attorney Dore forged information on said
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deed.” Defendant’s response amounts to a fraud claim, to which Defendant bears the burden of
proof. Defendant failed to make a showing sufficient to establish fraud because Defendant has
neither establish the essential elements of fraud with particularity nor has Defendant offered any
evidence in the record to support a fraud claim. Therefore, Defendant failed to set forth a sufficient
claim that Plaintiffs’ deed was “forged.”
3. Plaintiffs’ deed to the Property is presumed to be valid.

“Where a deed is valid and regular on its face, it is presumed to be valid in all respects.”

Avant v. Johnson, 231 S.C. 119, 97 S.E.2d 396 (1957). If Plaintiffs establish legal title to land,

then he is presumed to have been in possession thereof and the occupation of the land by any other
person is deemed to have been in subordination to the legal title. Lewis v. Pope, 86 S.C. 285, 296
(S.C. 1910). Plaintiffs purchased the Property from Cunningham Real Estate Management, Inc.
and Leon Goodrum for $182,500.00, as evidenced by a deed dated April 5, 2016. The deed was
properly executed and duly recorded in Record Book 3476 at Page 3028 in the Register of Deeds
Office for Beaufort County. Defendant has offered no valid evidence in the record to rebut the
presumption of validity of Plaintiffs’ deed.

4. There is no genuine issue of material fact because the statements in Plaintiffs’ Complaint
are deemed admitted by Defendant.

Under Rule 8 there are three ways to respond to a Complaint: Defendant must admit or
deny the claims, if Defendant is without knowledge of information sufficient to form a belief of a
truth of a claim, Defendant should state the same. Rule 8 SCRCP. “Averments in a pleading to
which a responsive pleading is required ... are admitted when not denied in a responsive pleading”.

Rule 8(d) SCRCP; Hill v. Dotts, 345 S.C. 304, 308, 547, S.E. 2d 894, 896 (Ct. App. 2001)

(deciding that letter did not meet requirements of Rule 8). Defendant has neither denied any of

Plaintiffs’ allegations in Defendant’s response nor has Defendant responded in any of the other
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ways set forth in Rule 8. And therefore, under Rule 8, the statements in Plaintiffs’ complaint are
deemed admitted. Accordingly, no genuine issue of material facts exists as to the statements made
in Plaintiffs’ Complaint.
CONCLUSION
Viewing the evidence in the record in the light most favorable to Defendant shows
Plaintiffs are entitled to a judgment as a matter of law for the following reasons. Defendant has
contested the undisputed facts in this case in a deficient way. The issues raised in Defendant’s
responses are barred by the doctrines of collateral estoppel and res judicata because a valid
judgment has already determined that the heirs of Cecil Gaston did not retain ownership of any
property from 113-acre tract. Defendant has not established the essential elements of fraud, with
particularity. Nor has Defendant presented any factual support in the record to support Defendant’s
fraud claim, to which Defendant bears the burden of proof. The undisputed facts show that
Plaintiffs’ deed to the Property is presumed valid and Defendant has not presented any evidence
in the record sufficient to rebut the presumption of validity of Plaintiffs’ Deed. The statements in
Plaintiffs’ Complaint are deemed admitted because Defendant has not denied any statements in
Plaintiffs’ Complaint as provided by SC Rules of Civil Procedures. Because of the foregoing, a
summary judgment is warranted in favor of the Plaintiffs.
Respectfully submitted,

HERITAGE LAW FIRM, PC

By: s/Cherese T. Handy
Cherese T. Handy, Esqg. S.C. Bar #103184
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Beaufort, South Carolina Phone: (843)894-6998
April 3, 2023 chandy@heritage-firm.com
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September 24, 2022
Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35™ Street
Savannah, GA 31401

State of South Carolina
County of Beaufort
James Reid and Sarania Reid

RE: Reid v Henderson
2020 -CP- 07-01507

To the Court,

I am answering Attorney Cherese T Handy motion of September 16, 2022, asking the
court for judgement. There is conflict of interest, fraudulent, misinterpretations, frame and cover
up within this case where James Reid and Sarania Reid who are part of the 1981 Quiet Title
Action and the 1991 Lawsuit. Attorney Louis O. Dore was the attorney who cleared up the 1981
Satisfied Mortgage for Cecil Gaston from Attorney Gary Brown who mortgage the land for Cecil
Gaston Brother, Herman Gaston twice.

In the year of 2000 — 2001, he started to make deeds for the entire 112 acres of land for
Herman Gaston and Carrie Gaston heirs. I was left out of the deed, then he became the attorney
for Herman Gaston heirs and found Cunningham Real Estate Management Inc. and Leon
Goodrum to sell the land for Herman and Carrie Gaston heirs. Attorney Louis O. Dore took his
case to the South Carolina Court of Appeal for Herman Gaston heirs in the year of 2002.

My mother told me to put my mobile home on this land in the year of 1995. She died in
the year of 2010 and left her estate, where I probate her estate in 2011. Attorney Louis O. Dore
and additional attorneys within this case planted this and my land was stolen from me, and I am
asking the Court of Judgement to be in my favor with this case and this matter.
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If the appeal court knew about the above information about conflict of interest would the
court’s decision contradict to what the past decisions were made? I have mentioned a couple of
attorneys who were involved in this case and believe are a conflict of interest, but here are more
that are also:

e Attorney Darnell Johnson
e Attorney Louis O. Dore
e Attorney Scott Graber
e Attorney Gary Brown
e Attorney Thayer Rivers
e Attorney Thomas Mikell
o Cecil Gaston first attorney, which he was dereliction of duty

All accusations that I have claimed has already been presented to the court and there is a paper
trail of all the attorneys mentioned above. Please refer to the court history and evidence for any
additional information needed and/or questions about this case. I also do not claim be an
attorney but I am here fighting for my land and my rights.

Carrie Gaston Henderson
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DORE Law FirM, PA.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
133 SEA ISLAND PARKWAY
Louis O. Dore POST OFFICE BOX 2478
—_— BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29801-2478
Cheryl V. Doe
Anthony O. Dore

October 7, 2002

Kenneth A. Richstad, Clerk

The South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 2911

RE:  Perry, Alice v. Heirs of Charles Gadsden

Dear Mr. Richstad:

In response to your letter of October 1, 2002, the fol
the above appeal:

Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason, Herbert Mason and Herman Gaston

CORELAW

TzLgEr=2N

F

]
oM
n
[V 1]
U

Fax 1 38a

IRM@METAFORMSYST

lowing are the clients whom I represent in

Doris Gaston Green, individually and also as successor in interest to Alice Perry

Robert James Ekhardt, III, successor in interest to Emily Mitchell

Carolyn Tremble, successor in interest to Eliza Gaston Tremble
»ﬂ‘g_:::*‘ - — *

Very truly yours,

{

L uis O. Dore

.~ LOD/mem o

//
cc: Mary P. Miles, Esquire
Thomas A. Holloway, Esquire
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AL 0101577

August 7, 2022

Carrie Gaston Henderson
316 East 35! Street
Savannah, GA 31401

Cherese T. Handy, Esq.
1011 Bay Street, Suite 2B
Beaufort, SC 29902

P.O. Box 6503

Beaufort, SC 29903

RE: Reid v Henderson
2020 -CP- 07-01507

Dear Attorney Handy,

I don’t agree with the Judge being Judge Marvin H. Dukes lll. The reasoning is due to this
may be a bias session in the courts. | previously was in motion in the courts before Judge Dukes
in May 2018 where we discussed Case No. 2017-CP-07-00413 for Regions Bank dba Regions
Mortgage with Willis H Floyd and during that time there was a conflict of interest where he put
the process of this case to approve the deed that shouldn’t have not been approved. In addition
to this, in the year of 2006, Judge Ellis Drew completed this case to a conflict of interest. This is
where | believe there would a conflict. All of this has been filed in court.

There was also a mediation that happened in February, but nothing happened after
that. This mediation was supposed to decide about this matter, why do we have to go before

Judge Duke when there was supposed to be a mediation on this case.

I am defending my rights and | would like Justice.

Carrie Gaston Henderson

123



Sk of Sotyloition | Tz T et of o

Gty o St | s Cot Mo
 nid Gk /ngm b 20360757 bis7
e Noa Ly

A }/5@5 s , . ' o -
2/;;234/ ‘(”/M4 '%(‘”4” “ _Ss;—-;.-——f,

’d Dttt =

o Heme /é'.”q;z,;: %

ay HAY 42&}3 ,.7;;,/;/ :/f,z;/&é?'ég«/fﬁ '/;ﬁce/ A3
a/fg,iqg,/ _ 4@62 GsHonr ﬁé/ Cesuy {g/th‘/
Hek Bpbitt Somg Scoda ,(,444,,7 Lews'sEbee
_. af/ A/&,ﬁ%,ee And L5y e Sur %7
S ov As 4 s oexs, Ao wef o, Ak 65/4750’/ '
' LZz’a?a' s Ueew, /Z:/w /r?d/% Lowers T foex
7o SAp Uit Ferr» Ths Cose 2007 Siamse.
He #/as ﬁ*"/ff’/ &7/ "2 f"f/z '%ﬂ'/&‘g CLELY
404”/‘7;,;: /é/ﬂ/, e e/ ’%?//Mm
ack & Diee /49«:%5 Ay d S 2 ::rz::
(Os M//gj,;,{ 4 ‘74/ r~ 2004

124




&) Lot H hisina) i urss o P87 5 &
Ay Lodls F e Byt S, 0 K ted
.«, (C;;é;”?g /. { o0t A /zé’/rﬁ’ﬂ&‘*é:g;yéc/ 7% Rexis
D8 i B ) . S ot/ Mt Syt Ao)
Tlawxs x{/ Haye %é’,,?d/é:ggf 55/97)} W{%&#
(st Jo dbesery dl # by Low's Lhee oo
A Kl Loy H foiged e hed See lops [flnes
@rx?&fév éé/vaéésm/ Mfd}é ¢ ﬁm@/fc;?cwé -4 /274&07
Pttty Loass Lice g Wos Coflid of oecst
7%/:/ gaag;};z s oo Bpoh'os Aihioney Lowes
VE oo Sy Qrxnf Fvr) [Fise gilt) ok
it ples Ve 2 75/%@ /:%/ éved pli/é?
4{#&, Koo?) %&70%/ &%Z‘; M &@é 745 /o
Heizs, M 206, e S oked. 887 ,%
| éﬂm 6?&5&}46 Al Q@/JA’&V{(/ 01 [ lfoese %ﬂ/ _
éﬁ/?“" ‘77)72 a/?f/ 44/4-/6 é’@ Ad )?/? /%VM%
ﬂﬁzwy [Houges, Fpns (o Af Z Hese (% s
e {?9/ v, Lows ot /W‘?‘”ﬁ .
P26p40¢ " K fﬂyg}@ 173 Aes 3/ S Befen's s
W 5C feres -5 W s %,/,60//@/6% Henes

7/

Ao theman Coston Hoies. Mowe 2 Jego/ 2 Sge
phef o Coputs Lugbsed - I2EC




o
@ ‘7‘%4%,4&45 bdgﬂé [k 4%4::(%
?é//‘?l/f M’#g o C/d W%Sjujﬁe’

Heed, ﬁaﬁ{?é ube n/as éf’ cee A fu/

/44!0/ 1'4/5 j; dfé %‘(SF A/_g 5/3.{%'0?-/4/
%L} Jutv:aj %e J{/A,“:S // Jpé/

“s "E )‘(“t’/ M@w ZL;{,S |

BNQQ Zé/fé% /@d4/"-‘/¢'
“)‘Z ")ﬂf/ﬁﬁbﬁw

St odhen St £ 4% A Spauree.
@uﬂ# #e Hepere 4 A D % ,4{/4&4,(3 /
G%S-/w R, 4‘%@# Wity 1,5 746
G-fse.,c;.f/!zvy Gexs € ‘rw.sfén/zfé@z/g,ewﬂ 4
thies 4 Ce. //’4,,4,/&,,7 Ao omr
gw/v‘/f, 54 ”7 9/5£7W/,37MO/

. e ewe 2 7m-:/ .;é P4 See.- 1#4&%7
Qus &C/C w;(é,zé M@,@y \OMS-— wins (ta'/ Crz?.w"w

126




o ‘/z&‘%;’?/% ;4/&3'5 £ /W
C‘a,u’_/ &é{/ g 7€ da,éfz LLL

j 4 /Aym &%é 7";'/7/
Aty G

| ,A//'f /74/('3«;7574'/ ,/A‘,é’/

| Z/—/’,//f@’/ /é Dy f

tecnn K&l é o Z#Mfff/@i@/




i COMCL[S fﬁoN .

%g fzq 4,254/%4(3”74;4 oj()/qwss
Stote; Hot Mibsd e, 8% onged
o % Gyed
f L Libeagy Do Z"%“{, WA et
Oofq& Vﬂ"&‘& %ij LAU, ﬁ%{. /74 %@an% i
s ;A:Z ”izf» &Z /4%5}/7{4”{ /@%ﬁ/wx/
nder R (etatmend dud Fpws | Dot
0/ %Zgﬁ(/, i{ja A;Z% //ﬁ’}fét/ "éié{//ﬁf

Lokl fitd & //%éiys/ i ﬁ/{e%m 2

-~

Tt Coddeee Wete Dpined 4o S5 i

- /%evé /4 ,44« féz/- Lessse |
K us (et ) 308 (/B8) 7
Thic lowid Mas Qo & 7y Tl
Cece‘/ 0054407«,/ Lo, Snraf 674-5744( }%W?!M
he 047»? Hiin J/ ﬁcf/ (Fpefons e, T

gﬁ& (;zs, S,f N ¢ (o
M My F025T Cosie ol

T T S @75&5’ Gopstone 7% ”/é"f@f
T s P ) oo




- ()tb’/adﬁﬁd 'w&9~(3&507
/%/‘/ /4(7

Og: Chau by AN o
U makef . Mfﬁ'/”?éﬂ-l‘/.




N

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

S

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CASE NO.: 2006-CP-07-2433
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON )
AND CATHERINE GASTON )
)
PlaintifTs, )
)
~Versus- ) ORDER
)
DORIS GREEN, WILLLS FLOYD )]
AND JOE LOUIS GREEN, IR, )
)
Defendants. )

This marter comes before me upon Moticn made by Louis {: Dore; atorney for the

defendants. Doris Green and Joe Lovis Green, Jr., for an Order to be relieved as counset. Proper

" and Limely notice of hearing was given to all parties. The matier was heard before me on

Tuesday, May 8. 2607, ar 2:00 p.m. Present at the hearing were Lonis O. Dore and the plaintiffs.
- Carrie (aston chdersim and Catherine Guaston, appearing Pro Se. 1t eppears that the

defendants, Doris Green and Joe Louis Green no longer msh 10 bc represemcd by Louis O. Dore.

‘t further appears that the Mofgn was filed at the behest of the Defendants. The Plaintiffs had no

objection and it appears that for good cause shown, Louis O. Dore should be relieved as counsel

for the defendants, Doris Green and Joe Louis Greemn

4

it is, therefore, Ordered thar Louis O. Dore is bereby relieved as counsel in the above
entitied cause, The Defendants, Dorisi Greeni and Joe Louis Green shall have thirty (30) days to

obtain new counsel. If they do not ob1ain new counse! within 30 days they are deemed to have

waived their right to counsel.
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AND [T iS SO ORDERED.

Beaufort, South Carolina

May _ﬁ 2007
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HONORABWE ELLIS DREW. JUDGE
FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL
CIRCUIT
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,’/ BEAUFORT COUNTY SC - ROD
é BX 070 PGS 0400-{M0D

\J
FILE NUM 2006001405

PN
‘ \\IR d 7. 01/0872005 004813 AM

: RECD BY B RING RCFTIF 200407
RECORDING FEES $0.00

Counly Tax 242.00
Sinte Tax 572.00 Mo&m

BEALFGRT COUNTY AUQITOR

STATE OF SOUTH CARDLINA )
- }  TITLE TOREAL ESTATE
COLUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT CAROLYN TRIMBLE AND
ANTHONY KEITH MURRELL GREEN in the State aforesaid for end in considerstion of the
sur of TWO HUNDRED TWENTY THOUSAND AND NOY100 {$220,000.00) DOLILARS, 10
vs in hand peid at and bei’ou the sealing of these presents by CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE
MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUM AS TENANTS IN COMMON i the Stale
aforesaid, for which the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, have granted, bargained, sold
and relcased and by these presents do gram, bargain, sel] and release unto the said
CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUM AS
TENANTS IN COMMON, the following described property, to-wit:

“SEE ATTACHMENT'

TOGETHER with all and singuler, the Rights, Members, Heredilarnents and
Appurienances to the said Premises belonging, or in anywisc incident or eppertaining.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular, the seid Premises before mentioned unto
the said CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUM
AS TENANTS IN COMMON , their successors and assigns forever.

AND we do hereby bind ourselves and our heirg, exceutors, seccessors and assigns, to
wamant and forever defend, all and singular, the seid premises unio the said CUNNINGHAM
REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUM AS TENANTS IN

AR AR P EBLN R R BN emence
BRI fip 3WRp~ Fire NG Wk
RB0O0 010 000 0118 0000 00
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COMMON to warrant and defend, ali and singular, the said premises umto the sxid
CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUM AS
TENANTS IN COMMON against ua and our heirs, successors and essigna and all persons .
whomsoever lnwfully claiming or o claim the same ot ey part thereof.

Wl'l'NBSSouharﬂs and seals &ﬁaiﬁ_%d’wmemofour
Lard two thousand four (2004) and in the two Iundred snd twenty-cighth year of the
Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED
"IN THE PRESENCE OF:

eignaturelof Int witnsss

NDIWWOD - 1HO4NY3E - WY 8LLL S0 4dy £20Z - Q314 ATIVDINCHL03 T3

£0510L093020Z#3SYD - SV3Id
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
: ) PROBATE
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

PERSONALLY eppeared before me the undersigned witness and mado oath that a/he saw
the within named Carolyn Trimble and Anihony Keith Murrell Green sign, scsl and as their ects
and deeds, deliver the within writien Denad, and that s’he with the olher witnessed the execution
thereof. -

SWORN to before me this vk
day of AKM}U‘— , 2004

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: /o /
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ATTACHMENT

ALL that certain picce, parcel ot lot of land situate, lying and being in Beanfort County, State of
South Caroling, and s ehown and designated on that certain plat prepared for Doris and Alex
Groen by Gasque and Associales, Inc., dated February 9, 1995, and revised on May 9, 2000 end
December 17, 2004, and is shown on said plat as being the property of “Harold Green™,
containing 22 acres, For a more complete and accurate description &a to the metes, bounds,
courses and distances ufermcemybem{said plat, which is recorded in the office of the
RMC fix Besufort County at Plat Book Pesel‘l&

This is the same parce] of land which was the subject of an Order signed by Thomas Kemmerlin,
Ir. as Master In Equity for Beaufort County, datéd February 20, 1998, at Judgment Roll 89191,
and was conveyed Lo the Grantors herein by Comective Limited Warranty Deeds of Thomas
Kemmerlin, Jr., Master In Equity on May 9, 2002, Said dead is recorded in the office of the
RMC for Beaufom County at Deed Boak 1579, Page 1037,

Reference; District 600, Map 10, Parcel 115.

This Deed prepared by Louis O. Dore of Dore Law Firm, P.A., 133 Sea Ikland Parkway, Lady's
Island, SC 29%07.

Grantees’ mailing addrese: 4201 Sandy Lake Drive
Lithonia, GA 30038

Book2079/Page469 136
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DoRe Law FirM, PA.
ATTOANEYS AT LAY
133 SEa ISLANO PARKWAY
1ouis O. Dere POST OFFICE BOX 2478
BEAUFQRT, SOUTH CARDLINA 23201:2478

Cheryl V. Doe
Anthony Q. Dore

October 7, 2002

Kenneth A. Richstad, Clerk

The South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 26141

RE:  Pemy, Alice v. Heirs of Charles Gadsden

Dear Mr. Richstad:

TELePeINT 1 BEAD SE2.901¢
Fia 1223 DZz-25052
CORELAWFIPM@UETAFORMIYETENRS. CO

In response to your letter of October 1, 2002, the following are the clients whom [ represent in

the above appeal:

Lisa Roacher, Linda Mason, Herbert Mason and Herman Gaston

Doris (Gaston Green, individually and also as successor in interest to Alice Perry

Robert James Ekhard(, 111, successor in interest to Emily Miichell
Carolyn Tremble, successor in interest to Eliza Gaston Tremble

Very Iruly yours,

~

LOD/mem

cc: Mary P. Miles, Esquire '/
Thomas A. Holloway, Esquire
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RECORDED
2046 Apr -25 10.06 AM

The Law Qffice of Dean B, Bell

1 Corpus Christia :
Bullding 105 Exacutive Center . . -,  DEAUFORT COUNTY AUDITOR BX 3476 Pas 3028~
Hilton Head island, SC 20928 =~ -3%* FILE 1 2014019158

D4/19/2016 11340046 A

RECORDING FEES $10.00
County Tax $200.73

! Prepared by: . State Tox 474,50
Everzola Law Firrn, PC
1509 King St _
Beaufort, SC 29502 _ ERRPGT Tom AL R hi¥erence
R T T T 3
DMP: RS00-010-000-0115-0000 e

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. )
Yy TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, tuwt CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE

MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUN fir and in consideration of the sum of ONE HUNDRED
’ »

EIGHTY-TWO THEOUSAND FTVE HUNDRED AND 007100 ($182,500.00) DOLLARS to them in hand

paid &t end before the sealing of these presents by JAMES REID AND EARANIA REID, 171 Sutito

Parkway, Blufflon, SC 29910, in the state aforesaid, the receipt of which is hereby scknowledged, have

mﬁMWWmMMWMmﬂ&mmmlmmmwﬂ

JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID, as joint tenants with rights of survivorship and pot &2 renants in

comman, their hairs and assigns farever, in fee simpla, the following descyibed real property, 0 wit-

ALL that cartain plece, parce] or lot of land situats, lying and being m Beaufort County, State
of South Caroling, and containing 22,961 acres, more or less, and being shown and designated
mﬂmmpmmnmejmmmommommmmm
MOIlimmhmfmlmwmmmmmw
Real Estate by Zyad A. Khalil, RLS, dated July 15, 2010 and recorded with the Register of
Deeds Office for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Piat Book 131 at Page 10. For a more
mplaedmﬁpﬁmasmmmdbound&mmddmm,mfmmbemdem

the aforementioned plat of record.

=eper i

2079 i Page

Eversole Law Firm, PC, 2
o2 without the

REC'D BY sherreliv RLPTE ¥
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RECORDED
2016 Apr -25 10.:08 AM

The Law Offics of Dean B. Befl __ﬁ;bw il .. H
orpus Christie : & '
Bullding 105 Exeoutive Center - L RN COUNTY AUDITOR BK 3476 Pas 3028-

Hilton Kead {siand, SC 29928

Prepared by:

Eversole Law Firm, PC
1509 King St.
Beaufon, SC 29902

DMP: R&00-010-000-0115-0000

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, tha

MANAGEMENT, INC. AND LEON GOODRUN for and in consideration of the sum of ONE HUNDRED
EIGHTY-TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED AND 04/100 ($182,500.00) DOLLARS to them in hand
paid at and before the sealing of these presents by JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID, 171 Saation
Parkway, Blufton, SC 29910, in the stair aforesaid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, have
granted, bargained, sokd ﬁdmmmwmmmdombmnumm“m the said
JAMES REID AND SARANIA REID, 25 joiat teasnts with rights of survivorship and ot 45 tenanls in
camunon, their heirs and assigns forever, in fee simple, lhe fvliowing described real property, 1o wit:

ALL that certain piehe, parcel or ot of Land situste, Jying and being in Beaufort Couaty, State

of South Carolina, and containing 22.961 acres, more of less, and being shown and designated
on that certain plat entitled Propenty Line Adjustment R600 009 000 0112 0000 and R&600 009 -

FILE WUM 2018019156
04719720184 11140844 AN
REC'D BY sherrelly RCPT#H 20
RECORDING FEES $10.00
Counts Tax $200.7%

Stete Tax $474.90

ADD DMP 16 055045 AM
BEAVFORT C TAX MAP REFERENCE

B R B Carce Bok Wik
RO 500 0115 000D 00

TITLE TO REAL ESTATE

CUNNINGHAM REAL ESTATE

7051020402024 FSYD - SV 1d NOWWOD - THOSNYIE - Wd 2524 22 1M 0202 -4 ¥114 ATIVIINOYLO313

000 0115 6000 prepared for Beaufort Jasper Comprehensive Health Services and Cunningham
Real Estue by Zyad A. Khalil, RLS, dated July 15, 2019 and recorded with the Register of
Deads Office for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Plal Book 131 at Page 10. For a moce
complete description as to metes and bounds, cousses and distances, reference may be made to

the aforementioned plat of record.
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YILXE HUM 2002001044
RKECORDING 10,00

RROORDED BHY B BING RCPTF 29905
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STATE OF SOUTH CﬁROLINA ) m_ C_’l 0772002 D1:59:53% P
}  LIMITED WARRANTY DEED s aen 20 03-44 P
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) -
v BEAUFORT COUNTY AURTOR

The maiter of Alice G.G. Perry, et gl, plaintiffs versus the Heirs at Lat and Distributees of
Charles Gadsden, et al, defendents {(Case No. $0~CP-07-310) came before me by way of Motion
to Enforce Judgemenl, and for other relief. The matter was heard and 2 final Order was signed
on October 15, 2001. The Order rellected the terms of a voluntary settlement agreement which

was reached by the Parties. Thereafier, another Motion to Enforce Jndgement was filed and
heard on December 18, 2001, and a Supplemental Order signed.

NOW KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT I, .THOMAS KEMMERLIN,
IR., in the State aforesaid, for and in cansideration of the mutual covenants and agreements
contsined in the above recited Order of Settlement (Case No, 90-CP-07-310) do hereby grant

and convey to WILLES FLOYD, bis heirs and assigns forever:

ALL that cerfain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being in
Beaufort County, State of South Carolina, contalriing fty-six (56) acres,
and (s deslgnated as “Parcel A™ on that certain plat prepared by

David Gasque, RL.S., dated February 9, 1995, aud the most recent revision
August 9, 2001, a copy of which Is recorded In the office of the RMC for
Beaufort County rt Plat Book _§Y ,Page 43 ,and at Judgement
Roil No. §9191, For a more complete and accurate description as to the
metes, bounds, courses and distances, reference may be had to said plat.

This being a portion of the same property which was the subject of this
Court’s Ovder dated February 20, 1998 at Judgment Roll No. 89191,

All transfers and Qeeds recorded subsequent to this Court’s Order at
Judgment Rolt No. 89191 are invalid and are superceded by this Deed, and
other deeds in cennection with same property slgned and executed by

me this day. District 600, Map 9, Parcel 33.

This Deed propared b#%m.&, 133 Sea Island Parkway,
Lady’s Isiangd, South Carolina 2.

TOGETHER with all and singuler, the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and

ADC DIUP Rocofd MBGZMWSPM
BE T lmp T Smp Pwcal  Block  Wedk
RE00 000 000 0113 0000 00

BEAUFORT COUNTY TAX

Appurtenances to the said Premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all end singular, the said Premises before mentioned unto

the said WILLIS FLOYD, his heirs and assigns forever. GRANTEE'S ADDRESS: 5414 St. Barmard Cirels
R Las Vesga, N¥ 89131=-

J& \ : 0000

Il

- . 142 HeBf T

S AR




4 | D 30- 4f. 0701587

August 7, 2022
_ Carrie Gaston Henderson
) 316 East 35 Street
Savannah, GA 31401
Cherese T. Handy, Esq.
1011 Bay Stregt, Suite 2B
Beaufon, SC 29902
P.0O. Box 6503
Beaufort, ST 29903
RE: Reid v Henderson , ' ’

2020 -CP- 07-01507
Dear Attermey Handy, - !

! don't agree with the Judge being Judge Marvin H. Dukes IIl. The reasoning is due to this
may be 2 bias session in the courts. | previously was in motion in the courts before Judge Dukes
In May 2018 where we discussed Case No. 2017-CP-07-00413 for Reglons Bank dba Regions
Mortgage with Willis H Floyd and during that time there was a conflict of interest where he put
the process of this case to spprove the deed that shouldr’t have not been approved. In addition
to this, In the year of 2006, Judge Ellis Drew completed this case to a conflict of interast. This is
where | believe there would a conflict. All of this has been filed in court.

There was aiso a mediation that happened in February, burt nothing happened after
that. This mediation was supposed to decide about this matter, why do we have to go before
Judge Duke when there was suppased to be a2 mediation on this case.

1 am defending my gights and | would Jike justice.

£0510.0dD0Z0ZHISYD - SV 1d NOWWOD - LYOANVIE - WV Li0L 80 BNy 2202 - 037114 ATIVOINONLOTTT

, gy,
oot fiir

Carrie Gaston Henderson
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316 East 35% Street

Savammah, GA 31401

September 24, 2022
Carrie Gaston Hepderson
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State of South Carolina
James Reid and Sarania Reid

County of Beaufort
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September 24, 2022

Carrie Gasion Henderson
316 East 35™ Street
Savannab, GA 31401
Stete of South Carolina
County of Beauforl
James Reid and Sarania Reid

RE: Reid v Hendersan
2020 -CP- 07-01507

To Lhe Court,

] amn engwering Altorney Cherese T Handy motion of September 16, 2022, asking the
court for judgement. There is conflict of interest, fraudulent, mistnterpretations, frame and cover
up within this case where Jaraes Reid and Sarania Reid who are part of the 1981 Quiet Title
Action end the 1991 Lawsuit. Atiorney Louis O. Dare was the attorney who cleared up the 1981
Salisfied Mortgage for Ceeil Gaston from Attorney Gary Brown who morigage the land for Cecil
Gaston Brother, Herman Gaston twice.

In the year of 2000 2001, he started make deeds for the emire 112 acres of land for
Herman Gaston and Carrie Gaston heirs. 1 was left oul of (he deed, then he became the attomey
for Herman Gaston beirs and found Cunningham Reai Estate Management Inc. and Leon
Goodrum to sell the land for Herman and Cerric Gaston heits. Atlomney Louis O. Dore took his
case to the South Carolina Court of Appesl for Hetman Gaslon heirs in the year of 2002.

My mother told me'to put my mobile home on this land in the year of 1995. She died in
the year of 2010 and lefi her estate, where I probate her estate in 2011. Atiorney Louis O. Dore
angd additiona! atiorneys wilhin this case planted this and my land was slolen from me, and 1 am
asking the Court of Judgeme to be in my favor with this case and this matier.
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If the appeal court knew about the above information about conflict of interest would the
court’s decision contradict to what the past decisions were made? I have mentioned a couple of
attorneys who were involved in this case and believe are a conflict of interest, but here are more
that are also:

¢ Anomey Damell Johnson
Atamey Louis O. Dore
- Attorney Scot! Graber
Attorney Gary Brown
Atlorney Thayer Rivers
¢ Attomey Thomas Mikell ,
o Cecil Gaston first ettorey, which he was dereliction of duty

All accusations that 1 have claimed has already been presented o the court and there is a paper
trail of all the ettorneys mentioned above, Please refer to the court history and evidence for any
additional information needed and/or questians about this case. 1 also do not claim be an

attorney bul f am here fighting for my fend and my rights.
. , . -
o

arrie Gaston Henderson

20510.0d40020Z#3SW0 - S?'Id NOWWOD - LHO4NY3\ - WY 8€11) 92 988 7Z0Z - 3714 ATIVDINOYLDITD
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Title fights are not that |
uncommon in Lowcountry /

BEAUFCRT: Arguments usually settled prior to
evictions. according 1o lawyers.
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Eviction spar <S stanc

oY TYRONE WALKER
Packat staff wiites

ORATIE — A 103ear family fewl over
:and ended peacefufly Wedneslay morm-
ing wher a weman believed 1pgbe armed
with an ualoaded pisto suvendered 1o
Reaufort Covnty sherff’s depules.

Afiet 2 S “leam surroupded. ber

mobile homme, Carrie GasionHenderson,

82. of 58 Gaston Planiation was arresied
and charged with registing or opposing
civil service — 3 misdemeanor — shardy
aﬂermmp]yingmthherdﬂnmdtotﬂk
o news media

Gastvn-Henderson was one of aboul.

35 relatives in eight homes across 8
1itecre plot who were evicted by a
Beanfort County judge. Her relatives
vecatad the property without a fuss
Wednesday, but Gaston-Henderson stood
her groouwl

Sirting in & dwir ousside- of hur single-

1
“IfI'mtnmthmc.l'mmmprqted
myself,” slwsalddehnﬂyndtemsed
her fist in the air, “If they want to
to jail; thea take me to jail.” H
She was Ister released on aslmtmper-
sonal recognizance bead. .
Gastor-Henderson's decision 15 resist
ection sions rotn a avil - suit Gied a
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE 14™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2020-CP-07-01507

JAMES REID & SARANIA REID,

Plaintiff(s), PETITION FOR WRIT OF EVICTION

Vs.
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

TO: THE DEFENDANT pro se

COME NOW the Plaintiffs, by and through the undersigned, and respectfully requesting
the issuance of a Writ of Eviction pursuant to the Order of the Court issued on May 31, 2023—
said Order be attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated by reference. And Plaintiffs would
show unto this Honorable Court as follows:

WHEREAS the Plaintiffs are the record owners of a certain parcel of real property located
in Beaufort County (the Property);

WHEREAS the Defendant is owner of a mobile home that is located upon the Property;

WHEREAS in June 2020 the Plaintiffs brought suit against Defendant;

WHEREAS on May 31, 2023, this Court issued and Order directing the following:

1. That within sixty (60) days, the Defendant was ordered and directed to remove mobile
home;

2. Thatif Defendant failed to remove mobile home within sixty (60) days, Defendant shall
be assessed a storage fee of $25.00 per day; and

3. That if the mobile home remained on the Property after ninety (90) days, that “a Writ
of Ejectment shall be issued without for further delay for the Sheriff . . . remove the

mobile home and its contents.”

4. That the Court shall have continuing jurisdiction in this matter for the enforcement of
the Order.

WHEREAS, Defendant issue filed a motion to reconsider which the Court denied on July

149

L0ST0.0dD020Z#3SVD - SYI1d NOWWOD - 1HO4NV34 - Nd 6T:2T 0€ 1AV +20Z - a3114 ATIVOINOY LD 13



27,2023;

WHEREAS Defendant filed notice of appeal on September 22, 2023, HOWEVER,
Defendant has not requested the Order be stayed;

WHEREAS as of the date of filing this Petition, the mobile home has not been removed (see
Exhibit 2 — Affidavit of James Reid).

THEREFORE, and because more than ninety (90) days have passed since the Courts Order,
and for the reasons stated below, Plaintiffs are entitled to the issuance of Writ of Ejectment.

ARGUMENT AND LAW

Here the Court’s Order became final on July 27, 2023, when the Court denied Defendant’s
motion to reconsider. The sixty (60) day deadline provided in the Court’s order expired on
September 25, 2023, and the ninety (90) day deadline expired on October 25, 2023. Defendant’s
filing a notice of appeal does not stay the enforceability of this Court’s Order. Pursuant to S.C. Code
Ann. § 18-9-170: “If the judgment appealed from direct(s) the sale or delivery of possession of
real property, the execution of the judgment shall not be stayed unless a written undertaking be
executed on the part of the appellant.” (emphasis added). See also Rule 241, SCACR (explain that
neither “Judgments directing the [ ] delivery of possession of real property” nor “Ejectment orders”
are stayed by the filing of an appeal.); accord Rule 70, SCRCP (“If a judgment directs a party to . .
. perform any [] specific act, and the party fails to comply within the time specified, the Court may
direct the act be done at the cost of the disobedient party.”

Therefore, because Defendant failed to remove the mobile home prior to October 25, 2023,
the Plaintiffs are entitled to a writ of eviction directing the Sheriff to remove the mobile home and
its contents. Said writ shall direct that Defendant pay, directly to the Sheriff, all costs associated
with such remove.

Further, because Defendant failed to remove the mobile home pursuant to the terms of the
Order, Plaintiff is entitled to judgment against Defendant for $25.00 per day from September 25,

2023, until the date on which the Sheriff completes the removal of the mobile home, together with
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the costs, including additional legal costs and fees. This amount to be demonstrated to the Court
after the Sheriff completes the removal of the mobile home.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the Court should issue a Writ of Ejectment directing the

Beaufort County Sheriff to remove and dispose of the mobile home and its contents.

Respectfully submitted,

THURMOND KIRCHNER & TIMBES

/s/ Thomas J. Rode

Thomas J. Rode

South Carolina Bar No. 77480 15
Middle Atlantic Wharf
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
Phone: 843-937-8000

Fax: 843-937-4200

Email: thomas@tktlawyers.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

April 25, 2024
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOR THE 14" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2020-CP-07-01507

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
JAMES REID & SARANIA REID,

Plaintiff{(s), Proof of Service

VS.

CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON,

N i S N S W W N g

Defendant.

I certify that on the date stated below, I served the enclosed document on the following
party via US Mail at the address stated:

Carrie G. Henderson pro se
316 East 35" St.
Savannah GA 31401

This 30 day of AV N| ,2024.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE 14™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2020-CP-07-01507

JAMES REID & SARANIA REID,

Plaintiff(s), AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES REID

Vs.
CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

COMES NOW the affiant, JAMES REID, who being duly sworn and under pain of perjury,
states and testifying as follows:

1. I am over the age of eighteen and competent to make this affidavit.

2. I understand this affidavit will be filed with the Court in connection with the above
captioned action in support of a Petition for Writ of Eviction, and unless stated otherwise this
affidavit is based upon my own personal knowledge.

3. I am the owner of the Property described in the Petition for Writ of Eviction filed in

this matter.

4. That the Defendant has failed to remove the subject mobile home from my Property.

5. On April 16, 2024, T took the below photograph of the subject mobile home located

on my Property.
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1 |{State of South Carolina, oox ®
Mmoo
5 County of Beaufort 8_%?; )
; IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS B<E
wp £
as W
4 ¢
5 11 JAMES REID AND SARA REID, Civil Action No: 2020_CP_07_01507
6 Plaintiff,
" Hes CONFLICT OF INTEREST,
8 ’ FRAUDULENCE,
. CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON, ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF EVIDENCE
Defendant
10
Pro
11
" To the court on March 16, 2022, there was a mediation that took place at Attorney|
43 || Thomas Halloway Law Firm Office. I did not leave any Documentation for Proof of Evidence
14 || behind to support my claims against the plaintiffs. I have plenty of documentation to show
15 support and the claims against the plaintiffs. This documentation represents the conflict of
16
interest, fraudulence, and the un-acknowledgment of evidence. I am also a legal heir and the
17
8 courts left me out when discussing this matter. There are documents of this matter available to
19 |{show evidence and will be attached for vour visibility.
20 Dated this 28 of March 2022
21 “ .
22 B
Attorney Name
23
24
25
26
27
28

CONFLICT OF INTEREST, FRAUDULENCE, ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF EVIDENCE - |
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eﬁate of Smith Qlarxilina, ' 2321
o
\

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

THIS DERD IS BEING RE-RECORDED TO REFLECT THE RECORDING INFORMATION
FOR PLAT.

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT

WE, HAROLD ANDREW GREEN, ANTHONY KEITH MURREL GREEN,
CAROLYN TRIMBLE AND ROBERT JAMES ERKHART, .m:’

in the State aforesaid for and in consideration of the sum of

ONE AND NO/100 ($1.00) AND LOVE AND AFFECTION------

DOLLARS,
JOE LOUIS GREEN, JR.

to Y8 __  inhand paid at and before the sealing of these presents by

c¢/o Buck Island Road, Box 188, Bluffton, SC 29910

for which
in the State aforesaid ° e the receipt whereof is hereby

acknowledged, have granted, bargained. sold and released, and by these Presents do grant, bargain, sell and

release unto the said JOE LOUIS GREEN, JR., his heirs and assigns forever:

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, .lying and
being in Beaufort County, State of South Carolina, containing 14.01
acres, more or less, and is more particularly shown on that certain

plat prepared by David Gasque, R.L.S., for Doris and Alex Green, and
revised on May 9, 2000, and is shown as being the property of
Barbara Ann Gaston, and is bounded on the North by property now or
formexrly of Hazel Point Partnership; on the East by property shown

on said plat as owned by Doris Green; on the South by Willis Floyd;

and on the West by Hazel Point Partnership. For a more complete and
accurate description as to the metes, bounds, courses and distances,
reference may be had to said plat recorded in the office of the RMC

for Beaufort Count% at Plat Book 75, Page 90.

REFERENCE: JUDGEMENT ROLL #891%91, Portion of Dist. 600, Map 9, Parcel 33.
Prepared by Louis 0. Dore, P.A., 133 Sea Island Parkway, Lady's Island, SC.

e

i

X Repoo-9-111-¢ "\

A e et e
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RERE T

TOGETHER with all and singular, the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and Appurtenances to the said
Premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, ol and singular, the said Prem

JOE LOUIS GREEN, his

ises-before-mentioned unto the said

Heirs and Assigns forever.
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+ 2389
CAND__we —do berebydind___ourseives and our Heirs,

Executors and Administrators. to warrant and forever defend. all and singular. the said Premises unto the said
JOE LOUIS GREEN, his 21423

Heirs and Assigns. against____ US __ and our L2 Heirs. and all persons whomso-

ever N lawfully claiming. or to o?ai.m the same or amy part thereof.
\\'lszss_onL"Hanwd Seal . this i AACLGR of

in the vear of our Lord mmeumaux 2000 and in the two hundred and

vear of the Sovereignty and Independence of the U nited States of America.
SIGNED. SEALED AND DELIVERED

N THE PRESENCE OF
-jgu é . A/I,C(-ﬂ"l
w@gsz'ﬂ 2 /~~

WITNESS #2

The Btate af Braindarsii

—Z«_&zyr__cm.
LS c
PERSONALLY appeared before me .i__h"’ lcﬂ_A»M C""l
PRINT N OF WITNESS #1 J

and made cath that____s/he ... the within named .

Keith Murrel Green, Carclyn Trimble and Robert James Erkhart, @.
sign, seal. and as their act and deed. deliver the within written Deed,

andthats/be_ _  wih Imf.&%_ﬁzi
PRINT NAME OF WITNESS §2

SWORN to before me, this —L_
day of Loy 2 A.D. 1924

%4_ ZL% A (SEAL) M (Z'ﬁ

Notary Public of énghCrnitne Ma. WITNESE] #1 U

My Commission Expires:

witnessed the execution thereof.
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N L QLRI I T T

VAR . 27701619 PG 1882
,{_D . - 3.sE NUM 2002054201
) RECOBDING FEEI 10.G3
' county Tax 93.00
Cjn"'g‘é State Tax 234.0G

BEC'D EY 5 SMITE FCETY 65070
) TITLE TOREAL ESTATE, 15,3502 L2i4%:0% M ¢

g STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
/77 COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT I, DORIS GREEN, in the State

aforesaid for and in consideration of the sum of NINETY THOUSAND AND NO/100

($90,000.00) DOLLAR to me in hand paid at and before the sealing of these presents b)"
MATTIE LEE GASTON, 542 East Duffy Street, Savannah, Ga. 3 1401, in the Sate aforesaid for
which the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, have granted, bargained, sold and released
and by these Presents do grant, bargain, sell and release unto the said MATTIE LEE GASTON
her heirs and assigns forever, all my right, title and interest in and to the following described real
estate, td-;&'it:

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land with improvements thereon,

situate, lying and being in Beaufort County, State of South Carolina,

consisting of 3.00 acres, and is more particularly shown and described as

Parcel “B” on that certain plat which was prepared for Mattie Lee Gaston,

a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof. For a mare complete
and accurate description as to the metes, bounds, courses and distances, reference
may be had to said plat.

This is a portion of the same property which was conveyed to the Grantor
herein by deed of Thomas Kemmerlin, Jr., Master In Equity for Beaufort
County on December 28, 2001, and recorded in the office of the RMC for
Beaufort County at Deed Book 1520, Page 158. District 600, Map 9,
Parcel 33 (Portion),

This Deed prepared by Dore Law Firm, P.A., 133 Sea Island Parkway, Lady’s
Island, S.C. 29902, =Tt

TOGETHER with al] and singular, the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and
Appurtenances fo the said Premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular, the said Premises before mentioned unto

PLAINTIFF
EXHIBI

| :
160 2 2




) PROBATE
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness and made oath that s’he saw
the within named Robert James Erkhart, III sign, seal and as his act and deed, deliver the within
written Deed, and that s/he with the other witnessed the execution thereof.

Tsrce 3y

signature df Ist witness

SWORN to before me this JozA
day of At[lﬂb‘-’)«b‘/ , 2004

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
MY @OMMISSION EXPIRES: /22//, /(2

Book2079/Page464 161




ATTACHMENT

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being in Beaufort County, State of
South Carolina, and is shown and designated on that certain plat as being for Doris Green and
Alex Green by Gasque and Associates, Inc., dated February 9, 1995, and revised on May 9, 2000
and December 17, 2004. Said property is shown on said plat as being the property of “Donis
Green”, containing 11 acres. For a more complete and accurate description as to the metes,
bounds, courses and distances, reference may be had to said plat, a copy of which is recorded in
the office of the RMC for Beaufort County at Plat Book { () , Page

This parcel of land was the subject of an Order signed by Thomas Kemmerlin, Jr., as Master In
Equity for Beaufort County, dated February 20, 1998, at Judgment Roll No. 89191, and was
conveyed to the Grantor herein by Corrective Limited Warranty Deed of Thomas Kemmerlin,
Jr., Master In Equity for Beaufort County. Said deed being recorded in the office of the RMC
for Beaufort County at Deed Book 1579, Page 1039.

Reference: District 600, Map 9, Parcel 112.

This Deed prepared by Louis O. Dore of Dore Law Firm, P.A., 133 Sea Island Parkway, Lady’s
Island, SC 29907.

Grantees' malling address: 4201 Sandy Lake Drive
Lichonia, GA 30038
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GIANT PHARMACY #1247  Fax:301-333-81%0

Dec 12 01

ITEMIZATION OF EXPENSES
AICE G.G. PERRY, ET AL vs. HEIRS OF CHARLES GADSDEN
Period - February 2000 thru Scptember 24, 2001

Long Distance Telephone Calls To:

24,
25.

— o D GO =] OV LA & W -
BREBERIRGEEREgOR oM AT

Herman Gaston, Washington, D.C.
Leon Goodrumn, Atanta, Ga.
Herman Cunnisgham, Atlants, Ga.
Glen Brown, 8.C.

Willis Floyd, California aod Nevada
Kenneth Green, Washington, D.C.
Kelly Green, Washiogton, D.C.
Harold Green, Washington, D.C.
Heleann Gaston, Washington, D.C.
Brends Mason, Washington, D.C,
Jackie Mason, Washington, DC.
Alford Gaston, Washington, D.C.
Carolyn Tremble, Washington, D.C.
Eliza Tremble, Washington, D.C.
Goldean Mason, Washington, D.C.
Linda Mason, Washington, D.C.
Lisa Rocher, Washington, D.C.
Dzuie] Martin, Charleston, S.C.
Robert Elkhardt, Washington, D.C.
Cuntis Green, Washington, D.C.
Moming Star Cliurch, Wuhmgum, D.C.

Louis Dore from D.C. to Besuafort, S.C.
TLouis Dore from Lithoais, Ga.

" Louis Wﬁﬁ&, Ga.

TOTAL LONG DISTANCE CALLS:
APPRAISAL FEES

ATTORNEY'S FEES - LOUIS O. DORE
ATTORNEY’S FEES -

SURVEY COSTS

TRAVEL, LODGING, MEALS, RENTAL CARS,
MILEAGE TO GEORGIA, WASHINGTON, D.C.,

MARYLAND, CALIFORNIA, CHARLESTON, SC,

TO BEAUFORT FROM BLUFFTON
REAL ESTATE TAXES
AERIAL PHOTOS

OUTSTANDING ATTORNEY'S FEES PRIOR TO
9/24/01 TO LOUIS DORE, CORRECTIVE DEEDS,

164
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$ 3.637.00
4,600.00 -
3,750.00 -

2,500.00 -

7,500.00
3,800.00
3,750.00 -



DLrEYS 18 8MIRst ke 0 e = e— == - -

MORTGAGES PER REQUEST OF HAROLD GREEN

INCURRED, UNPAID AND PAST DUE 4,300.00
SOIL TESTING AND STUDIES (Re: marketing of land) 2,550.00
RECORDING FEES 142.00

LOSS WAGES FOR TIME OFF FROM WORK IN
CONNECYION WITH SALES EFFORYTS AND EFFORTS
AT OBTAINING LOANS FROM VARIOUS PROSPECTS,

AND MEETINGS- DORIS GREEN AND JOE GREEN 7,000.00
GLEN BROWN, REAL ESTATE AGENT
(OUT OF POCKET MARKETING EXPENSES) 3,250.00

A ]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA INTHE COURT OF CONDNON PLEAN
j
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CASE NO.: 2006-CP-07-2433

CARRIE GASTON HENDERSON

AND CATHERINE GASTON. }
)

Plain:itrs. )

)

SVersus- ) ORDER '
) y‘/

DORIS GREEN. WILLISFLOYD
ANDJOLE LOUIS GREENIR. )
)

Detendants )

This matter comes before me upon Motion made by Louis O. Dore. attorney for the

detendants. Doris Green and Joe Louis Green. Jr.. for an Order to be relieved as counse] Proper
and timely notice o hearing was given 1o all parties. The matier was heard before me on

Tuesday, May 82007, at 2:00 p.mn. Present at the hearing were Louis O. Dore and the plaintifts.
Camne Gaston Henderson and Catherine Gaston. appearing Pro Se. It appears that the

deiendants. Dorts Green and Joe Louis Green no longer wish to be represented by Lows O. Dore
It further appears that the Motion was filed at the behest of the Defendants. The Plaintiffs had no

ehpection and it appears that for good cause shown. Louis O. Dore should be reliey ed as counsai

for the defendants. Doris Green and Joe Louis Green.

s, therefore. Ordered that Louis O. Dore is hereby relieved as counsel in the above

eniitled cause. The Defendants. Doris Green and Joe Louis Green shall have thirty (30) days w

obtain rew counsal. If they do not obtain new counsel within 30 days they are deemead to have

waived their richt o counsel.

o
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

by

HONORAB¥E FLLIS DREW. JUDGE
FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL
CIRCUIT

Beaulort. South Carolina

N
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DORE LAw FirM, PA.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
133 SEA ISLAND PARKWAY
Louis O. Dore POST OFFICE BOX 2478 TELEPHONE (843) 522-9112

BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29901-2478 FAX (843) 522-8050
DORELAWFIRM@EARTHLINK.NET

Cheryl V. Doe
Anthony O. Dore
Bertrand O. Dore

May 14,2007

Ms. Carrie Gaston Henderson
Ms. Catherine Gaston
72 Gaston Plantation Road

QOkatie, South Carolina 29909

RI: Henderson v Green. et al
Case No.: 2006-CP-07-2433

Dear Ms. Henderson & Ms. Gaston:
uclosed please find a copy of the Order relieving me as counsel in the above captioned matter
With kind regards. T am

Very traly veurs.

L

A A Ay,
'/ \&’LLL/J Lk Fo L
Louts O. Dore

em

Enciosure
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
COUNTY OF JASPER ).

This is to advise that I, Gary D. Brown, no
longer represent Mr. Cecil Gaston in reqards to his
ciaim in certain lands located on or near the Water
Plent.

Dated at Ridgeland, South Carolina, this the
i2th day of Oc:ober, A.D., 1981,

WITNESS:
} .
/)
- T~
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) AFFIDAVIT OF GARY BROWN
COUNTY OF JASPER )
PERSONALLY APPEARED before me, GARY D. BROWN, who, upon being

duly sworn, deposes and says that:

1. My name is Gary D. Brown and I have been a licensed

attorney for over 45 years. 1 have recently retired due to poor
health. I presently suffer from diabetes and related circulatory
and vascu%ar problems.

2. In 1989 I was retained by Alice G. Perry and Louise
Williams who were heirs of the Gaston Estate. Their original

problem was that’ their uncle Cecil Gaston had cut timber off of
8 B

family property and was withholding their share of the proceeds.
An investigation into the matter indicated that, in fact, some

vears prior to this Mr. Gaston had title to 110 acres of family

property quieted in him. He had deliberately misled the court as
.,__'___,_4-—"

to the existence of other heirs and had ended up with title to the
entire premises.

3. I reached an agreement with Ms. Perry and her family, as
well as Louise Williams, that I was charging them a contingency feg
of 1/3 of any monies I recovered from the timber as well as 1/3 of
any land recovered from what had been misappropriated. At that
time, these two branches of the family each owned 1/4 of the
overall estate. As this was going to involve real estate located
in Beaufort Couhty, I at that point associated Scott Graber, who is
a Beaufort attorney, who, as I, does an extensive real esﬁate

practice, and who is very knowledgeable at handling 2§i£§=§£%£§£;¥_

4., We brought an action against Cecil Gaston which resulted
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in an order of October 18, 1991, which gave them a 1/2 interest in
the $87,.761.00, which was the proceeds of the timber sale, as well
as a 1/2 undivided interest in the 110 acres of family property.

This matter was thereafter appealed to the Supreme Court and we

prevailed on that appeal.

5. Thereafter, the heirs of Cecil Gaston hired a different
lawyer who brought an action to seek credits for taxes paid by Mr.
Gaston as well as for alleged benefits done to the property by him.
We prevailed on that at the trial level and also that was upheld by
the South Carolina Court of Appeals. Another person who was
raised, along with our clients, brought an action claiming to be a
plood relative of theirs and wanting a portion of the estate. This
matter was also tried and we prevailed on that.

6. A board of commission was set up to effectuate a
partition of the property. A determination was made that the
monetary award owed to our clients for the timber theft equalled
approximately 1/2 of the fair market value of the premises. As
there was no money in the Gaston estate to pay my clients for the

timber theft, the Master in Equity for Beaufort County, Judge

Thomas Kemmerlin, transmuted the unpaid money judgment into a deed
for the Cecil Gaston portion of the estate to my clients. We
additionally had to litigate the matter of an adverse possession
claim by one non-family member who was living on the property. A
tentative settlement has been reached on that.

7. We thereafter got an order to evict the family members
who claimed under Cecil Gaston from the premises. Since my

retirement, this has been carried out by my co-counsel and the l,
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property is now clear of all save our clients. 1In addition to
associating an attorney, Scot GraberE I also got assistance from
attorney Neil Riley in preparing briefs for some of the initial ;
Supreme Court arguments. I have likewise expended in excess of
$2,000.00 of funds in the prosecution of this matter for my é
clients. I have attached copies of correspondence by and between
the clients which outline what our fee agreement was. This was
reduced to writing and signed by the clients. During my recent
illnesses, and moving from my office to my home, I cannot locate
the original contract, but believe that the clients do have copies
of same and have never denied its terms and conditions. While my
original contract was with Alice Perry and her family, and Louise
Williams and her family, given the nature of a quiet title action,
the rest of the adverse Gaston Heirs, have all benefitted from the
services performed by myself, along with attorneys Graber and
Riley. I believe that under the law and under Judge Kemmerlin's
original Order, that fees will be due from the entire familv for

our services which have resulted in the benefit to them.

Y

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

GARY D. BROWN
SUBSCRIBED AND SWO TO before me
this \Faéz day of , 2000.

//\%3/ Sb s, }

NOTARY PUBLIC #OR SQUTH cazﬁOLINA %

My Commission Expires: -
172 9}@
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x ¥ |
- utH CA : ‘»
\\ gTATE OF SO¥° JLINA ) !
\ v OF BEAUFS ) IN TEE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
- countY O JRT ) CASE NO. 90-CP-07-310 g
\ - . = >
|| ALICE A.G.G. PERRY. EMILY 2 = ,
; MITCHELL, ELIZA TREMBLE, ;13 A :
| and DORIS GREEN. === T
H Plaintiff. Sz -
‘! T
1 —versus- AFFIDAEIE -3
8=
% <

Heirs at law and
Distributees of CHARLES -
GADSDEN, et al.

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

I, C. Scott Graber, attorney for Pla‘nt1ffs, make oath as follows:

{. That I mailed with first class postago aifixed, a Summons. Lis
aint (together with a plat) to Dolly Fripp. Beaufort-
Luther and Martha Major, Hazel

Pendens and Compl
Jasper Comprehensive Health Services, Inc.,
ﬁ Point Partnership and Queenie Taylor:

2. These pleadings were mailed on or about April 23, 1991, by way of
Certified Mail - Resticted Delivervy:

3. I have received no response from any of these adjacent landowners

i other then Queenie Taylor. I have negotiated with Queenie Taylor and we

have prepared and submitted to this Cour
petween Plaintiff’s property and that of Queenie Taylor;

t a stipulation as to the toundary

3 4. 1 have attached the "green card” ev1n01ng certified mail service

& upon the above-named individuals.
3 I SO SWEAR.

C. ScotL(G per
Attorney Plaintiifs

SWOR& to before me this ;;éifzf

day of _J\(fas S , 1991

’ﬁu f%& ( Q (160

Notary Public for’ South Carolina
A w, Commission Expires: 5/5/(41_
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AS A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

18. That your Plaintiffs reiterate the First Cause of Actioné
as if rewritten herein and incorporates the same into this |
second Cause of Action. i

19. That in November of 1982, Defendant Cecil J. Gaston, Jr.%
commenced an action to guiet title and confirm his exclusive ,
Q ownership in the 110.5 acres described in Paragraph 1. i
@ 20. That action did not list or name any of the Plaintiffs
‘ herein as Defendants and none of these Plaintiffs were served

| with pleadings.

21. As part of that action, Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. testified

(on February 10, 1983) that his father died intestate leaving
six children, to wit: John, Louis, Cain, Francis, Cornelius and

ﬁ Cecil. #He falled to say or disclose that he had a brother, .

e e i e e S -

Herman, and a 81ster, Carrle. Furthermore, he falled to testlfy

e oo e o o £ e S e e T

i that Carrle ljeft living children and that Herman left living

i
|
!

. children.
1 22. Cecil J. Gaston, Jr. was aware that these individuals

were living and were the issue of his deceased brother and

sister. 3

23, Plaintiffs believe that the Decree subsequently obtained%
by Cecil Gaston confirming and quieting title to the 110.5 acresé
is and was a nullity as to the Plaintiffs as well as to those %
children of Carrie Gadsden who were not named, were not

notified, were not aware that a quiet title action had been

undertaken and subsequently completed.
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Law Orvicas op ) L
DARRELL THOMAS JOHNSDN, JR.
P. Q. Daawsxz D <
HAwdEIVILLE, SOUTH Camormna 29087
(803) 78¢.3148
(803) 726-877T¢

NWOEL 4 O'NRAL
ATTOZNEY AT LAW
ASSOCIATE TO MR JOXMNSON

September 15,71982

Cecil Gaston
Route Y Box 245
Ridgeland, S. C. 29936

Re: Quiet Title Action

Dear Mr: Gaston:

Ms. O'Neal has requested that I write you and ask-you to
please drop by the office the piat made for ®inda Gadsden
by James A. Floyd dated January 24, 1887 in order that
we may record same of record. Same will be returned to
you upon completion of recordation (probablg no longer
than a week, being enough time for them to copy and-index

it in the courthouse). Enclosed is a copy of the plat
we need.

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICE OF DARRELL THOMAS
JOHNSCN, JR.

BY: s _ifnmuer \; %HL@M:
Denise F. Horry O
Secretary




DARRELL THOMAS JOHNSON, JR.
P. 0. Daawnn D
HAoxoxeviiee, Sourm Camorma 20027
(803) 784-2142
(803) 728-5774

NOEL A. O'NRAL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ASSOCIATE TO MR. JOENSON

October 1, 1982

Cecil Gaston
Route 1 Box 245
Ridgeland, S.C. 29936 .

Re: Quit Claim Deed From: Cornelius Gaston

To: Cecil Gaston

Dated: September 1, 1982

Recorded: In Deed Book 353 at
= Page 1567

September 2, 1982 at 12:25 p.m.
In the Office of the Clerk
of Court for Jasper County,
South Carolina

Subject Property: 110.5 Acres, more or less,
Bluffton, Ss.C.

Dear Mr. Gaston:
EncMosed Please find the above referenced deed.

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICE OF DARRELL THOMAS
JOHNSON, JR.

BY: o, ,ézz”ﬁ_z_ > ,
Marg4aret Anne Givens

Secretary to Mr. Johnson
mag/s/

Enclosurd®4-




NOEL A. O'NEAL
ATTORNEY AT LAW

Law Or¥iczs op
DARREJLL THOMAS JOHNSON, JR.
P. O. Daawer D
Hazpxzviirs, SOUTH CAROLINA 29927
(803) 784-2142
¢(803) 726-5774

ASSOCIATE TO MR JOHNSON September 27, 1982

Cecil Gaston
Route 1 Box 245
Ridgeland, S.C. 29936

Re: Quiet Title Action

Dear Mr. Gaston:

Please bring by any papers or documentation that you
may have relating to the property in order that I may
look over same.

You need to bring in, or have your brother Cornelius
come in, to the office in order to accept service of
the papers as he is a defendant, he being an heir.

With kind regards, I remain

Sincerely,

L g

t

)i QN 0L
ORI, ANN O'NEAL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

= T

Zod

————— . - £
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BANK OF RIDGELAND

HERMAN _GASTON 10

The State of South Carolina,

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
TO ALL WHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY CONCERN: :

I, Herman Gaston, of the Counth of Beaufort, and State aforesaid

SEND GREETING

Herman Gaston

WHEREAS, oo L S , the said __

in and by my certain promissory note in writing bearing date herewith payable to the order of Bank of Ridgeland (a domestic corporation carrying on business in th. ounty

and State aforesaid), am indebted to the Bank of Ridgeland. in the sum of ——_ Two _Hundred Nineiy & 74/1.90,

together with interest from..._.9=27=1959 at the rate of Six (6) percent per annum untit paid.

as in and by the said promissery note in writing. refererce being thercunto had, will more fully appear,
NOW, THEREFORE, KNOW ALL MEN DY THESE PRESENTS, Thatl _, the maker of the aforesaid note, the mortgagor herein in consideration of the said debt

and sum of money aforesaid, and for the better seciving the payment thereof to the said BANK OF RIDGELAND, its successors and assigns according to the terns of the

said note; and also in consideration of the further sum: of THRELE DOLLARS, to the said mortgagor, well and truly paid by the said BANK OF RIDGELAND at and before

- the scaling and delivery of these Presents, the receipt whercof is hersby acknewiedged, have granted, bargained, sold and released, and by these Presents DO GRANT,

elease unto the said BANK OF RIbGEL.—\ND, (hereinafter raferred to as the mortgagee) its successors and assigns, all that certain picce, parcel and

bargain, sell and r
i

© tract of land, sitvate, lying and being in the County and State aforesaid.

i All of my one third undivided interest of the estate of Louise Gaston containing Two Hundred Seventy

eight acres being bound as follows on the North and East by lands of Chelsea Club, South by lands uf Nelson and.

on the West by highway leading from Fripps to Baileys, this tract containing two hundred thirty acres,
Also all that certain piece, parcel or tract of land situate, lying and being in the State and County aforesaid
! being bound on the North and East by lands of Chelsea Blub, South by lands of Nelson and on the West by lands
of Chelsea Club this tract con*aining Forty eight acres making a total of 278 qeres.,
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LAW BLANZ.~FPorm No, 110,
MURTGAGE OF REAL ESTATE TO SECURE, NOTE-

¥ S— p— I v o TN S SRS
T
/ § r ~ - i
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )
COUNTY OF-.._Beaufort |
;
To ANl Whom These Presents Fag Concern: ¢
_Hexnan Gaston n
in the State aforesaid SEND GREETING: |
' WHEREAS, -__1 he egid Herman Gaston
|
; 3
in and by___ Y. sertain promissory note_..in writing f
u
i
bearing date the May 25th, 1954 am indebted un‘o ,’

J, 3. Newlin

3ixty three & 26/100 Dollars ($63.2€) pavable June 22nd, 1954

in the sum: of.

as in and by the said promissory note. in writing
will more fully appear.
NOW KNOW ALL MEN, The I the said Kerman_ Gaston
in consideration of the said debt and sum of money aforesaid, and for the better securing the peyment thereof to the said— oo -

J. S. Newlin

according to the terms of the said note_____. and also in consideration of the further sum of THREE DOLLARS, to
the said_.._____ Herman _Gas’ 21

me

in hand well and truly paid by the said J. S. Newlin

at end before the sealing and delivery of these Presents, the receipt wherecf is hereby acknowledged

have granted, bargained, sold ard released, and by these presents DO GRANT, bargain, and sell and release unto the said

J. S. Newlin, my one third undivided interest in my gather's (Cecil Gaston) Esiate containing (270 acres) Two

_hupdred_& seventy acres, more or less, located in Beaufort County, South Carolina, Blufften Township, Bounded

on the North by Marslall Fields - On the East Phoenix Mike & on the South by Marshall Fields & on the West by

Marshall Fields.

This being a first mortgage on my undivided interest
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AND TO HOLD, all and singular, the said Premises umio the said __ .. . 5. Newlin, his

e e e ceneeatheirs and aucigns forever.
mysel{ | ae e imeemicccacieacea.. ... heirt, cxecutors
J. S. Newlin, hig

« ond avsiges from end sguringt oo oee ne_

A all other persons

P 3 EEEE R

~ the event of defaull An_paydent of sald debt_and this sorigsge.be.placed ln..Lhe bonds_af_an atiocacy Lor ..

sllection or farrclosc .Uhe SlACiRAEOr ARITES 10 DAY A rcasonably atiorney fpes in_additlon. i _\he priaciple ...

accrved intereat an said _debt.

B ettt L L TS L LT P ... e .
N'!OV'DF D ALWAYS, NEVERTHELESS, and it is the true intent and meoning of the parties to these Presents, that if ... .... .. ... ...
................................................................................ ..the soid

,,,,, Herman Gaatoa R e an
J shall well end truly poy or caxee to be paid unto the said.__._.___ J: 5. Nevlin
v debt . or sum.._. of momey aforesaid, with interess thersom, if any shall be dus, according to the true intent and meeming of -'J note, thew

" leed of hargain and sale shall cease, determine, and be utterly mull and void; otherwise to remain in full force and virtue.

ANDIT IS ACRECD by nd between tie aid parties, that ... .1 sm_ ..

td and. emjoy the said premises until J(rn:h of: ];)wum-s-h-a_[ b;-;ll-: N . N T
WITNESS™. ... ... Hend. . ond Seal.__._ this .__.__.__25t% - day
of -, L BAY e ..
ond | L3ty foupo.o...o..._. «- ....ond in the ome hundred and

sear of the Sovereignty ond Independewce of rhe United States of America.

1, Sealed end Delivered | Pauline C. Newiin comeeeeoooocMeTmAn Gasten {Seal)
in the Presemce of ‘ W L DeAn e ————— e e (Seal)
E STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
NTY OF L. R3S
Persoally appeared before me, ... ._._.__. P uline C. Newlin U
wade oath that .. . 8MC ___ __ swaw the within nemed ._..__ Herman _Gaston . e e e
seal, and as .. U8 act and deed deliver lhe within written Deed, and that .. _ _ she .. . em mmmeemem
v, 5. xan e e e e e e e m———— —————— e
. o ememmme o .l e e © . emecmcea-c.Witnessed the execution d'wvmf.
SWORN "r{uvr me this 25tw Ju-ynf . MHay .19 %4 .
Fule lee ¥, Viclory n.sy 1
P -
Notary Publc, S. C. ---Paudine QL Newldno_o ...
‘E STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA.» ..,
;7 {4 o
NIY OF o oo e RENUNCIATION OF DOWER
1, e e et e e eem— e e RN
sehy certify wotn all whom it may concern that L aees .- SRR EREE R
i e mm it emecememam ;e e m— oo m o ommm o ——.——aa e e e meievicemcs oo menemeaee .. wife of the within mamed

by appvar e [vne mie. aml upim being rnuml\ un.l separately examined by me did declare that she does freely, vrluntarily .m.l without any com-

n. dread ue fear of any persom or persans whomever, renounce, release and forever selinquish wnto the within mamed .. .. ... . . ___

e . - vesmet em e cenme -
R e R R P P LY e -

anil wnm ,,n h" imterest and estate, and ulw ..II Im- right gml dmn. n[ .lnu.—v n{ in or to all end singular the premise; u-nhm nrlmmml mJ
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- / BrOWN & BROWN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
P. O. Box 879
RIDGELAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 290036
TELEPHRONE 726.5539
AREA CODE 803

Zyn3 N. Baowit.- JB

March 19, 1968

Cecil Gaston \
~ Route | ' '
Ridgeland, South Carolina - 29936

Dear Cecil:

| discussed your proposal with the Bank officials,
and they have stated that they cannot wait until September for you to
take care of this note; however, they have stated that they will give you
_until the Ist of April to make some arrangements.

| will expect to hear from you by the lst of

April.
Very truly yoors,
BROWN & BROWN
;2
(AN
Luke N. Brown, Jr.
LNB/dc
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Moss, BAILEY. Dore &/JESSEE, P.A.

JAMES H, MOSS
JOEL D. BAILEY

LOUIS 0. DORE 1501 Ninih Frsete P O D aivon 507 . PBoscsfont, Sowth Lionedina 29902
THOMAS C. JESSE '

E BEAUFORT - 803 624-3373 .
H. FRED KUIIN, JR. HILTON HEAD - 803 788-6070

August 18, 1981

Judge Luke Brown
Post Office Box X
Ridgeland, South Carolina 29936

RE: Cecil Gadsden
Dear Judge Brown,

In reference to the above matter, Mr. Gadsden came in to see

us concerning a satisfied mortgage. Enclosed please find a
copy of the mortgage and a copy of a letter from your file.

It is my understanding from Mr. Gadsden that sometime in 1970
the mortgage was paid off and was to be satisfied. I would
appreciate your checking your file to see if there is a
satisfied mortgage, if not you can get Dot to call me and I will
forward a Lost Satisfaction Form directly to the bank in
Ridgeland. 1If you neecd any further information, please give

me a call.

With kindest personal regards, I am
Sincerely,
|
1
) .
Thomas J. ssce
TJ/1m
Enc.

cc: Mr. Cecil Gadsden
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Certificate of Appellate

The undersigned hereby certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

June 5, 2025 /s/Cgrrie G. Henderson
Carrie G. Henderson, Pro Se
316 East 35th Street
Savannah GA 31401
Phone: (912) 200-1285

Jun 06 2025
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