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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL
Did the trial court properly conclude that Appellant’s failure to file a timely demand for a

jury trial under Rule 38 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure constituted a waiver
of the right to trial by jury, and that such waiver had no effect on the granting of
Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment?

Did the trial court properly grant summary judgment in favor of Respondents where there
was no genuine issue of material fact, and the defendant was entitled to judgment as a
matter of law pursuant to Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure?

Did the trial court properly determine that it had personal jurisdiction over Appellant under
S.C. Code Ann. § 36-2-802 allowing Respondent’s case to proceed?

Did the trial court properly grant Summary Judgment where Appellant failed to present
evidence creating a genuine issue of material fact, even when the evidence is viewed in the

light most favorable to Appellant?

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On July 30, 2024, Respondent filed a Summons and Complaint seeking judgment against

Appellant for a deficiency balance owed on a contract in the amount of $35,934.63. (R. pp.10-
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16.) Appellant answered Respondent’s Complaint on November 8, 2024, and subsequently
filed an amended Answer on November 12, 2024. (R. pp. 17-21.) Ryan Transport, LLC was
initially a Defendant in the instant case, however, on January 15, 2025, Respondent filed a
Motion and Order of Dismissal Without Prejudice as to Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC. The
court approved the Order on January 15, 2025. (R. pp. 76-79.)

Appellant filed a Motion to Dismiss on December 13, 2024. (R. pp. 39-41.) A hearing on
Appellant’s Motion to Dismiss was held on January 28, 2025. (R. pp. 72-75.) The Parties were
informed that the presiding judge denied Appellant’s Motion on February 10, 2025. (R. pp. 72-
75.)

Appellant subsequently filed a Motion for Reconsideration of Defendant’s Motion to
Dismiss and a Motion for Jury Trial on February 11, 2025. (R. pp. 42-44.) Appellant’s Motion
for Reconsideration was denied by the court on February 14, 2025. (R. pp. 80-83.)

On March 14, 2025, Respondent filed its Motion for Summary Judgment and
accompanying Affidavits and Exhibits. (R. pp. 84-89.) A hearing on Respondent’s Motion was
held on April 7, 2025. (R. pp. 1-7.) The Parties were informed that the presiding judge ruled
for Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment via Form 4 Order filed on April 11, 2025. (R.
pp. 1-7.) Respondent filed a Motion for a Damages Hearing on April 11, 2025. (R. p. 1-7; 37,
9 1-3.) Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal for the instant case on April 17, 2025. (R. pp. 94-

95.) The instant appeal was filed prior to the scheduling of said damages hearing.

STATEMENT OF FACTS
On or about September 22, 2021, Appellant Ryan Antonio Burgess on behalf of Ryan

Transport, LLC made, executed and delivered to North Mill Credit Trust, for valid

consideration given, a certain Commercial Security Agreement, Personal Guaranty, Certificate





of Incumbency and Authority, Authorization Agreement for Automatic Withdrawal from
Account, Electronic Record and Signature Disclosure, and North Mill Credit Insurance
Requirements (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Contract) in writing, wherein and
whereby payment was promised to North Mill Credit Trust or its order the sum of Seventy-
One Thousand, Eight Hundred Fifty-Seven and 98/100 ($71,857.98) Dollars pursuant to the
terms and conditions set out in the Contract. (R. pp. 1-7; 84-92.)

For valuable consideration given, and to further induce the Respondent’s predecessor-in-
interest to enter into the Contract, Burgess did Personally Guaranty the amounts due under the
Contract delivered to Plaintiff on or about September 22, 2021. Appellant Ryan Antonio
Burgess, as Personal Guarantor, promised to repay Plaintiff the amounts due under the Contract
in the event that Ryan Transport, LLC failed to abide by the terms of the Contract at issue. (R.
pp. 1-7; 84-92.)

Ryan Transport, LLC was initially a Defendant in the instant case, however, on January 15,

2025, Respondent filed a Motion and Order of Dismissal Without Prejudice as to Defendant
Ryan Transport, LLC. The court approved the Order on January 15, 2025. (R. pp. 76-79.) The
subject Contract was subsequently assigned to the Appellant. (R. pp. 1-7.)
The Contract enabled Ryan Transport, LLC to purchase a 2018 Wabash Articlite Dry Freight
53-foot Trailer. Ryan Transport LLC granted a security interest in said collateral unto
Respondent’s predecessor-in-interest. (R. pp. 1-7; 84-92.)

Ryan Transport, LLC defaulted on payment under the Contract, and on or about November

2022, Ryan Transport, LLC surrendered the collateral unto Plaintiff’s predecessor-in-interest.

(R. pp. 1-7.)





On or about November 15, 2022, a Notice of Public Private Sale was issued unto Appellant
Ryan Antonio Burgess and Ryan Transport, LLC. (R. pp. 1-7.)

A subsequent sale of the subject collateral was held in a commercially reasonable manner,
producing proceeds of $26,000.00 which were applied to the subject account. On or about
February 9, 2023, a Notice was issued to Ryan Antonio Burgess and Ryan Transport, LLC
notifying them of a then remaining deficiency balance of $32,836.32, as well as their
responsibility for said deficiency. This balance remains unpaid. (R. pp. 1-7.)

As Ryan Transport, LLC has failed to cure the deficiency, and as a result of the subject
guaranty, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess is responsible for payment of the balance owed
under the Contract to the Plaintiff. (R. pp. 1-7.)

Pursuant to the subject Personal Guaranty, Appellant Ryan Antonio Burgess is responsible
for payment of all attorneys' fees incurred by Plaintiff in the instant case. (R. pp. 1-7.)

On or about July 30, 2024, Respondent filed a Summons and Complaint seeking judgment
for a deficiency balance owed under a contract in the amount of $35,934.63. (R. pp. 10-16.)
Service was first attempted on Appellant on September 11, 2024. (Aff. Non-Service.) During
that attempt, the process server spoke with Appellant through a Ring doorbell, and Appellant
advised that he was an over-the-road truck driver who would return to his residence in two
weeks. (R. pp. 96-97.) Although Appellant was aware that service was being attempted, a
second attempt on or about September 20, 2024, was unsuccessful, despite personal vehicles
being present on the property. (R. pp. 96-97.) Additional attempts were made on September
21, 22, and 26, 2024, but Appellant did not respond. (R. pp. 96-97.) An Affidavit of Non-

Service as to Appellant was filed with the Court on October 22, 2024. (R. pp. 96-97.)





Appellant availed himself of the court’s jurisdiction through his filing of a responsive
Answer with the Court on November 12, 2024. (R. pp. 17-21)

Appellant filed a Motion to Dismiss with Prejudice on December 13, 2024. (R. pp. 39-41.)
A hearing on Appellant’s motion was held on January 28, 2025. (R. pp. 72-75.) The Parties
were informed that the presiding judge denied Appellant’s Motion to Dismiss February 10,
2025. (R. pp. 72-75.)

On February 7, 2025, Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Plaintiff’s First Requests to
Admit, and Plaintiff First Requests for Production were served upon Appellant via U.S. mail,
making the deadline for response March 10, 2025. Pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure, Appellant did not respond to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission
within 30 days, and therefore, said requests are all deemed as admitted. (R. pp. 84-92.)

Appellant subsequently filed a Motion for Reconsideration of Defendant’s Motion to
Dismiss on February 11, 2025. (R. pp. 42-44; 52-54.) On February 11, 2025, Appellant also
filed a Motion for Jury Trial. (R. pp. 80-83.) Appellant’s Motion for Reconsideration was
denied by the court on February 14, 2025. (R. pp. 80-83.)

On March 14, 2024, Respondent filed its Motion for Summary Judgment and
accompanying Affidavits and Exhibits. (R. pp. 84-92.) Appellant failed to file a counter
Affidavit or any evidence contradicting Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment. A
hearing for Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgement was held on April 7, 2025. (R. pp.
1-7.) Judgment was found in favor of the Respondent at said hearing, and a formal Order
granting Respondent’s Motion was filed thereafter. (R. pp. 1-7.) Respondent subsequently filed

a Motion for a Damages Hearing on April 11, 2025. (R. p. 1-7; 37, 4 1-3.) Appellant filed a





Notice of Appeal for the instant case on April 17, 2025. (R. pp. 94-95.) As such, the instant

appeal was filed prior to the scheduling of a damages hearing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT APPEALS

When reviewing a grant of summary judgment, the South Carolina Court of Appeals

applies the same standard applied by the trial court pursuant to Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure (SCRCP). DD Dannar, LLC v. SC LAUNCH!, Inc., 431 S.C. 9, 16, 846
S.E.2d 883, 887 (Ct. App. 2020). Under this rule, summary judgment is appropriate when the
pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories, and admissions on file, together with the
affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the moving
party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Rule 56, SCRCP.

In reviewing an order granting summary judgment, the appellate court will review all
ambiguities, conclusions, and inferences arising in and from the evidence in a light most favorable
to the non-moving party. Marlowe v. S.C. DOT Scdot, 446 S.C. 309, 315, 919 S.E.2d 553, 556
(2025). To determine whether any triable issues of fact exist, the reviewing court must consider
the evidence and all reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the non-moving party. /d.

When a circuit court grants summary judgment on a question of law, the Court of Appeals
will review the ruling de novo. DD Dannar, LLCv. SC LAUNCHY!, Inc., 431 S.C. 9, 16, 846 S.E.2d
883, 887 (Ct. App. 2020). Courts have established that questions of law are reviewed de novo.

Ziegler v. Dorchester Cty., 426 S.C. 615, 619, 828 S.E.2d 218, 220 (2019).

ARGUMENT
Did the trial court properly conclude that Appellant’s failure to file a timely demand for a

jury trial under Rule 38 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure constituted a





waiver of the right to trial by jury, and that such waiver had no effect on the granting of
Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment?

Rule 38(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure provides that a party may
demand a trial by jury by “serving upon the other parties a demand therefor in writing at any time
after the commencement of the action and not later than 10 days after the service of the last
pleading directed to such issue.” Rule 38, SCRCP. Rule 38(d) further specifies that a party’s failure
to serve a timely jury demand as required by 38(b) constitutes a waiver of the right to a jury trial.
Id. In Rowe Furniture Corp. v. Carolina Wholesale Furniture Co., the South Carolina Court of
Appeals firmly asserted that because the defendants failed to demand a jury trial as required by
Rule 38, they waived their right to a jury trial and consequently, any decision to grant a jury trial
thereafter rested within the trial court’s sound discretion. Rowe Furniture Corp. v. Carolina
Wholesale Furniture Co., 292 S.C. 575, 576 375 S.E.2d 725, 725 (Ct. App. 1987).

In the instant case, Appellant’s filed his amended answer with the court on November 18,
2024. (R. pp. 17-21.) However, he did not submit his Motion for Jury Trial until February 11, 2025,
well beyond the ten-day period dictated by Rule 38(b). (R. pp. 45-46.) Accordingly, Appellant
failed to make a timely jury trial demand and therefore waived his right to trial by jury. Because
the waiver resulted from Appellant’s noncompliance with the procedural requirements of Rule
38(b), the trial courts denial of a jury trial does not did not violate Appellant’s due process rights
or right to a fair and impartial trial. Moreover, Appellant’s demand for a jury trial had no bearing
on the disposition of, or court’s decision to grant, Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment.

Did the trial court properly grant summary judgment in favor of Respondents where there
was no genuine issue of material fact, and the defendant was entitled to judgment as a
matter of law pursuant to Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure?

Appellant has identified no specific facts or evidence creating a genuine issue of material
fact. Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure provides that a party opposing
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summary judgment may serve affidavits up to two days before the scheduled hearing. Rule 56(c),
SCRCP. After Respondent’s filed their Motion for Summary Judgement, Appellant failed to submit
any opposing Affidavits or Exhibits to the court. Therefore, there was no evidence before the court
contradicting Respondent’s assertions within their Motion for Summary Judgment. Rather,
Appellant stated only that he “did not recall signing or recognized the personal guarantor
document.” (Appellant’s Br. at 2.) That assertion is insufficient to defeat a Motion for Summary
Judgment. Under Rule 56(¢e) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, a party opposing
summary judgment “may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials of his pleadings, but his
response must set forth specific facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial.” Rule 56(e),
SCRCP. Here, Appellant points to no evidence in the record supporting his allegations.
Unsupported assertions, without competent evidence, do not create a genuine issue of material

fact. Clark v. Greenville Cty., 313 S.C. 205, 208 437 S.E.2d 117, 118 (1993).

Appellant relies only on speculation and lack of recollection, neither of which is enough to
survive a Motion for Summary Judgment. The record contains no evidence that would permit a
reasonable factfinder to rule in Appellant’s favor, and Appellant’s arguments amount to a request
that his Court disregard the governing summary judgment standard. Because Appellant failed to
meet its burden under Rule 56, the trial court correctly entered judgment as a matter of law, and
its order should be affirmed.

Did the trial court properly determine that it had personal jurisdiction over Appellant

under S.C. Code Ann. § 36-2-802 allowing Respondent’s case to proceed?

Despite Appellant’s assertions to the contrary, there is every indication that the trial court
had personal jurisdiction over Appellant. SC. Code Ann Section 36-2-802 outlines that a “court

may exercise personal jurisdiction over a person domiciled in, organized under the laws of, doing
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business, or maintaining his or its principal place of business in, this State as to any cause of
action.” SC. Code Ann § 36-2-802 (2003). Domicile, “means the place where a person has his true,
fixed and permanent home and principal establishment, to which he has, whenever he is absent,
an intention of returning.” Roesler v. Roesler, 396 S.C. 100, 107, 719 S.E.2d 275, 279 (Ct. App.
2011) (quoting Gasque v. Gasque, 246 S.C. 423, 426 143 S.E.2d 811, 812 (1965)).

The record reflects that Appellant is a permanent resident of Florence, South Carolina. In
Appellant’s amended answer filed November 12, 2024, Appellant listed his address as “509 N
Williamson Rd, Florence, SC 29506-8532.” (R. pp. 17-21.) Statements made by a party in
pleadings are generally binding and conclusive, and a party may not later advance a position
inconsistent with those allegations. See Johnson v. Alexander, 413 S.C. 196, 202 775 S.E.2d 697,
700 (2015). Accordingly, Appellant’s admission that his permanent residence is in Florence, South
Carolina, constitutes a judicial admission that he resides in Florence. His in-state domicile
therefore establishes the court’s personal jurisdiction over Appellant.

Appellant’s contention that he was not properly served with Summons and Complaint is
improperly grounded and has been invalidated by his own actions. In the instant case, service was
first attempted on Appellant on September 11, 2024. (R. pp. 96-97.) During that attempt, the
process server spoke with Appellant through a Ring doorbell, and Appellant stated that he was an
over-the-road truck driver who would return to his residence in two weeks. (R. pp. 96-97.) A
second Service was attempted on September 20, 2024, which was also unsuccessful, despite
multiple personal vehicles being present on Appellant’s property. (R. pp. 96-97.) Additional
attempts were made on September 21, 22, and 26, 2024, but Appellant did not respond. (R. pp. 96-
97.) An Affidavit of Non-Service as to Appellant was filed with the Court on October 22, 2024.

(R. pp. 96-97.) Accordingly, the record establishes that Appellant had actual knowledge of the
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attempted service, willfully evaded service of process, and is attempting to accrue a benefit from
his own wrongful actions despite having appeared in this matter on appeal.

As is admitted in Appellant’s brief, he voluntarily appeared in court in the instant action by
filing a responsive Answer on November 12, 2024. (Appellant’s Br. at 2.) Rule 4(d) of the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure explicitly provides that a “voluntary appearance by defendant
is equivalent to personal service.” As such, Appellant’s voluntary appearance constitutes the
equivalent of proper, personal service and represents a willful availment of personal jurisdiction
as to the trial court.

Appellant therefore errs in arguing that the trial court’s jurisdiction depended solely upon
his relationship with Ryan Transport LLC. The trial court had independent grounds for exercising
personal jurisdiction over Appellant, including, as stated above, his South Carolina domicile and
his voluntary appearance in the action. Accordingly, the trial court properly exercised jurisdiction
over Appellant irrespective of any connection to a limited liability company.

Furthermore, Appellant also mistakenly argues that Ryan Transport LLC’s dissolution bars
Respondent’s claim against both the LLC and Appellant. Upon discovering the LLC’s dissolution,
Plaintiff moved for and was granted an Order dismissing said Party from the instant case on appeal
on January 15, 2025.

Said dissolution and dismissal has no effect upon Appellant’s independent, personal
liability for the subject debt pursuant to his personal guaranty of payment to Respondent. South
Carolina law recognizes that a guaranty of payment is as an obligation that is “separate and distinct
from the original note,” and a guarantor’s liability is independent of the principal dept. See
Transouth Fin. Corp. v. Cochran, 324 S.C. 290, 295, 478 S.E.2d 63, 65 (Ct. App. 1996); See also

Citizens and Southern Nat’l Bank of S.C. v. Lanford, 313 S.C. 540, 544, 443 S.E.2d 549, 551
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(1994). Therefore, regardless of the LLC’s dissolution status, Appellant remains independently
liable to Respondent under the guaranty. Because personal jurisdiction over Appellant is
established through his domicile and voluntary court appearance, Ryan Transport’s LLC’s
dissolution has no effect on the trial court’s authority to assert personal jurisdiction over

Respondent’s claims against Appellant.

Did the trial court properly grant Summary Judgment where Appellant failed to present
evidence creating a genuine issue of material fact, even when the evidence is viewed in
the light most favorable to Appellant?

Although Appellant correctly notes that, when evaluating a Motion for Summary Judgment,

“the evidence and all inferences which can be reasonably drawn therefrom must be viewed in the
light most favorable to the nonmoving party,” he still failed to present competent, admissible
evidence creating a genuine issue of material fact. Lanham v. Blue Cross & Blue Shield of S.C.,
Inc., 349, 361-362 S.C. 356, 563 S.E.2d 331, 333 (2002). As previously emphasized, Appellant
failed to submit any opposing Affidavits to Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment. The
court cannot view evidence in Appellant’s favor when no such evidence exists. Appellant contends
only that he did not recognize the document in dispute and that his signature did not appear on the
document. (Appellant’s Br. at 3.) Those contentions are merely allegations, and do not qualify as
sufficient facts or evidence to present a genuine issue of material fact. As Rule 56(e) of the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure provides, a party opposing summary judgment “may not rest
upon the mere allegations or denials of his pleadings, but his response must set forth specific facts
showing there is a genuine issue for trial.” Rule 56, SCRCP. Moreover, as indicated by
Respondent’s Affidavit in support of summary judgment, Respondent produced ample competent

evidence to support a ruling in its favor. (R. pp. 84-92.)
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the trial court correctly granted summary judgment in favor of

Respondents. Appellant failed to produce competent, admissible evidence to create a genuine issue
of material fact. To the contrary, the record reflects only speculation and lack of recollection, which
cannot defeat summary judgment. Because Appellant failed to meet his burden to demonstrate a
triable issue, the trial court’s ruling was proper. Accordingly, this Court should affirm the Order
Granting Summary Judgment and remand this matter to allow Respondents to schedule a hearing

to determine their damages.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED

CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLC

/s/Jason M. Hunter

Theodore von Keller, S.C. Bar No. 5718
B. Lindsay Crawford, III S.C. Bar No. 6510
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV S.C. Bar No. 101707

Columbia, SC Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.101501

July 17, 2026 Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204
Telephone 803-790-2626

ATTORNEYS FOR THE RESPONDENTS
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Pursuant to Rule 212 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, the Respondent, through
undersigned counsel, respectfully moves to supplement the Respondent's Designation of
Matter on Appeal and the Record on Appeal by designating the following additional item:

1. Affidavit of Non-Service on Appellant filed October 10, 2024, in C/A No. 2024-CP-

21-01953.

Respondent has submitted a revised Record on Appeal incorporating the foregoing

supplemental designation.

I certify that the above referenced material contains reference to no matter which is

irrelevant to the instant appeal.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED
CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLC

/s/Jason M. Hunter

Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.101501
Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204
Telephone 803-790-2626
ATTORNEY FOR THE RESPONDENTS

Columbia, SC
July 16, 2026
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Order Granting Summary Judgment of
April 11,2025






m

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ﬁ
)

COUNTY OF FLORENCE ) C/A No: 2024-CP-21-01953 Q
) %)

CBL Services, ) r
) <

Plaintiff, ) ORDER GRANTING SUMMARY =

) JUDGMENT S

Vs, ) N

) 5

Ryan Antonio Burgess, ) E
) N

Defendant, ) =

) @

0068-24-0001 §
This matter comes before me upon Motion of the Plaintiff, CBL Services, pursuant to Rule 56 of the™

Tt

South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, seeking an Order Granting Summary Judgment in this matter. This isp
s,

a collection matter, i
O

On July 30, 2024, Plaintiff’s counsel filed and served a Motion for Summary Judgment with a'™m
supporting affidavit. No counter-affidavit was filed. é
The hearing on this matter was held before me on April 7, 2025, at the Florence County Courthouse. Present%
z

and participating in the hearing was Jason M. Hunter of the law firm Crawford & von Keller, LLC for the u
Plaintiff. The Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess appeared pro se. %

Based upon the proof made of the facts and circumstances alleged in the pleadings, through the affidavito
in support of summary judgment, and the Verified Statement of Account, I find, conclude and order as follows:
STANDARD
Summary Judgment is warranted only if there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and the

moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Rule 56(c), SCRCP. “In determining whether

€581012d0¥20c#ISY

any triable issues of fact exist, the evidence and all inferences which can be reasonably drawn from the
evidence must be viewed in the light most favorable to the non-moving party.” Bloom v. Ravoira, 339 S.C. 417,
329 S.E.2d 710 (2000). The moving party has the initial burden of demonstrating the absence of a genuine issue
of material fact. However, once the party moving for summary judgment meets the initial burden of showing an
absence of evidentiary support for the opponent’s case, the opponent must come forward with specific facts
showing there is a genuine issue for trial.” Garvin v. Bi-Lo, Inc., 337 S.C. 436, 523 S.E.2d 481 (Ct. App. 1999).
The opponent cannot merely rely upon the pleadings, but must submit some additional evidence creating a
genuine issue of material fact.

When plain, palpable, and indisputable facts exist on which reasonable minds cannot differ, sumimary
judgment should be granted. Ellis v. Davidson, 358 S.C. 509, 595 S.E.2d 817 (Ct. App. 2004). The purpose of

summary judgment is to expedite disposition of cases which do not require the services of a fact finder.
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Dawkins v. Fields, 354 S.C. 58, 580 S.E.2d 433 (2003). “It is a gratuitous cruelty to the parties and their
witnesses to put them through the emotional ordeal when the outcome is foreordained” and in such cases
summary judgment is appropriate. Mason v. Continental Illinois National Bank, 704 F.2d 361, 367 (7th Cir.
1983).

FINDINGS OF FACT

1) The Summons and Complaint along with a verified Statement of Account were filed by the

§202 - G374 ATIWOINOH L0313

Plaintiff on July 30, 2024, seeking judgment against the Defendant for a deficiency balance owed on a contract
in the amount of $35,934.63.

dy

2) Plaintiff is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the United States of America’
and is authorized to do business in the State of South Carolina.

3) Defendant is a resident of the State of South Carolina and has availed himself of the Jurisdiction®
of this Court by making a voluntary, general appearance in the instant case.

4) This Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to South Carolina Code of Laws Ann. § 36~
2-802 and 36-2-803(A)(1) and (7).

5) On or about September 22, 2021, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess on behalf of Ryan Transport,& Q

BSNSE{}T;E -WY 2L0l s—L 4

LLC made, executed and delivered to North Mill Credit Trust, for valid consideration given, a cemm§
Commercial Security Agreement, Personal Guaranty, Certificate of Incumbency and Authority, Authouzahon.m
Agreement for Automatic Withdrawal from Account, Electronic Record and Signature Disclosure, and Nmthgﬂ
Mill Credit Insurance Requirements (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “C ontract™) in writing, wher emo
and whereby payment was promised to North Mill Credit Trust or its order the sum of Seventy-One Thousand, %

Eight Hundred Fifty-Seven and 98/100 ($71,857.98) Dollars pursuant to the terms and conditions set out in thec:»

5

Contract, 9
6) For valuable consideration given, and to further induce the Plaintiff’s predecessor-in-interest 0o

«

enter into the Contract, Defendant Burgess did Personally Guaranty the amounts due under the Contract$
delivered to Plaintiff on or about September 22, 2021. Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess, as Personal
Guarantor, promised to repay Plaintiff the amounts due under the Contract in the event that Ryan Transport,
LLC failed to abide by the terms of the Contract at issue.

7) Ryan Transport, LLC was initially a Defendant in the instant case, but was dismissed by the
Plaintiff upon discovery that it was no longer a going concern.

8) The subject Contract was subsequently assigned to the Plaintiff.

9) The Contract enabled Ryan Transpott, LLC to purchase a 2018 Wabash Articlite Dry Freight 53
foot Trailer. Ryan Transport, LLC granted a security interest in said collateral unto Plaintiff’s predecessor-in-
interest,

10)  Ryan Transport, LLC defaulted on payment under the Contract, and on or about November 2022,

Ryan Transport, LLC surrendered the collateral unto Plaintiff's predecessor-in-interest.
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m
11} On or about November 15, 2022, a Notice of Public Private Sale was issued unto Defendantm

Ryan Antonio Burgess and Ryan Transport, LLC.

\?"J’ NOHLS

12) A subsequent sale of the subject collateral was held in a commercially reasonable manner

producing proceeds of $26,000.00 which were applied to the subject account. On or about February 9, 2023, afr';:
Notice was issued Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess and Ryan Transport, LLC notifying them of a '(hen-;_:‘r.-{!nI
remaining deficiency balance of $32,836.32, as well as their responsibility for said deficiency. This balance?

rematns unpaid.

idy 5207

13)  As Ryan Transport, LLC has failed to cure the deficiency, and as a result of the subject guaranty, o

Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess is responsible for payment of the balance owed under the Contract to the

(‘D
Plaintiff, 2
14)  Pursuant to the subject Personal Guaranty, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess is responsible for%
payment of all attorneys' fees incurred by Plaintiff in the instant case. %‘
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW @
Due to the foregoing, it is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that: &
0
a) The Plaintift"s Motion for Summary Judgment against the Defendant is granted; g
=
b) The Defendant’s Answer filed on November 8, 2024 in the instant case is hereby dismissed with?
U
o
prejudice;
c) The Defendant’s Answer filed on November 12, 2024 in the instant case is hereby dismissed

with prejudice;
d) The Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration filed February 11, 2025 in the instant case is¢

hereby denied;

898 184 LZGOVZOZ#ESVS - SV

e) Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess is found to be responsible for the amounts owed under the
subject Contract;

f) I further find that the Plaintiff is entitled to attorneys fees and costs as set forth in the subject
Personal Guaranty;

) This matter is to be scheduled for a default damages hearing to determine the amounts owed
under the subject Contract,

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

**JUDGE’S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW**
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CBL Services,

VS,
Ryan Antonio Burgess

FORM 4

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANTS

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NO. 2024-CP-40-01953

Submitted by: Crawford & von Keller, LLC
Post Office Box 4216, Columbia, SC 29240

Attorney for Plaintiff

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

heard and a decision rendered. [] See page 2 for additional information.

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

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [_] Rule 40(j) SCRCP; [T] Bankruptey;

(] Binding Arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;

O]

rendered.
]
]

[7] Other ~
L]
J

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: [ ] See attached order (formal order to follow); [[] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

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

Additional Information for the Clerk: Order Granting Swnmary Judgment

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
shounld be envolled, 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)

CBL Services

Ryan Antonio Burgess

$ To be determined

$

$

JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or

.

£56101cdOVZ0c#ISYO - SYZid NOWINOD - SONIHO T - NV 0L:0) L1 2dy 6202 - G314 ATIVOINOHIDI 13

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.
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m

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only %

O

This judgment was entered on the day of . 2024 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate-z-:
attorney’s box on this the day of » 2025 to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as
follows: -
<

Tl

I-»“—:

B. Lindsay Crawford, Il (SC Bar# 6510) L
Theodore von Keller (SC Bar# 5718) N
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV (SC Bar# 101707) 8
Jason M. Hunter (SC Bar#101501) >
Crawford & von Keller, LLC. B

£
¥

PO Box 4216

1640 St. Julian Place (29204)
Columbia, $C 29240

Phone: 803-790-2626

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: InE-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 nof required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgement to parties who are not
E-Filers or wheo 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.
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Florence Common Pleas

Case Caption: Cbl Services Llc VS Ryan Transport Llc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2024CP2101953

Type: Order/Summary Judgment

So Ordered

s/ The Honorable Michael G. Nettles #2140

Electronically signed on 2025-04-11 09:21:14  page 6 of 6
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Motion for Summary Judgement of March
14. 2025






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
FLORENCE COUNTY
CBL Services LLC,
Plaintiff,
V8,
Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant,

File No. 0068-24-0001

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

C/A No.: 2024-CP-21-01953

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned as attorney for the Plaintiff

will appear before the presiding Judge for Richland County, ten (10) days after service hereof at

10:00 a.m., or at such other time and place as the Court may direct, and move for an order

pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure granting to the Plaintiff

Summary Judgment on the grounds that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact, and the
Plaintiff is entitled to an Order as a matter of law,

Said motion shall be based upon the statute and case law of the State of South Carolina,

upon the pleadings and other evidence developed in discovery, and upon the affidavits attached

hereto and other material properly received by the Court in connection therewith,

Columbia, SC
March 14, 2025

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED
CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LI.C
/stdason M. Hunter

Theodore von Keller, S.C. Bar No. 5718

B. Lindsay Crawford, III $.C. Bar No. 6510
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV 8.C. Bar No. 101707
Charley 8. FitzSimons S.C. Bar No, 104326
Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.101501

Post Oftice Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204

Telephone 803-790-2626

ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFT

Page 1 of'1
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Summons And Complaint of July 30, 2024

/O





Ryan Transport, LLC and
Ryan Antonio Burgess,
Defendants.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF FLORENCE ) C/A No:
)
CBL Services LLC, )
Plaintiff, ) SUMMONS
) (COLLECTIONS)
Vs, ) (NON-JURY)
)
)
)
)
)

TO THE DEFENDANTS ABOVE-NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action,
a copy of which is hereby served upon you, and to serve a copy of your answer on the subscribers
at Post Office Box 4216, Columbia, South Carolina 29240, within thirty (30) days after the service
hereof, exclusive of the day of such service hereof, 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,

Your responding to this Summons and Complaint does not terminate or limit the 30-
day period to dispute the validity of the debt or any portion thereof or your ability to request
verification of the debt or the name of the original creditor as described above.

Crawford & von Keller, LL.C

By: s/ Eric H. Nelson #104712
B. LINDSAY CRAWFORD, IIX
THEODORE VON KELLER
B. LINDSAY CRAWFORD, IV
CHARLEY F, MACINNIS
JASON M. HUNTER
ERIC H. NELSON (SC BAR # 104712)
Post Office Box 4216
Columbia, South Carolina 29240

Columbia, South Carolina (803) 790-2626
July 30, 2024 ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

[/

—
=
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF FLORENCE C/A No:
CBL Services LLC,
Plaintift, COMPLAINT
(COLLECTIONS)
VS. (NON-JURY)

Ryan Transport, LL.C and
Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendants.

M N M N’ e N s’ M e e e N e ana S

The Plaintiff, complaining of the above-named Defendants, would respectfully show unto
this Court:

L. That the Plaintiff is a corporation organized and existing pursuant to the laws of
one of the states of the United States. |

2, That on information and belief, Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC (hereinafter
“Defendant Transport”), is a business organized and doing business under the laws of the State of
South Carolina, County of Florence.

3 That on information and belief, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess (hereinafter
“Defendant Burgess”), is a resident of Florence County, South Carolina.

4, This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter and parties to this action
pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §§ 36-2-802, -803(A)(1) and (7).

FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Suit on Contract as to Defendant Transport)

5. Plaintiff reincorporates and realleges each of the foregoing allegations as fully as

if repeated herein verbatim.

! A
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6. That on or about September 22, 2021, Defendant Transport made, executed and
delivered to North Mill Credit Trust, for valid consideration given, a certain Commercial
Security Agreement, Personal Guaranty, Certificate of Incumbency and Authority, Authorization
Agreement for Automatic Withdrawal from Account, Electronic Record and Signature
Disclosure, and North Mill Credit Insurance Requirements (hereinafter collectively referred to as
the “Contract™) in writing, wherein and whereby payment was promised to North Mill Credit
Trust or its order the sum of Seventy-One Thousand, Eight Hundred Fifty-Seven and 98/100
($71,857.98) Dollars in the terms and conditions set out in the Contract, a copy of which is
attached herewith as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference; that said Contract
contained an acceleration clause, and provided that the Defendant shall be liable for any

deficiency resulting from the sale of the collateral.

7. That the contract was subsequently assigned to the Plaintiff herein.
8. Defendant Transport defaulted under the terms of the Contract.
9. Plaintiff sent Defendant Transport a Notice of Default and Right to Cure on or

about October 10, 2022, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”. However,
Defendants did not cure the default accordingly.

10. On or about November 15, 2022, Plaintiff repossessed the Collateral.

I1. That on or about November 15, 2022, Plaintiff gave statutory notice to Defendant
Transport of its intention to sell the property ten (10) days or more after the date of said notice, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and its terms are incorporated herein by
reference.

12.. On or about February 9, 2023, Plaintiff received payment under the terms of the

private sale and the proceeds were applied as follows:

/3
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a. Net Unpaid Principal Balance as of Date of Sale  $52,866.00

b. Less Gross Sales Proceeds Received $28,000.00
C. Total expenses to be added to deficiency $2,400.00
d. Late Fees $220.26

e. Termination/Documentation Fees $375.00

f. Due/Deficiency $27,861.26

13, Onor about February 9, 2023, Plaintiff provided written notice to Defendant
Transport of the sale results and remaining deficiency, a copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit “D”, and its terms are incorporated herein by reference.

14, Defendant Transport is in default under the terms of the Contract.

15.  Plaintiff seeks to exercise its rights under the terms of the Contract.

16.  Plaintiff has made demand for payment, and Defendant Transport has failed and
refused, and continues to fail and refuse, to pay said indebtedness.

17. Plaintiff has placed this matter with the undersigned attorneys for collection.

18.  Plaintiff is informed and believes that it is entitled to judgment against Defendant
Transport in the amount of $35,934.63 plus the attorney’s fees and court costs incurred in this
Imatter,

AS A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Suit on Guaranty)

19.  Plaintiff reincorporates and realleges each of the foregoing allegations as fully as
if repeated herein verbatim.

20.  For valuable consideration given, to further induce the Plaintiff to enter into the
Contract, Defendant Burgess did Personally Guaranty (hereinafter referred to as the “Guarantee™)

the amounts due under the Contract delivered to Plaintiff on or about September 22, 2021.

(Y
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Defendant Burgess, as Personal Guarantor, promised to repay Plaintiff the amounts due under the
Contract in the event that Defendant Transport failed to abide by the terms of the Contract at issue.

21, Pursuant to the terms of the Guarantee, in the event of default by Defendant
Transport, Defendant Burgess promised to pay the amounts due under the Contract. The
Guarantee is included in the Contract attached as Exhibit A.

22, Defendant Transport is in default under the terms of the Contract.

23, Plaintiff seeks to exercise its rights under the terms of the Guarantee.

24, Pursuant to its rights under the Guarantee, Plaintiff has elected to declare all sums
due under the Guarantee at once due and payable reserving, however, any and all other rights and
remedies Plaintiff may have.

25, Plaintiff has placed this matter with the undersigned attorneys for collection,

26.  That pursuant to the terms of the Contract, Plaintiff is entitled to its attorney’s
fees and court costs for the maintenance of this action.

27. Plaintiff is informed and believes that it is entitled to judgment against the
Defendant Burgess in the amount of $35,934.63 plus the attorney’s fees and court costs incurred

in this matter,

]S
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WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff prays that the Court enter an Order;

1. Granting Plaintiff a judgment against Defendant Transport as to the First Cause of Action
in the sum of Thirty-Five Thousand, Nine Hundred Thirty-Four and 63/100 ($35,934.63)
Dollars, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees;

2. Granting Plaintiff a judgiment against Defendant Burgess as to the Second Cause of Action
in the sum of Thirty-Five Thousand, Nine Hundred Thirty-Four and 63/100 ($35,934.63)

Dollars, plus interest, costs and attorney's fees.

Crawford & von Keller, LLC

By: s/ Eric H. Nelson #104712
B. LINDSAY CRAWFORD, III
THEODORE VON KELLER
B. LINDSAY CRAWFORD, IV
CHARLEY F, MACINNIS
JASON M. HUNTER
ERIC H. NELSON (SC BAR # 104712)
Post Office Box 4216
Columbia, South Carolina 29240
Columbia, South Carolina (803) 790-2626
July 30, 2024 ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

/6
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Defendant’s answer to Summons and
Complaint of November 12, 2024

/77





Ryan Transport, LLC & Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N Williamson Rd

Florence, SC 29506-8532
raburgess28aiyahoo.com

Defendant is self-represented

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF FLORENCE

CBL Services LLC. ANSWER

Plaintiff,
Civil No.: 2024CP2101953
VS,
Judge:
Ryan Transport, LI.C' & Ryan Antonio
Burgess .

Defendant(s).

Defendant answers Plaintifi”s Complaint as follows.

RESPONSE TO ALLEGATIONS

o . ‘ Do o )
I. Defendant denics the allegation in paragraph 1. A > S
pIY L
. . . . ’_:,! Y, o
2. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 2. L T
UL ke
ST EE N
. . . . e
3. Deflendant denies the allegation in paragraph 3. o -
Riesty o W
4. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 4, N
3 T
S o8
5. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 5.
6. Defendant denics the allegation in paragraph 6.
7. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 7.
8. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 8.
1 A self-service document from SOIOSUTt
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9. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 9.

10. Defendant denices the allegation in paragraph 10,

1. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 11.

I2. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 12.

13. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 13.

14, Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 14.

I5. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 15.

16. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 16.

[7. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 17.

18. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 18.

19. Defendant denies the allepation in paragraph 19,

20. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 20.

21. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 21.

22. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 22.

23, Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 23.

24. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 24.

25. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 25,

26. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 26.

27. Defendant denies the allegation in paragraph 27,
Defendant denies each and every allegation in the Complaint that is not expressly

admitted herein.
With respect to all paragraphs in which Plaintiff prays for damages or other relief,
Defendant denies that PlaintifT is entitled to such relicf under law,

« . ~ arar H
2 A self-service document from SOioSuUit
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-

f

9.

10.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part by the doctrines of laches. equitable
estoppel, and unclean hands.
PlaintifT"s claims are barred in whole or in part because of a failure to mitigate damagcs.
Plaintifl"s claims are barred in whole or in part by the statute of limitations.
Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part because Plaintiff does not correctly state
the amount owed.
Plaintiff”s claims are barred in whole or in part because Plaintifl harassed Defendant for
the debt in violation of the law.
Plaintiff"s claims are barred in whole or in part because of improper service.
PlaintilT"s claims are barred in whole or in part because Defendant’s debt was discharged
in bankruptey.
Defendant requests that Plaintiff perform an accounting and provide Defendant with
documentation that proves the amount that Defendant allegedly owes,
Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part because the lender misrepresented facts to
the Defendant.
Plaintiff”s claims are barred in whole or in part because the contract language is vague

and ambiguous.

. Plaintiff’s claims arc barred in whole or in part because the terms of the contract are

unconscionable,

WHEREFORE, Defendant requests the following relief:

I.

That Plaintiff>s Complaint be dismissed with prejudice, and Plaintifl take nothing

therefrom:

3 A self-service document from SoloSuit
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2. The Defendant recover its reasonable fees and costs incurred in defending against this
lawsuit:

3. For such other and further relief as this Court may deem just and proper.

DATED November 6, 2024,

15t Ryan Transport, ((( &
Ryan Antonio Burgese

Ryan Transport, LI.C & Ryan Antonio
Burgess
Self-represented

Original of the forgoing was caused 1o be filed via mail on November 6, 2024 (o
Clerk of Court

Judicial Center

{81 North Irby Street, Suite 1100

Florence SC 29501

Copy caused 1o be sent via mail on this day to:

Crawford & von Keller, LLC by Eric [1. Nelson # 104712
POST OFFICE BOX 4216

Columbia SC 29240

isi Ryan Transport, (L &
Ryan Antonio Burgese

Ryan Transport, LL.C & Ryan Antonio
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State of South Carolina Court of Common Pleas

Twelfth Judicial Circuit

County of Florence Case No. 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services, LLC,
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Ryan Transport, LLC, et. al.,
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A PPEARANCE S:;

Jason Mark Hunter, Esquire
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Krystal J. Smith
Official Circuit Court Reporter III

o2 2






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I NDE X

WITNESS/DESCRIPTION PAGE NUMBER
MOL10N £O RECONSIAG L i esissesssessseseesesssssssesmsnsessess e 4

Ruling on Motion £0 RECONSIAETL .o 6

Motion for Summary JUAGMEN . i, 7

Ruling on Motion for Summary JUdgmMEN ..., 15

Court Reporter CertifiCatilioNummmoos 16

-2

.






10

11

12

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

DESCRIPTION

EXHIBTITS

(No Exhibits Presented)

COURT REPORTER LEGEND

dashes —

ellipses

(ph]

[sic]

intentional or purposeful interruption
or change in thought

trailing off

phonetically written

written as said

3.
2.5






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

APRIL 7, 2025

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings began at 9:42 AM.)

THE COURT: The next case 1s CBL Services, LLC, versus
Ryan Transport, LLC.

MR. HUNTER: Good morning, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Good morning.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Good morning, Judge.

THE COURT: Good morning. How are you doing?

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Pretty good, sir.

THE COURT: Good. You're free to -- you can have a seat
if you would like.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Okay.

THE COURT: We'll -- we’ll recognize the plaintiff first,
and then I'm going to recognize you. Does that sound fair?

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right. Very good. Yes, sir?

MR, HUNTER: Thank you, Your Honor.

It’s, of course, up to you how you want to take these up.
I believe the defendant filed a motion to reconsider, he had
requested a jury trial, and we have filed a -- a motion for
summary judgment. If it’s all right with you, I can address
the motion to reconsider first.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. HUNTER: Thank you, Your Honor.

So, Your Honor, you might recall that the defendant filed

~4-
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a motion to dismiss, claiming that the Court did not have
personal jurisdiction over him. Your Honor, if you look at
Rule 4(d) and it says in the order a voluntary appearance is
equivalent to personal service. The defendant was claiming at
a prior hearing he was never served.

He did file in, I believe, November of 2024 a general
denial with some affirmative defenses. He has made a general
appearance. He has waived any -~- any claim that the Court
does not have personal jurisdiction over him.

Your Honor, not that you need it, but I do have a -- if I
could apprcach?

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. HUNTER: I do have a Supreme Court case that states
that ~-- if you'll indulge me. It says by making a general
appearance in an action, the defendant waives any objection to
jurisdiction of the person.

Now, I'm unsure what rules -- Rule of Civil Procedure
we’re proceeding under here as far as the motion to
reconsider, but there's no new evidence in this case. There's
no question that the evidence upon which the motion was denied
was sufficient. We're just looking at the public record here,
of course. There's been no intervening change in the law.
There's no evidence of any surprise or mistake.

Accordingly, the judgment should be denied.

THE COURT: All right. Yes, sir. 1I'd be glad to hear

05
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from you.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: With regard to the jurisdiction.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Yes, sir. Well, first of all,
I'd like to address that I did not waive my right. I did not
waive anything of my right to saying that the Court doesn't
have jurisdiction.

THE COURT: Did you =-- did you file an answer?

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Yes, sir. That was in my
original motion to dismiss.

THE COURT: All right.

THE DEFENDANT: And yeah, I have a response to the motion
for summary judgment.

THE COURT: All right. Well, based on that, I do indeed
find that this Court does have jurisdiction because of your
general appearance, but --

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: But --

THE COURT: ~- we'll address the issue with regard to
summary judgment at this juncture.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: He made a statement to you just
now, Your Honor. He said I waived my right. I did not waive
my right.

THE COURT: Well, by your actions, you did. And you're
protected on the record, and you can appeal the decision if

you want to, but at this juncture, we're going to take up the

76
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-=~ the motion for summary judgment, and I'll be glad to hear
from the moving party.

MR. HUNTER: Thank you, Your Honor. Jason Hunter again
for the plaintiff,

Your Honor, and just to clarify, I believe what was filed
was just our general form motion for summary judgment. The
only thing I'm seeking today to accomplish through our motion,
Your Honor, is to deal with the defendant's answer and allow
us to move on to a damages hearing.

So with that being clarified, Your Honor, this is a
collection case. It concerns the purchase of a 53-foot
trailer, the type that can be connected to a tractor and used
for over-the-road hauling. Back in September of 2021,
defendant decided through his LLC he needed to purchase this
piece of equipment. That piece of equipment was purchased in
2021 for $48,600. That purchase was financed by the
plaintiff's predecessor in interest.

Now, pursuant to that purchase, the defendant, on behalf
of the LLC, executed a note, a security agreement granting a
security interest in that collateral. Defendant also executed
a personal guarantee, guaranteeing that should the LLC fail to
abide by the terms of contract, then he would be personally
responsible.

The loan is to be repaid in 57 monthly payments of

$1,250.14. Those payments began in October of 2021.

T
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Now, the loan didn't work out. The LLC went into payment
default. And around November of 2022, the collateral was
surrendered. That same month, the plaintiff’s predecessor in
interest sent out a notice notifying the defendant personally
and the LLC that they intended to sell the collateral, apply
the proceeds to the deficiency, and that he would be
responsible for any remaining deficiency.

The property was sold. Proceeds of $26,000 were applied
to that debt. And in February of 2023, a deficiency notice
was sent to the LLC and to the defendant personally informing
them of the application of his proceeds, of the deficiency
balance, and the fact that they remained liable for the
payment of that. If they failed to pay it, it would be sued.
And of course, the deficiency was not paid, and we are here
today.

Your Honor, everything I've just said has been attested
to in an affidavit. Along with our affidavit, we included a
copy of the agreement, a copy of the bill of sale for this
trailer, the collateral, copies of documents evidencing the
transfer of the debt to my client, to the plaintiff. We
included the pre-sale notice and the post-sale deficiency
notice.

Defendant has -- and it's clear in the record he's
clearly kept up with this lawsuit. He submitted no evidence

contradicting anything in the plaintiff’s pleadings, neither

°g8-
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anything the plaintiff says in their affidavit, or any of the
plaintiff's exhibits. There's no evidence in front of the
Court that contradicts any of that.

There's -- we've sent discovery to the defendant, and
that discovery included -~ we haven’t gotten any discovery
back. That discovery included requests to admit that dealt
with all the defendant's affirmative defenses. All that stuff
is now deemed admitted.

The undisputed facts of this case clearly show that the
plaintiff should be afforded judgment as a matter of law.
There's no genuine dispute as to any material facts that
require resolution at a trial.

For that reason, we're requesting that the Court grant
our motion and allow us to schedule a damages hearing in -- in
the case. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. I'd be glad to hear from you.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: VYes, sir. I have a response.
It's -- it’s capticoned Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's
Motion for Summary Judgment.

On March 1l4th, 2025, plaintiff, through its attorney,
filed a motion for summary judgment seeking an order on the
grounds that there are no genuine issues as to any material
facts and that plaintiff is entitled to such order as a matter
of law. He is wrong. Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment

should be denied.
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Plaintiff is not entitled to an order of summary judgment
as a matter of law. There are clearly definitely genuine
issues as to material facts.

First and foremost, defendant responded to plaintiff's
motion and complaint, and that record speaks for itself.
Defendant denied everything that was alleged. Defendant takes
issue with the fact that plaintiff is still allowed to proceed
in this matter against defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess, when,
in fact, the so-called contract was between North Mill Credit
Trust, an entity from the State of Connecticut, and now
dissolved South Carolina limited liability company, Ryan
Transport, LLC. Plaintiff has no right to pursue defendant
Ryan Antonio Burgess in this matter because defendant did not
knowingly, willing -- willfully or intentionally sign as a
personal guarantor for the above-mentioned limited liability
company.

And I ask this Court to force plaintiff to produce any
witnesses, such as a notary public or anyone from CBL
Services, LLC, whom I have no knowledge of, for the record, or
the original creditor, North Mill Credit Trust, that can
testify that they personally witnessed or have audio or video
of Ryan Antonio Burgess signing as a personal guarantor for
Ryan Transport, LLC.

Secondly, the Fourteenth and Fifth Amendments of the

United States Constitution guarantees every person, such as

10 -
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Ryan Antonio Burgess, the right to a fair legal process that
protects fundamental rights. Ryan Antonio Burgess has a right
to due process. Granting plaintiff’s motion for summary
judgment will surely violate defendant's due process rights
and right to a fair and impartial trial procedure.

Plaintiff is well aware of defendant's intentions to
proceed to a jury trial in this case, and on January 28th,
2025, plaintiff and defendant stood before this Court when
plaintiff heard defendant advise this Court in open court that
he wants to proceed to a jury trial, and this Court responded
to defendant, advising him that, at that junction, that's
where this case is headed.

On February 1llth, 2025, defendant formally requested for
a jury trial by way of motion. Plaintiff is attempting to
avoid or avert the trial process and procedures by asking this
Court for an order of summary Jjudgment, thus in violation of
defendant's due process rights.

For all of the above-mentioned facts, defendant
respectfully requests that this Court deny plaintiff's motion
for summary judgment. Respectfully submitted, Ryan Antonio
Burgess.

THE COURT: Do you have any affidavits or depositions or
any discovery to support what you just told me?

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: No, sir, I don't.

THE COURT: 1I'll be glad to hear from the plaintiff, and

11
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then I'll recognize you again.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Okay.

THE COURT: What -- in reviewing the file, it appears as
if he did sign the note and a personal guarantee, didn't he?

MR. HUNTER: Yes, Your Honor, and I'll just point out
that, you know, he's responsible for the --

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Can I respond to that, Judge?

THE COURT: Hang on just one second.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Okay.

MR. HUNTER: The defendant is, of course, responsible for
the content of the document. You can't execute a document and
then say, well, I didn't know what was in that. He’s
responsible for the terms of the contract he signed.

Yes, Your Honor, it appears that he signed on behalf of
the LLC. He signed ~- he signed the personal guarantee, you
know, giving himself the responsibility to be -- to undertake
any obligation the LLC did not take care of itself. He took
possession of the trailer. He returned the trailer. Yes,
Your Honor, he did.

THE COURT: All right. All right. Well, I'm going to
grant the motion for summary judgment and ask that you prepare
an order to that effect and allow the -- the defendant to --

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Judge, you're not going to let me
respond to that?

THE COURT: Yes. Yes, you can. Yes.

12
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THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Yes. I mean, before you make a
decision, I mean, you said I signed a personal guarantee, but
I maintain that I do not recognize this document. That's what
-- that's the reason I'm standing here today, because of this
one half page that I need a magnifying glass to read the
paper.

My signature is clearly not on this -- on this paper, and
that's what he is relying on to have me standing here other
than the LLC. He’s relying on this little paper here that
doesn't have a signature -- my signature on it, and the -- and
the address is incorrect, and the personal guarantee is
incomplete.

I don't recognize this document. I believe it's
fraudulent. I was never told that I was signing a --

THE COURT: Did you -- did you get the trailer? Did you
get --

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: I think it was false. I believe
it’s fraudulent.

THE COURT: Did you get the trailer and use it?

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: I did not. A limited liability
company did.

THE COURT: Oh, okay. All right. Well, let me see -~

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: I maintain that I --

THE COURT: Let me see the piece --

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: -- did not sign this document.

13-
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THE COURT: Let me see that.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: I do not recognize this document.
I maintain that no one from North Mill Credit Trust ever went
over a personal guarantee. I believe they used tactics to --
predatory lending tactics. I don't recognize that document.
Somehow, they slid it in there or I'm not sure if this ~- who
the -- whoever the plaintiff is representing. They slid it
in.

I -- my signature is not -~ clearly, if you look in the
signature block, it asks for my complete name. I did not sign
my complete name. The address is incomplete, and I addressed
that in my supplement to defendant's motion for
reconsideration of my motion to dismiss.

THE COURT: All right.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: And if you -- that's what he's
relying on. I don't believe I should be here, Your Honor, and
1f you look at that paper, that paper does not give him any
right to have me here. That's incomplete and inaccurate.

THE COURT: All right,.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: And I don't recognize it.

THE COURT: Well, at this juncture, motion for summary
judgment, you're required to support those allegations and
perhaps have evidence presented in the form of an affidavit
that's not your signature. You could have a handwriting

expert, but you haven't done that.

14 -
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So, therefore, I'm going to rule in favor of the summary
judgment and give you an opportunity to appear for a damages
hearing.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: So just to be clear, my
statements about my right to a jury trial and violating my due
process rights and Fourteenth Amendment, you’re going to just

THE CQURT: Yes. Yes, I am.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: You're going to just deny it?

THE COURT: But you can appeal it.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: File an appeal?

THE COURT: You can appeal it.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Say that again?

THE COURT: You can -- you can appeal that decision if
you choose to do so.

THE DEFENDANT BURGESS: Okay.

THE COURT: Very good. Good luck to you.

MR. HUNTER: Thank you, Your Honor.

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings ended at 9:57 AM.)

——— END REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT =---
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State of South Carolina )
) Certificate

County of Florence )

I, the undersigned, Krystal J. Smith, Official Court
Reporter for the Twelfth Judicial Circuit of the State of
South Carolina, do hereby certify that the foregoing pages,
numbered 1 through 15, constitute a true, accurate, and
complete Transcript of Record of all the proceedings had and
evidence introduced in the hearing of the above captioned
case, relative to appeal, in the Court of Common Pleas for
Florence County, South Carolina, on the 7th day of April,
2025.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel,

nor interest to any party hereto.

2 Joustad ] clinilh

Court Reporter
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Defendant’s Motion to dismiss of December
13,2024
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2)

4)

6)

All of Plaintiff requests in their Summons and complaint, reply, and subsequent
letters are Null and Void, and without merrit because Plaintiff is asking this
court for a judgment against a business that Articles of QOrganization was filed
on November 10 2022 therefore, was not in existence at the time Plaintiff claims
a contract was agreed to and have nothing to do with this case whatsoever.
Plaintiff etated in the summanna and anmnlaint that Ruan Tranenart 11N ilea
business organized and doing business in South Carolina and that this court
has jurisdiction. The defendants will show that this court does not have
jurisdiction over this case because the business was Organized on November10
2022 and Terminated on November20 2024. (T Eagilisian)

Plaintiff requests for a judgment against Ryan Antonio Burgess. That request
must he denied hecause the husiness Plaintiff states Ryan Antanio Rurdgeca is
associated with in the summons and complaint and all documents filed
thereafter is Dissolved and was notin existence at the time Plaintiff states in
their summons and complaint.

The Plaintiff did not legally serve Defendants with the Summons and complaint
in accordance with the laws of South Carolina. Plaintiff has Failed to properly
garve Defandante,

Defendants does not Need an Attorney to Represent a company thatis Not an
active, actual, legally existing business in South Carolina and was not in
existence at the time of Plaintiffs stated claims in their summons and
complaint. Ryan Transport, LLC is not in existence.

7)Defendants deny all of Plaintiffs claims.

8).Defendants have never had any dealings with CBL Services, LLC

Based on the aforementioned facts, defendants Respectful request that this court
Grant this Motion To Dismiss this case With Prejudice and Deny any and all of
Plaintiffs reguests.

Respectful Submitted,
Ryan Antonio Burgess
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Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of
Defendant’s motion to dismiss of February
11,2025
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in The Court Of Common Pleas
CASE NO. 2024-CP-21-01953
State OF South Carolina
County OF Florence
CBL Services, LLC
Plaintiff,

V8-
Ryan Transport, LLC & Ryan Antonio

Burgess ST ra
‘ ;‘ : (2% ]
Defendant(s). 6o

MQ‘[LQM.EQ&BEQQN.SJQEBAHQ&QEQEEE.DLDANI&MQILQMQMSMLS&

On January 28 2025, this court held a hearing on defendant’s MOTION To Dismiss.

Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess appeared before this court and stated his grounds
for dismissal of this case. The Court Denied Defendant’s Motion and issued an order of
denial on February 10, 2025.

Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess believes this court has erred in its findings and
rulings of denying his MOTION to dismiss based on the following Facts and Reasons .

1) The Plaintiff did not properly Serve defendant with the Summons and complaint
in accordance with South Carolina State Law. This court found that because
defendant filed and answer to the summons and complaint and appeared in
this case, that the Plaintiff basically does not have to comply with State Law as
it relates to property serving the defendant and stated the defendant voluntarily
appeared in this matter.

This Court is wrong and clearly has erred in its findings. At the hearing on the
motion to dismiss, the court asked the defendant how did he became aware of

this case. Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess explained to this court he was made
aware by typing his name on the courts website . Infact, the attorney for Plaintiff
stated in open court to this court that there were no records of when and where
defendant was served essentially acknowledging that defendant was hot
served. Itis wrong and in error for this court to allow Plaintiff to disregard the

law by not serving defendant properly.

92





2) This Court has No Jurisdiction over this matter. An LLC is a Limited Liability
Company. The LLC associated with this case does not exist and Plaintiff cannot
produce any witnesses to prove they witnessed Defendant Ryan Antonio
Burgess sighing a contract. Therefore this case Must be dismissed.

Based on the aforementioned Facts and Reasons, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess
Respectful request that this court reconsider his MOTION To Dismiss and do
Dismiss this case with Prejudice.

S/
Ryan Antonio Burgess

e
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Notice Of Defendant’s Intent to Proceed To
Jury Trial of February 11, 2025
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In The Court Of Common Pleas
CASE NO. 2024-CP-21-01953
State OF South Carolina
County OF Florence

CBL Services, LLC

......

Plaintiff, e
vS- S
Ryan Transport, LLC & Ryan Aﬁtonio : g . 5
Burgess R
Defendant(s).

NOTICE OF DEFENDANT INTENT TO PROCEED TO JURY TRIAL

In the above caption Case, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess is Formally Notifying this
court that he wishes to exercise his Seventh Amendment Right OF The United States
Constitution that Guarantees the Right to a Jury Trial.

Defendant Respectful Request that this court Schedule a Speedy Jury Trial Date for
this case. '

S/ Ryan Antonio Burgess

m——— m:-«—ﬁj,m o[/ [dodS
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Defendant’s response to plaintiff’s motion
for summary judgment of March 21, 2025






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FLORENCE COUNTY

CASE # 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LLC,

Plaintif, TR
e

V. L RRT

Ryan Antonio Burgess, 6%y

Defendant.

DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

On March 14, 2025 Plaintif, thru its attorney
filed a Motion For Summary Judgment
seeking an order on the grounds that there
are noO genuine issue as to any material fact
and that Plaintif is entitled to such order as a
matter of law. He is Wrong.

Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment
P Y 15





should be Denied. Plaintiff is not entitled to
an order of Summary Judgment as a matter
of law. There are clearly, Definitely genuine
issues as to material Facts.

First and foremost, Defendant responded to
Plaintiffs Summons and Complaint and that
record speaks for itself. Defendant denied
everything that was alleged.

Defendant takes issue with the fact that
Plaintiff is still allowed to proceed in this
matter against Defendant Ryan Antonio
Burgess when infact the so called Contract
was between North Mill Credit Trust an entity
from the state Of Connecticut and a now
Desolved South Carolina Limited Liability
Company, Ryan Transport LLC. Plaintiff has
no right to pursue defendant Ryan Antonio
Burgess in this matter because, Defendant
DID NOT knowingly, willfully or intentionally
signed as a personal guarantor for the above
mentioned Limited Liability Company and |

ask this court to force plaintiff to produce any
PA-Y 79





witnesses such as a Notary Public or anyone
from CBL Services LLC, whom | have no
Knowledge of For the Record, or the Original
Cridtor Noth Mill Credit Trust, that can testify
that they personally witnessed or have audio
or video of Ryan Antonio Burgess signing as
a personal guarantor for Ryan Transport LLC.

Secondly, the Fourthteenth and Fifth
amendments of the United States
Constitution guarantees every person such
as Ryan Antonio Burgess the right to a fair
legal process and protects fundamental right.
Ryan Antonio Burgess has a right to Due
Process. Granting Plaintiffs Motion for
Summary Judgment will surely violate
Defendants Due Process Rights and Right to
a fair and Impartial trail procedure.

Plaintiff is well aware of defendant intentions
to proceed to a jury trial in this case. On
January 28, 2025 Plaintiff and defendant

stood before this court when Plaintiff heard
P 3~Y So





defendant advised this court in open court
that he wants to proceed to a jury trail and
this court responded to defendant advising
him that at that junction that's where this
case is headed.

On February 11, 2025 defendant formally
requested for a Jury trial by way of Motion.

Plaintiff is attempting to avoid or avert the
trial process and procedures by asking this
court for an order of Summary Judgment
thus in violation of defendants Due Process
Rights.

For all of the above mentioned facts
defendant respectful request that this court
deny plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment.

Respectful Submitted,

Ry;ﬂm Antonio Burgess
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Supplement to defendant’s motion for
reconsideration to dismiss filed March 24,
2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FLORENCE COUNTY

CASE # 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LLC,

Plaintif, 28 g
VS. 589 0 ggi
Ryan Antonio Burgess, 88 g
Defendant.

SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO DISMISS

On February 11, 2025 Defendant filed a
Motion For RECONSIDERATION OF MOTION
TO DISMISS.

In Support of that Motion Defendant Ryan
Antonio Burgess supplements that Motion to

include another ground for dismissal based
pi-D 53






on the Incomplete and inaccuracies of the
Personal Guaranty.

Defendant Has no knowledge of Singing a
personal guaranty and the Personal Guaranty
does not the individual Legal Name under the
signature of the document nor does the
document contain the correct address of the
Defendant.

For those Two additional reasons

Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess request that

this court Grant his MOTION to Dismiss.
Submitted Respectfully sS€< &b
Ryan Antonio Burgess A
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Defendant’s Exhibit A






f Haclronic Origlnald document wanaged by he aGorat Y &g
DacuSigs Envelupe ID: E7E20005-8008-401A-ASC3-90B6C 00 ter! O the Flectonic Orlginaki document nianaged by tne aGaret Ga Demand (BOD™) Sagice.

PERSONAL GUARANTY 3]

&
In conyidgration of Secured Patty enledng into e abave Secudty Agresmant (ihe Agroement), e undersipned (the *Cuaantar ), fuinlly and sevoraliy with mwf”}

ofier guarantors, peraonally and angondiionally guaranless lg Secured Parly he prorapl poymsat and gerarmanca iy full, wian duy, of @it Qelor's oé‘!/qum.':r"’
unties the Agreenisnl including, withou! imitation, every loan paymest aned the accelerslod bolanes of paynients If demantad by Secued Pady, Secornzd f)ml,r“
sl gl by fuqm’rad lo procasd anainst Deblor or the Collateral or o onforce any olher remady bolire proceoding agalost the Guaranlor. The Guarentar agrees™
1o pay all stioraeys' Faes and olhor exponses Ingureeed by Secured Parly Dy reason of any default of Dalilar or in enfarsing the Agesemsnl or thls Guaraniy, Thilt
Guaranlor waivos notiva of acceplanca hereal and oll alher notiseg or demaads of any Kind lo which the Guaranior may b enliled oid congenls lo ha granting
of extansions of tins tu Dobtar and olher obligers and guarantors for pagment ar pedoiotance and 10 any ollge ameidients or adustmants i the torins of Iltf‘c’:}
Agrsemant. Mo paymend pnder this Guaranty will eatithe g Guarentor, by subrogation or olhervse, (o any paymeit front Ihe Deblor or aul of the progatty ary
other agsels of the Qubiur, Sagurad Parly does not have lo sue Deblar or racaver on the Collatsral hefore commencing provecdings against (he Guarantor mdy
s Guarently is o soparaly disting! eontractual obligation of the Guarantor, Securet Pary s foss ofany iight to the Collaleral wit net alfect (he Guaranior's t)l}llquhmf:)
e pay Sacured Parly and the Buaranfos subordinalus eny rights of suleagalion against Dabtor (o alt Qbligatians of Deblor {0 Secured Padty horsundar, Thath
Guarantor vall reimbuirse Sueurad Parly for all of e expenses incurced in eoforeing any of Secured Party's dghts against he Deblor ar e Guarantor incluting®,
wllomays’ [pas and coste, This Guaranly shall bind (ke halrs, adminlstretors, representalives, suscessors and assigns of e Guarantor any may he snforcet by
or for tha beaelit of aoy assignee or successor of Sacurad Party,  This Guargnly shall e gavewmed by e laes of the State of Califoriz and the Guarantoy
censents with respgct to this Guaranly and its enforcement o the same California courts' jutisdiction aad veauo lo which Dabtor consantsd undar Saclion 17 uf‘”
the Agresmunt. The Guarantor hag eseculed his Guaratly alfective asof the dale indicated bolove, If more ian ong Guarantar, Gach shall hava joint and sevaralls

abitiy uncer thls Guananly and raferences bo Guaranicr shall be daamed a raforence o sach. THE UNDERSIGNED \YAIVES TRIAL BY JURY It AMY A(“NONu
ARISING QUT OF OR RELATED TO THE AGREEMENT AND THIS GUARANTY.,

PERSONAL GUARANTORMAME: Ryan Antonio .
Burgass bﬂ\ \ﬂ e

L P SE i}
SIGHATURE: N, s atadstite oo i RN ADDRIESS: 509 Wost Welianison Soard , Flemacs, SO ;2}57’)!.-(}532 =
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Plaintiff’s affidavit of March 14, 2024
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FLORENCE COUNTY C/A No.: 2024-CP-21-01953
CBL Services LLC,

Plaintiff, AFFIDAVIT

VS,
Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant.

File No. 0068-24-0001

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

The undersigned, Jason M. Hunter, attorney at Crawford & von Keller, LLC, who, being duly
sworn, states as follows:
1. My firm represents the Plaintiff in the above-entitled matter.
2, On February 7, 2025, Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Plaintiff’s First
Requests to Admit, and Plaintiffs First Requests for Production were served upon
Defendant, Ryan Antonio Burgess, via US mail, making the deadline for response
March 10, 2025. Copies of the relevant Cover Letter, Requests to Admit, and
Certificate of Service are attached hereto collectively as Exhibit ‘A’ and made a
part hereof by reference.
3. Pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant
has not responded to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission within 30 days and,

therefore, said requests are all deemed as admitted.

s 8
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FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT. /) /

Sworn a.nil subscribed before me e ”"J'E‘l;’(m M. Huntor— Mk......-«/
This_4 - U day of A\ oth— Ml 5095

/ \/ ¢“ZS /W'“z,,w

Notary Pubhc for the State of:
My Commission Bxpires: < / 2»%/} 203
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‘ NORTH CAROLINA
SOUTH (,AR()LINA' \W Banjamin A, Barco
8, lindsay Crawford, ¥ - Giregory P, Cowan**
Theodore von Kaller ' e Jonathan Payne

B, Lindsay Crawford, v+ Allse Matherson

loson M. Hunter

. (“]{ AW I_? () J{ 1) é.() V( ) J\J I< 1,{‘ I I l? I{ *Certfied Speclallst In Bankrupicy and
Chorley FltzSImoqs Maclnnts A By . w) Dk WEWAWEWE AR A Debtor-Creditar Law In §¢
krte M, Nalson S Admitted Iv South Carolina

Katharyn L, Saphia®¥ CREDITQRS' RIGHTS | LANDLORD-TENANT | LITIGATION

and dorth Caroling
Lawrence Wolohnson Jr.* - Speclsl Counsel

February 7, 2025

Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N, Williamson Road
Florence, South Carollna 29506

PURSUANT TO THE FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICE ACT, 15 USC 1692E(11), THIS
CORRESPONDENCE IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT ADEBT AND ANY INFORMATION
OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE,

RE:  CBL 8ervices, LLC vs. Ryan Antonia Burgess
Case: 2024-CP-21-01953
Our file: 0068-24-0001
Dear Mr, Burgess:
Enclosed please Tind Plaintiff’s First Set of Intetrogatories, Plaintlff’s First Request to
Admit, and Plaintiff’'s First Request for Production, In the above captloned case, which |
hereby serve upon youl,

Please contact me with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Sincersly,

6o
» ' \ﬁ‘l -} 1640 5TIJULIAN PLACE, COLUMBIA, SC 29204 | PRO. BOX 4216, COLUMBIA, 5C 29240
LI ek ( © 803,790.2626 EXT. 206 PHONE | 803,790,1277 FAX | CRAWFORDVK.COM

iy,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF TLORENCY, C/A No, 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LILC,
..vs...
Ryan Antonio Burgess, PLAINTIFIS FIRST REQUESTS TO

ADMIT
Defondant, ADMI

TO:  Ryan Transport LLC & Ryan Antonio Burgess, PRO SE DEFENDANT:

Pursuant to Rules 26 and 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 3(b)
of the Circult Court Arbitration Rules, Plaintiff’ hereby propounds and serves the following
requests to admit upon Defendants, to be answered separately, in writing and under oath, within
thirty (30) days from the date of service hereof or be decmed admitted,

1. Admit that on or about September 22, 2021, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess, as signatory
for Ryan Transport LL.C signed a Comumercial Seourity Agreement, Certificate of Incumbency and
Authority, Authorization Agreement for Automatic Withdrawal from Account, Electronic Record
and Signature Disclosure, and North Mill Credit Insurance Requirements Defendant (“Contract”
hereinafter).

2. Admit that pursuant to the Contract referred to above, Defendants utilized the credit
extended by Plaiotiff,

3. Admit that Defendants promised to pay the amounts advanced under the agreement and are

in default under the terms of the Contract with a balance of $71,857.98,

4, Admit that you enteved this Contract freely and without coercion.

5. Admit that you had the ability to review the Contract prior to signing the Contract,

6. Admit that you were in no way defrauded in the formation or execution of the Contract,
7. Admit that you have no evidence that you were defrauded by the lender who advanced the

funds and allowed you to make these purchases under the Contract.

8. Admit that the terms of the agreement were not unconscionable,
9. Admit that there was no lack of diligence on behalf of the Plaintiff,

10, Admit that Plaintiff made no false representations.

{1, Admit that Defendants did not detrimentally rely on any facts which Plaintiff concealed,

CXN
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12,

Admil that Plaintiff was not gullty of any fraud, deceit, unconscionability, or bad faith

directly related to this matter,

13,
14,
15.
16.
17,
L8,
19.
20,

Admit that Plaintiff mitigated damages.

Admit that Plaintiff’s claims are not barred by the statute of limitations.
Admit that Defendants were not harassed for the debt in violation of the law.
Admit that Defendants were properly served,

Admit that Defendants’ debt was not discharged in bankruptey.

Admit that Plaintiff did not misrepresent any facts to Defendants,

Admit that the contract was not vague or ambiguous,

Admit that Defendants had a meaningful choice to decide whether to enfor into the contract

or to not enter into the contract,

21
22.
23.

Admit that none of the tetms of the contract were hidden,
Admit that all teems of the contract were fair and equitable,

Admit that under the Contract you owe unto the Plaintiff Seventy-One Thousand Eight

Hundred Fifty-Seven and 98/100 ($71,857.98) Dollars, plug interest, costs, and atlomey's foes,

CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLLC

&/ /@ﬂ%ﬁ//z/f/z L. 3:7%@

B, Lindsay Crawford, 110

Theodore von Keller, SC Bar No, 5718
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV

Charley F, Maclnnis

Jason M. Hunter

Eric H. Nelson

Katharyn L. Sophia

Post Office Box 4216

BY:

Columbia, South Carolina Columbia, South Carolina 29240
February 7, 2025 ATTORNREYS IFOR THE PLAINTIFF
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF FLORENCE

CBL Services, LLC,
Plaintiff,
R
Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant(s),

IN THIE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
C/A No. 2024-CP-21-01953

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, Lori Qualls, an employec of Crawford & von Keller, LLC, attorneys for

the Plaintiff, do hereby certify that I served a copy of the Plaintiff’s Tirst Set of Interrogatories,

Plaintiff’s First Requests to Admit, and Plaintiff*s First Requests for Production on February 7,

2025, to the Defendant listed below, by personally depositing a copy of same in a United States

Postal Service mailbox, postage pre-paid, addressed as follows:

Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N, Williamson Road
Florence, South Carolina 29506

Columbia, South Carolina
February 7, 2025

o%& Q)ﬁ%%/m..

Lori Qualls

6
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Defendant’s response to plaintiff’s affidavit
of March 21, 2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FLORENCE COUNTY

CASE # 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LLC, |
Plaintif, c g B

S ORIy
VS. N
Ryan Antonio Burgess, T8
Defendant.

DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF
AFFIDAVIT

Plaintiff filed an Affidavit on March 14,2025
stating to this court that plaintiff served on
defendant the following, Plaintiffs first set of
Interrogatories, plaintiffs first request to
admit and Plaintiffs first request for
production via US Mail and that the deadline

to respond was March 10, 2025.
P/-de 66





Plaintiff did Not serve those documents to
defendant properly infact defendant does not
recall receiving those documents.

Defendant did and does Not admit to
anything that plaintiff sent and or request.
Defendant has maintained that he is
challenging this case and is hopeful for the
dismissal of this case so there is no way that
defendant would not respond or admit to
anything that plaintiff alleges.

Defendant request that this court not allow
plaintiff to rely upon Rule 36 of the South
Carolina Rules of Civil procedures to say
defendant non response is deemed admitted.
Defendant believes that Plaintiff is
attempting to use unlawful legal tactics to
win this case that he knows defendant is
seeking a jury trail in.

Respectful Submitted,.; ;.

Ryan Antonio Burgess/;, 3 2/ 2%
P Aok 7
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Defendant’s response to Affidavit of the
plaintiff of March 24, 2025

L%





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FLORENCE COUNTY
CASE # 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LLC, g

Plaintif, m 2 gi
50 o I

VS. say

Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO AFFIDAVIT OF
THE PLAINTIFF

Plaintiff filed an Affidavit on March 21, 2025.
Every single statement in the Affidavit made
by Rachel Moaddab of CBL Services, LLC are
certainly Hearsay, inadmissible and should
not be relyed upon by this Court.

As to statements 1 thru 15

1) Hearsay, 2). Hearsay 3) Hearsay 4)
9.]0Y ¢ 9





Hearsay 5). Hearsay 6). Hearsay 7). Hearsay
8). Hearsay 9).Hearsay 10). Hearsay 11).
Hearsay 12). Hearsay 13). Hearsay 14).
Hearsay 15). Hearsay 16).Hearsay
15).Hearsay.

Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess ask this
court to not grant Plaintiffs wishes in this
Affidavit because Rachel Moaddab of CBL
Services, LLC does not have Any Personal
Direct knowledge of any agreement between
Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess and North
Mill Credit Trust.

Infact, She Rachel Moaddab stated in the
Affidavit North Mill Equipment Finance sold
the Agreement to Tribute Capital Partners
LLC Who then Sold the agreement to CBL
Services LLC, whom chose to hire Crawford
Von & Keller law firm to bring this case to
court.

The Plaintiff specifically stated that the only
knowledge she has is through the review of

business records. Records that wasn't even
) 043 70





received directly from the original creditor
but, from a Debt collector that purchased the
agreement from the original creditor.

There's a reason why The Original Cridtor
North Mill Credit Trust, and Tribute Capital
LLC did not bring this matter to this court.

| believe that reason is because they knew
they didn't have a case. Plaintiff has
aggressive filed a frivolous Case Against
Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess asking this
court for a judgment against Defendant.
Plaintiff is not entitled to a judgment against
Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess and ask to
court Respectful to not grant such Motion in

favor of Plaintiff.
Respectful Submitted,

Ryan Antonio Burgess
—'
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Order denying Appellant’s Motion to
dismiss filed February 10. 2024

A





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF FLORENCE C/A No. 2024-CP-21-01953
CBL Services LLC,
VG~
Ryan Antonio Burgess, ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S
. MOTION TO DISMISS
Defendants.

This matter comes before me upon Motion of the Defendant Pro se, pursuant to Rule 12 of the
South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, seeking an Order Dismissing the Plaintiff’s Complaint
with prejudice. This is a collection matter.

On December 13, 2024, Defendant filed and served its Motion to Dismiss. The hearing on
this matter was lield before me on January 28, 2025 at the Florence County Courthouse, Present
and participating in the hearing was Jason M. Hunter of the law firm Crawford & von Keller, LLC
for the Plaintiff. The Defendant appeared Pro se.

Upon consideration of the motion and the applicable law, the Court hereby DENIES the
motion for the following reasons:

L. Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess asserted at the hearing of this Motion that the
dissolution and dismissal of prior Co-Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC should absolve him
personally as to the debt being pursued by the Plaintiff in the instant case.

2. In its Complaint, Plaintiff asserts that Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess executed a
Personal Guaranty as to the subject debt. The Court explained to the Defendant at hearing that
a Guaranty would allow Plaintiff to continue to pursue its rights under the subject contract
against him personally. As such, neither the dissolution or dismissal of prior Co-Defendant
Ryan Transport, LL.C are grounds for dismissal of the instant case.

3. Defendant further argued that service upon him was insufficient, and that said
insufficiency of service of process is reason to dismiss the instant case.

4. The Court notes that Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess has appeared in this matter
by the filing of a responsive Answer to the Plaintiff’s Complaint, and also through the filing

of this Motion to Dismiss. A “[v]oluntary appearance by [a] defendant is equivalent to personal

3
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service.” Rule 4(d) South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. As such, Defendant’s voluntary

appearance in the instant case obviates any argument that service of process was insufficient,

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, the Court finds that the dismissal of a co-
defendant in this matter is not grounds for a dismissal of this case. Further, the Court finds that
Defendant’s voluntary appearance in this case provides it with personal jurisdiction over the

Defendant. Accordingly, the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is hereby DENIED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

*%JUDGE"S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW**
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Florence Common Pleas

Case Caption: Cbl Services Llc VS Ryan Transport Llc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2024CP2101953

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

s/ The Honorable Michael G. Nettles #2140

Electronically signed on 2025-02-10 10:33:12 page 3 of 3
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Respondent’s Motion and Order dismissing
corporate Defendant dated January 15. 2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF FLORENCE C/A No. 2024-CP-21-01953
CBL Services LLC, MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL
AS TO DEFENDANT RYAN
Plaintiff, TRANSPORT, LLC ONLY

(WITHOUT PREJUDICE)
..vs..

Ryan Transport, LLC and Ryan Antonio
Burgess,

Defendants.
0068-24-0001

Pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1)(A), SCRCP, the undersigned counsel for the Plaintiff hereby
moves the Court to enter an Order dismissing Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC only, and
declares:

Plaintiff no longer wishes to pursue this matter against Ryan Transport, LLC as the
company appeatrs to be dissolved. Co-Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess has purported to file a
responsive answer on behalf of Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC Pro Se, but said Defendant LLC
has not properly appeared in this action.

WHEREFORE, IT IS SO ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that, in
consideration of the foregoing, and upon such terms and conditions as the Court deems proper, it
is hereby ordered that Defendant Ryan Transport, LLC is hereby dismissed from the above-
entitled action, without prejudice.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

WE SO MOVE

CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLC

/stTason M. Hunter

Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.101501
Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204
Telephone 803-790-2626
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF
Columbia, South Carolina 29204

ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF

o,
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2025 Jan 15 12:29 PM - FLORENCE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2024CP2101953

**SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW**





Florence Common Pleas

Case Caption: Cbl Services Llc VS Ryan Transport Llc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2024CP2101953

Type: Order/Dismissal

H. Steven DeBerry, IV

Circuit Court Judge 2771

Electronically signed on 2025-01-15 12:06:14  page 3 of 3
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Form 4 Order and formal Order Denying
Appellant’s Motion for Reconsideration
filed February 14, 2025






FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Florence

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2024CP2101953
Cbl Services Llc Ryan Antonio Burgess
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

0 O X O

LI

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.
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): l:] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [:} Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); D Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);
[:] Other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): E] Rule 40(j), SCRCP;D Bankruptey:
Ej Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

[:j Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

B Affirmed; [ | Reversed; D 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: [:] See attached order (formal order to follow)|v/| Statement of Judgment

by the Court:

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is DENIED. Formal Order forthcoming.

ORDERINFORMATION

This order[ ] ends[v] does not end the case. [] see Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a

copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 01/30/2025 .

Ryan Antonio Burgess for Ryan Antonio Burgess
Ryan Antonio Burgess for Ryan Antonio Burgess

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) g, / Page 1 of 2
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Court Reporter:

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

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) ?‘9\ Page 2 of 2
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Florence Common Pleas

Case Caption: Cbl Services Llc VS Ryan Transport Llc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2024CP2101953

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

s/ The Honorable Michael G. Nettles #2140

Electronically signed on 2025-02-14 12:55:52  page 3 of 3
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Respondent’s Motion for Summary
judgment, accompanying Affidavits, and
Exhibits filed March 14, 2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FLORENCE COUNTY C/A No.: 2024-CP-21-01953
CBL Services LLC,
— MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

V8,

Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant,

File No, 0068-24-0001
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned as attorney for the Plaintiff

will appear before the presiding j udge for Richland County, ten (10) days after service hercof at
10:00 a.m., or at such other time and place as the Court may direct, and move for an order
pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure granting to the Plaintiff

Summary Judgment on the grounds that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact, and the
Plaintiff is entitled to an Order as a matter of law,

Said motion shall be based upon the statute and case law of the State of South Carolina,
upon the pleadings and other evidence developed in discovery, and upon the affidavits attached

hereto and other material properly received by the Court in connection therewith,

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED
CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, L1.C
/stlason M, Hunter

Theodore von Keller, S$.C. Bar No. 5718

B. Lindsay Crawford, 111 S.C. Bar No. 6510
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV 8.C. Bar No. 101707
Charley 8. FitzSimons S.C. Bar No. 104326
Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.101501

Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204

Columbia, SC Telephone 803-790-2626
March 14, 2025 ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFL:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

FLORENCE COUNTY

CBL Services LLC,
Plaintiff,
V8,
Ryan Antonio Burgess,
Defendant.

File No. 0068-24-0001

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

C/A No.: 2024-CP-21-01953

AFFIDAVIT

The undersigned, Jason M. Hunter, attorney at Crawford & von Keller, LLC, who, being duly

sworn, states as follows:

1. My firm represents the Plaintiff in the above-entitled matter.

2, On February 7, 2025, Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories, Plaintiff’s First

Requests to Admit, and Plaintiff’s First Requests for Production were served upon

Defendant, Ryan Antonio Burgess, via US mail, making the deadline for response

March 10, 2025. Copies of the relevant Cover Letter, Requests to Admit, and

Certificate of Service are attached hereto collectively as Exhibit ‘A’ and made a

part hereof by reference.

3, Pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant

has not responded to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission within 30 days and,
P Y

therefore, said requests are all deemed as admitted.

Page 1 of 2 g é
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FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHA.,

L Ty

. o

Sworn and subscribed before me

w,.».._,.,.“.-.-.v‘*"“].as on M. uné@;h;“w,‘u/ \“w_”_«/

he-
This |4 day of i/m bwth— 9075

é/ AWt 4"67(/1/' “'L-»sw)

Notary Public for the Statc of: )
My Commission Expires: < / Zfa/l 203
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‘ - NORTH CAROLINA
SOUTH CARDUINA \:wmmm(; Benjamin A, Barco
B, Undsay Crawford, ir Y — Bragory P, Cowan**
Theodore von Koller ’ et Jonathan Payne

B. Undsay Crawford, Iv e Allse Matherson

loson M. Hunter

) (1 ]{ AW I_( () J{ I) (({) \ 7 ( ) N I(lﬂ(‘ I I I? I{ *Cerllfled Spaclallst In Bonkeuptey and
Charley FitzSlmons Maclanis WEAEAS L\ ») A wd Ad XA KN LG Debtor-Creditar Low In §¢
Erle M, MNelsan **Admltted In South Carolina

Katharyn 1. Saplila ¥ CREDITORS' RIGHTS | LANDLORDTENANT | LITIGATION and Morth Caroling
Lawrence W ohngon J.* « Spaclel Counsel

February 7, 2025

Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N, Williamson Road
Florence, South Carolina 29506

PURSUANT TO THE FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICE ACT, 15 USC 1692E(11), THIS
CORRESPONDENCIE 1S AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION
OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE,

RE:  CBLS8ervices, LLC vs. Ryan Antonia Burgess
Case: 2024-CP-21-01953
Our file: 0068-24-0001
PDear Mr Burgess:
Enclosed please find Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatorles, Plalntlff's First Request to
Admit, and Plaintli’s First Request for Production, In the above captioned case, which |
hereby sarve upon yolul,

Please contact me with any questlons or concerns,

Sinceraly,

Sincerely,

‘(f Y 1640 STIULIAN PLACE, COLUMBIA, SC 29204 | PO, BOX 4216, COLUMBIA, SC 29240
( 803.790.2626 EXT. 206 PHONE | 803.790.1277 FAX | CRAWFORDVIGCOM

AR L' R
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WFORR & VON KELLER, LLO
ugm, Clevalla. jM. ’
Kedhanyn & . Sephoea

Theodora von @e{llor, Esqulre

B, Lindsay Crawford, [ll, Esculre
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV, Esquire
Jason M, Hunter, Esquire
Charley F. Macinnls, Esqulie
Erie H, Nelson, Esqulre
Katharyn L., Sophla, Esquire
Post Offlce Bax 4216
Columbla, South Carolina 29240
Telephone: (803) 790-2626
Attorneys for Plaintiff

KLS/Ug
Enclogures

NOTE: THIS COMMUNICATION IS AN ATTEMPTTO COLLECT A DEBT; ANY
INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.,

THIS NOTICE IS NEITHER A DEMAND FOR PAYMENT OF ADEBT NOT ANOTICE OF PERSONAL LIABILITY TO ANY RECIPIENT
WHOSE DEBT MIGHT HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED IN BANKRUPTCY OR WHO MIGHT BE SURBJECT TO AUTOMATIC STAY
PURSUANT TO SECTION 862 OF THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY GODE. THIS LETTER IS BEING SENT TO ANY SUCH
PARTIES MERELY TO COMPLY WITH APPLICABLE STATE LAW GOVERNING FORECLOSURE OF LIENS PURSUANT TO
CONTRACTUAL POWERS OF SALE. OUR CLIENT'S LIEN ON THE PROPERTY 1§ STILL VALID UNDER AFPLICABLE LAW

WITHOUT A DEBT OR LOAN AGCOMPANYING THE LIEN,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF FLORENCI, C/A No., 2024-CP-21-01953

CBL Services LLC,
Y~

Ryan Antonio Burgess, PLAINTIFR'S FIRST REQUESTS TO

ADMIT
Defendant, ADMI

TO: Ryan Transport LLC & Ryan Antonjo Burgess, PRO SE DEFENDANT:

Purguant to Rules 26 and 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 3(b)
of the Cireuit Court Arbitration Rules, Plaintiff hereby propounds and sceves the following
requests to admit upon Defendants, to be answered separately, in writing and under oath, within
thirty (30) days from the date of service hereof or be deemed admitted.

1. Admit that on or about September 22, 2021, Defendant Ryan Antonio Burgess, as signatory
for Ryan Transport LLC signed a Commercial Security Agreement, Certificate of Incumbency and
Authority, Authorization Agreement for Automatic Withdrawal from Account, Electronic Record
and Signature Disclosure, and North Mill Credit Insurance Requirements Defendant (“Contract”
hereinafter).

2, Admit that pursuant to the Contract referred to above, Defendants utilized the credit
extended by Plaintiff,

3. Admit that Defendants promised to pay the amounts advanced under the agreement and ave

in default under the terms of the Contract with a balance ol $71,857.98,

4, Admit that you entered this Contract freely and without coercion,

5. Admit that you had the ability to review the Contract prior to signing the Counlract,

0. Admit that you were in no way defrauded in the formation or cxecution of the Contract,
7, Admit that you have no evidence that you were defrauded by the lender who advanced the

funds and allowed you to make these purchases under the Contract.

8. Admit that the terms of the agreement were not unconscionable.
9 Admit that there was no lack of diligence on behalf of the Plaintiff.

10, Admit that Plaintiff made no false representations,

11, Admit that Defendants did not detrimentally rely on any facts which Plaintiff concealed,

Do
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12, Admit that Plaintiff was not guilty of any fraud, deceit, unconscionability, or bad faith

directly related to this matter,

13, Admit that Plaintiff mitigated damages.

14, Admit that Plaintiff’s claims are not bavred by the statute of limitations.

15, Admit that Defendants were not harassed for the debt in violation of the law.

16, Admit that Defendants were properly served,

17, Admit that Defondants’ debt was not discharged in bankruptey,

18, Admit that Plaintiff did not misrepresent any facts to Defendants,

19, Admit that the coniract was not vague or ambiguous,

20, Admit that Defendants had a meaningful choice (o decide whether to enter into the contract

or to not enter into the contract.

21 Admit that none of the tetms of the contract were hidden,

22, Admit that all teems of the contract were fair and equitable,

23, Admit that under the Contract you owe unto the Plaintiff Seventy-One Thousand Eight

Hundred Tifty-Seven and 98/100 (§71,857.98) Dollars, plus interest, costs, and attorney's fecs.

BY:

Columbia, South Carolina
February 7, 2025

CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLLC

&/ KZ&M&A//%@ L Sopdea

B. Lindsay Crawford, 111

Theodore von Keller, SC Bar No, 5718
B. Lindsay Crawford, IV

Chatley I, Maclnnis

Jason M, Hunter

Eric I, Nelson

Katharyn L. Sophia

Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29240
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFE
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STATE OFX SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF FLORENCE,

CBI Services, LLC,
Plaintiff,
S
Ryan Antonio Burgess,

Defendant(s).

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
C/A No. 2024-CP-21-01953

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, Lori Qualls, an employee of Crawford & von Keller, LLC, attorneys for

the Plaintiff, do hereby certify that I served a copy of the Plaintiff*s First Set of Interrogatories
Py g ,

Plaintiff's First Requests to Admit, and Plaintiff®s First Requests for Production on February 7,

2025, to the Defendant listed below, by personally depositing a copy of same in a United States

Postal Service mailbox, postage pre-paid, addressed as follows:

Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N, Williamson Road
Florence, South Carolina 29506

Columbia, South Carolina
February 7, 2025

Lori Qualls

Aon
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Appellant’s Notice of Appeal filed April 17.
2024
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FORM 9
LETTER TO CLERK OF LOWER COURT
FILING NOTICE OF APPEAL

April 12,2025

The Honorable Doris Poulos O'Hara
Clerk of Court for Florence_County
181 N. Irby St. Suite 1100
Florence . South Carolina 29501,

RE:  CBL Services, LLC Respondent. v, Ryan Antonio Burgess Appellant,
Case No. 2024-CP-01953

Dear Mrs. O'Hara:
Enclosed for filing is a notice of appeal in the above case.

Sincerely,

/) e
S /4 £
Ryl Antonio B’Lﬁécss
509 N, Williamson Rd
Florence, SC 29506

PSR A AL L

PRO SE Appellant
cc: Crawford & Von Keller, LLC

Jason M. Hunter SC Bar No. 101501
Post Office Box 4216
Columbia, SC 29204

S B o
Attorney for Respondent et = i
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NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM FLORENCE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas '

Michael G. Nettles, Circuit Court

)"i {:‘J
Tudge r(:.)t Q
o i
e — L‘yf [
e
Case No. 2024-CP-01953 P ;,g o
LR EZ';

St
""""""""""" c';;ﬁ %.If’ €2
o B
CBL SERVICES, LLC, w» D
a

Respondent,
V.
Ryan Antonio Burgess, Appeliant,

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Ryan Antonio Burgess appeals the order Granting Summary Judgment of the
Honorable Michael G. Nettles dated April 11, 2025. Appellant received written notice of
entry of this order Granting Summary Judgment on April 12, 2025,

s/ /} e,

(S Ma—
@m}Antonio fﬁé::

509 N. Williamson Rd
Florence, SC 29506
843-676-5033
PRO SE Appellant

April 12, 2025 LI//

Other Counsel of Record:
CRAWFORD & Von Keller, LLC

Jason M. Hunter S.C. Bar No.10]50]
Post Office Box 4216

Columbia, South Carolina 29204
Telephone 803-790-2626

lephone 8037902626 | As
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF





Affidavit of Non-Service on Appellant
Filed October 10, 2024
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AFFIDAYIT OF NON-SERVICE

FILE NUMBER; 0008-24-0001

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS FOR ELORENCE COUNTY, 8C

PLAINTIFF CBL SERVICES LLC

‘ISSEFENDANT RYAN TRANSPORT, LLC, et al.

SERVICE OF PROCISS ON: RYAN ANTONIO BURGESS

METHOD OF SERVICE: A true and correct copy of the above-described papers were served on the below-named party in the

following manner;
(X) (NON-SERVICE - PROOF OF DILIGENCE) After due and diligent efforts, undersigned was unable to effect service,

ADDRESS: 509 N, WILLIAMSON ROAD
FLORENCE, §C 20506
Is the place of service the dwelling housc or usual place of abode for the party being served? ( ) YES (X )NO
DATE: 9/26/2024 TIME: 10:21 AM
TYPE OF DOCUMENTS;
IS THE SUBJECT PROPERTY () YES ( }NO
A MOBILE HOME?

COMMENTS: 09/26/2024-10:21:00 AM.-. 0912612024 10:20 AM__NO ANSWER, VEHICLES
0942212 408,Q()Ph("CJAN WER, VEHICI, MOVE

0972142024 12:59 B
09/20020 gwa 43 RACTOR:

Signature of Process Server: The undersigned declares, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct and that the deponent is over
the age of 18 cmd is not party to nor interested in this action,

DA 7, | |
NAME: BEUBMILLIGAN : A s Ve / @”/x’ / 2Ly
“Sighatase of Process Sm T l Pro\/mt CasghD: 7282485 Date
STATE OF & < .
COUNTY OF ___f47 e éteer
Swm‘q}u’-and subscribed before me this )/ day of CD (o .. in the year of RM%

s Pe,rsonqu, known by me, or ___ Identified by the following document;

Mt, bt/ Referonce: .
/ .4 _ Notary Public for South Carolina

Notary ih:l%ﬁt‘fﬁmga"fﬁ?&walum) o
Printed Name:

Commission Expiration;

B e e

5 RIG |
NOTARY POBLIE {
Stale of Yoult Earolina
Yy Compmission Explres fmr. 25, 2070 }

q ; PVID: 7282485 Flle #: 0068-24-0001

Ver 10,26.2021 Page 1 of 1
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Certificate of Appellant

a8





Certificate of Appellant

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.

Julyof 2026
) — 45 ol
yan Antonio Burgess

509 N. Williamson Rd.
Florence, South Carolina
29506
Telephone 843-676-5033
pro se Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM FLORENCE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Hon. Michael G. Nettles

Appellate Case No.: 2025-000733

CBL SEIVICES ..eevvieiieeiiieiieeieeiteeste et e etteebeeseteebeessseesseessseenseessseesseessseenseessseesseenssennsens Respondent,

Ryan ANtonio BUIZESS ........cccviriiiiiiiiiieiiecie ettt ettt et beesaeesbeessaesnbeessaeensaens Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I served the foregoing Respondent’s Final Brief, Motion to Supplemental Record on
Appeal and Supplemental Record on Appeal in this case by depositing a copy of it in the United
States Mail, postage prepaid, on July 17, 2026, addressed to her attorney of record, Ryan
Antonio Burgess, 509 N. Williamson Road, Florence, SC 29506.

July 17,2026 s/Jason M. Hunter
Jason M. Hunter, SC Bar No. 101501
CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLC
POST OFFICE BOX 4216
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29240
(803) 790-2626
ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT







CRAWFORD ¢ VON KELLER ...

CREDITORS' RIGHTS | LANDLORD-TENANT | LITIGATION

July 17, 2026

Email: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Clerk, SC Court of Appeals

P.O. Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29211

RE: CBL Services, LLC vs. Ryan Antonio Burgess
Case No: 2024-CP-21-01953
Our file number: 0068-24-0001
Appellate Case No. 2025-000733
Dear Clerk:

Attached please find Respondent’s Final Brief, Motion to Supplement Record on Appeal ,
Supplemental Record on Appeal and Proof of Service. Also, attached is a check in the amount of

$50.00 for your filing fee. Please file accordingly.

Please contact me with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

CRAWFORD & VON KELLER, LLC

M%W

Tamra Davis

Litigation Paralegal for Jason M. Hunter

JMH/tdd
Enclosures

Cc: Ryan Antonio Burgess
509 N. Williamson Road
Florence, SC 29506

WE ARE A DEBT COLLECTOR. THIS COMMUNICATION IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION
OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.

1640 ST JULIAN PLACE, COLUMBIA,SC 29204 | P.O.BOX 4216, COLUMBIA, SC 29240
803.790.2626 PHONE | 803.790.1277 FAX | CRAWFORDVK.COM







investment plan or arrangement, then (i) the advice should be construed as written in connection with the promotion or
marketing by others of the transaction(s) or matter(s) addresses in this communication and (ii) the taxpayer should seek
advice based on the taxpayer's particular circumstances from an independent tax advisor.

CLIENT DISCLAIMER: If you are a client of our firm, do not forward or share this email or its attachments without
permission from our firm, as doing so may result in a loss of attorney-client privilege.



