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Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Urgent Pro Se Request to File by Email or Fax

Bonnie Campbell <BCampbell@charlestoncounty.org> Thu, Feb 27, 2025 at 11:52 AM
To: crystal.brown@gmail.com <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Good morning,

We must have your original motion.  Therefore, we can’t accept a fax copy.  Also, you must include a
$25.00 filing fee and a motion coversheet.

 

Thanks.

 

Bonnie L. Campbell

Court Management Supervisor

100 Broad Street, Ste. 106

Charleston, S.C. 29401

843-958-5004

 

From: Randal Evers <REvers@charlestoncounty.org>
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2025 2:53 PM
To: Bonnie Campbell <BCampbell@charlestoncounty.org>
Subject: FW: Urgent Pro Se Request to File by Email or Fax

 

 

 

From: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2025 3:09 PM
To: Clerk Of Court <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>
Subject: Urgent Pro Se Request to File by Email or Fax

 

CAUTION:  This email originated outside of Charleston County.  Do not click links or open attachments from unknown
senders or suspicious emails.  If you are not sure, please contact IT helpdesk.
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prohibited.
 
From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Date: Tuesday, August 19, 2025 at 12:08 PM
To: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>, MIELawClerk
<MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>, crystal.brown@gmail.com
<crystal.brown@gmail.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: Re: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"

Thank you, Ms. Dennis. 

Sincerely,
 
Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
www.gravesdavis.com
 

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and may contain
information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the
individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to
believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately
from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.
 
From: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>
Date: Tuesday, August 19, 2025 at 11:03 AM
To: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>, MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>, crystal.brown@gmail.com
<crystal.brown@gmail.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: RE: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"
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Good Morning,
 
Yes, we have you on our calendar on Monday, August 25 at 2:00 in Courtroom 2A at 100 Broad Street.
 
 
Many Thanks,
 
Martha “Marti” Dennis, Esq.
Roster and Scheduling Clerk/Attorney
Charleston County Master-In-Equity’s Office
100 Broad Street
Suite 266
Charleston, SC 29401
MDennis@charlestoncounty.org
843-958-5053 direct
843-958-5077 fax
 
From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 19, 2025 9:26 AM
To: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>; MIELawClerk
<MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>; crystal.brown@gmail.com; Tyler Graves
<tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: Re: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"
 

CAUTION:  This email originated outside of Charleston County.  Do not click links or open attachments from unknown
senders or suspicious emails.  If you are not sure, please contact IT helpdesk.

Good morning, Ms. Dennis,
 
I wanted to reach out to confirm that our hearing on August 25, 2025 at 2:00 PM is still going forward. I
have copied pro-se defendant, Crystal Nwaneri, on this email. Thanks!
 
Sincerely,
 
Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
www.gravesdavis.com
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and may contain
information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the
individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to
believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately
from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.
 

From: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>
Date: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 at 12:04 PM
To: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>, MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.
org>
Cc: MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>, crystal.brown@gmail.com <cryst
al.brown@gmail.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: RE: Motion "MIECON-Master/Partition Hearing-Jan. 29 at 3:00" for Case
"2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri" was added to a Motions Roster
for 1/29/2025 at 3:00 PM

Good Afternoon,

I have cc'd Judge Scarborough's law clerk, Lillian Wilkerson, on this response. Please make sure you
have e-filed your motion and Judge Scarborough will agree to continue the hearing set for this afternoon.
I will reach out in 60 days to discuss setting a new hearing date.

Many Thanks,

Martha "Marti" Dennis, Esq.
Roster and Scheduling Clerk/Attorney
Charleston County Master-In-Equity's Office
100 Broad Street
Suite 266
Charleston, SC 29401
MDennis@charlestoncounty.org
843-958-5053 direct
843-958-5077 fax

-----Original Message-----
From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2025 11:18 AM
To: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>; crystal.brown@gmail.com; Tyler Graves
<tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
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Subject: FW: Motion "MIECON-Master/Partition Hearing-Jan. 29 at 3:00" for Case "2023CP1006212-
Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri" was added to a Motions Roster for 1/29/2025 at 3:00 PM

CAUTION:  This email originated outside of Charleston County.  Do not click links or open attachments
from unknown senders or suspicious emails.  If you are not sure, please contact IT helpdesk.

Marti,

I hope you are doing well. We received correspondence from the pro se Defendant, Crystal Brown
Nwaneri, this morning regarding the partition hearing scheduled in this matter for today, January 29,
2025 at 3:00 PM. We have discussed and agreed to consent to a continuance in this matter, of course
with the Court's approval, so that Ms. Nwaneri has additional time to review this case and the parties
have additional time to try to find resolution without the Court's assistance. We would ask that this
hearing is continued to the next roster no earlier than March 1, 2025. Of course, if the parties were able
to find resolution before then, we would update the Court. I have attached a copy of the consent motion
and order for continuance that we will be e-filing. Can you let us know at your earliest convenience if the
Judge will grant the continuance? Thank you for your review of this matter.

Sincerely,

Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.gravesdavis.com__;!!FyuN5H5wA9FHaKde!85lTW-
YumzyqSMGuEQagl-oeOWvVxh7rGTw1sQV_acI7cEr1zpJkURhJP-QipEG56EY2NTDFx5D5pHiT3Xi_
gUabFw$

PLEASE NOTE: OUR OFFICE HAS RELOCATED TO 1730 CENTRAL PARK ROAD, CHARLESTON,
SC 29412

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and
may contain information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one
of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in
error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer.
Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.
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-----Original Message-----
From: mie.cms@charlestoncounty.org <mie.cms@charlestoncounty.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 31, 2024 3:07 PM
To: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Cc: mdennis@charlestoncounty.org
Subject: Motion "MIECON-Master/Partition Hearing-Jan. 29 at 3:00" for Case "2023CP1006212-Danielle
C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri" was added to a Motions Roster for 1/29/2025 at 3:00 PM

A hearing in the above referenced matter has been scheduled in front of Judge Scarborough on
Wednesday, January 29, 2025 in Courtroom 2A at 100 Broad Street. Please refer to the published roster
on the Charleston County or SC Judicial websites for more information. Proper notice is your
responsibility.  If your case is settled or is no longer going forward, please notify Marti at
MDennis@charlestoncounty.org and the roster will be marked accordingly.  Thank you.

Smokeball Reference V3: 91d90997-2ca3-4417-98dd-a6e210945442_fbaee995-5b30-4f78-a5c3-
b3017ce15417_4b0fa921-c54a-49fd-92cd-78689cfd341c.
Exhibits to Memorandum in Support of Partition.pdf, Amended Memorandum in Support of Partition.pdf
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AUGUST 22-25, 2025 EMAIL CHAIN

From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Date: Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 11:36■AM
Subject: Re: Clarification re: Hearing Scheduled for August 25, 2025
To: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>
CC: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>

Thank you for the update, Ms. Wilkerson. Plaintiff and I will be present for the in-person hearing at
2:00 p.m. 

Sincerely,

Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
www.gravesdavis.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and
may contain information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not
one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in
error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer. Any
other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.

From: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 at 11:17■AM
To: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>, Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Cc: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: RE: Clarification re: Hearing Scheduled for August 25, 2025

Good morning,

Upon review of the communications and filings in this case, Judge Scarborough has determined that the
Defendant did receive proper notice of the hearing and will proceed with the in-person hearing scheduled
today for 2:00 p.m. The Court will not allow for the virtual or telephone participation by either party.
Additionally, this Court notes that this hearing was continued from the January 29, 2025 date and that
the Defendant was found to be in default in September 2024. Thus, the partition hearing set for 2:00 p.m.
today will proceed as previously scheduled.

Thank you very much.

Lillian P. Wilkerson, Esq.
Judicial Law Clerk
Charleston County Master In Equity
100 Broad Street, Suite 266
Charleston, SC 29401
Ph: (843) 958-5075
MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org

Dear Ms. Wilkerson and Honorable Court:
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I write to clarify the record regarding today’s scheduled hearing. Contrary to Plaintiff’s
misrepresentations below, I have not consented to, nor requested, that the hearing proceed by WebEx or
any other virtual platform. Plaintiff’s counsel’s offer of a WebEx link is procedurally immaterial unless
and until the Court orders such an appearance. 

My request remains exactly as stated in my prior correspondence: if the Court nevertheless elects to
proceed with the hearing over my timely objections, I respectfully request leave to participate by
telephone in order to mitigate the prejudice resulting from insufficient and defective notice. This
conditional request in no way constitutes a waiver of my objections or consent to the proceeding. 

I also preserve my objection to Plaintiff’s memorandum in support, which was filed the business day
before the hearing, among other improper filings. That submission was untimely and prejudicial and should
be stricken from the record.

In light of the hearing scheduled for 2:00 p.m. today, I respectfully request that the Court advise of
its position at the earliest possible time so that I may make the necessary logistical arrangements.

Respectfully,

Crystal Brown Nwaneri

Defendant, Pro Se

On Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 10:11■AM Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com> wrote:
Ms. Wilkerson,

While we stand firm that notice has been effectuated, in an effort to go forward with this hearing, we
are open to a virtual hearing. However, if the Court is willing to accommodate Defendant’s request to
have a virtual hearing, we would respectfully request it to be conducted via WebEx. Of course, we still
plan on appearing at Court today unless the Court instructs otherwise. 

Further, I wanted to note that Plaintiff also lives out of state; however, she has made accommodations to
be here for the hearing. 

Thank you all for your time and attention to this matter. 

Sincerely,

Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
www.gravesdavis.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and
may contain information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not
one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that you have received this message in
error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your computer. Any
other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.
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From: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 at 9:46■AM
To: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>, Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>, Tyler Graves
<tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Subject: Re: Urgent: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"

Please put forth this Reply to Plaintiff’s Response Regarding Notice of Hearing:

Dear Honorable Court:

I write in reply to Plaintiff’s August 22 response to my objection regarding insufficient notice of the
hearing scheduled for August 25, 2025. Plaintiff’s arguments misapply the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure and rest on plainly erroneous calculations.

Given the defective notice and the improper late filing, Defendant respectfully requests that the Court
advise immediately whether today’s 2:00 p.m. hearing will proceed. If the Court nonetheless elects to go
forward, Defendant—who resides in Maryland—requests leave to appear by telephone to avoid further
prejudice.

I. Plaintiff’s Reading of Rule 6 Is Incorrect

Plaintiff contends that because I received the FedEx package on August 15, 2025, I had “ten days’ notice”
of the August 25 hearing. This reasoning directly contradicts Rule 6(a), SCRCP, which governs the
computation of time. The Rule provides:

“In computing any period of time prescribed or allowed by these rules, … the day of the act, event, or
default from which the designated period of time begins to run shall not be included.”
Thus, the day of the hearing (August 25) is excluded. Ten days “before” August 25 runs back to August 14,
not August 15. Plaintiff’s math is off by at least one full day. To suggest otherwise is to ask this
Court to disregard the plain language of Rule 6.

Plaintiff further argues that Rule 6(e)’s three-day extension does not apply to commercial carriers such
as FedEx. This too is mistaken. Rule 6(e) expressly applies where service is made “by mail.” South
Carolina courts have recognized that Rule 5(b)(1) permits service “by delivering a copy … by mail,” and
that “mail” includes service via carriers such as FedEx and UPS. See Regions Bank v. Strawn, 394 S.C. 46,
714 S.E.2d 554 (Ct. App. 2011) (treating FedEx delivery as mail service for purposes of Rules). Plaintiff
cites no authority to carve FedEx out of the rule, and indeed the very reason for Rule 6(e)’s three-day
cushion is the unavoidable delay built into mail or mail-equivalent service.

Accordingly, Plaintiff was required to mail (or dispatch by FedEx) the notice no later than August 12 so
that I would receive it by August 14 at the latest. Instead, counsel did not place the package with FedEx
until August 13, guaranteeing that it could not arrive by the Rule 6 deadline.

II. Plaintiff’s “Confirmation Email” Is Ineffective

Plaintiff’s August 20 email cannot cure the defective service. As Plaintiff admits, service by email is
not authorized by Rule 5 absent written consent, which I have not given. This “confirmation” five days
later only underscores Plaintiff’s awareness that the FedEx notice was late.

III. Plaintiff’s Remaining Arguments Are Irrelevant

Plaintiff’s assertion that I am “in default” is a red herring. Even if default were entered (which I
dispute), due process requires that notice of any hearing be given in compliance with Rule 6. A party in
default still has the right to be heard on matters affecting property rights.

Plaintiff’s claim that I “actually received” notice is likewise unavailing. The question is not whether I
eventually received a package, but whether notice was timely served under the Rules. It was not.
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IV. Conclusion

Plaintiff’s attempt to justify late service by rewriting the Rules is unpersuasive. Ten days before
August 25 is August 14, not August 15. Rule 6(e) applies to service by FedEx. And Plaintiff’s own choice
to delay dispatch until August 13, and then to use two-day service rather than overnight, ensured that
notice would be untimely.

For these reasons, I respectfully renew my request that the Court:

Sustain my objection and find Plaintiff’s notice defective under Rule 6;

Strike or continue the August 25 hearing; and

Grant such further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

On Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 9:38■AM MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org> wrote:
Good morning,

I will place these correspondences before Judge Scarborough and will be in touch with his response to
Defendant’s objection to the hearing today. Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns in
the meantime.

Lillian P. Wilkerson, Esq.

Judicial Law Clerk

Charleston County Master In Equity

100 Broad Street, Suite 266

Charleston, SC 29401

Ph: (843) 958-5075

MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org
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Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Urgent: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"

Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 1:36 PM
To: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, MIE CMS <MIE.CMS@charlestoncounty.org>, Martha S. Dennis
<MDennis@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: Logan Davis <ldavis@gravesdavis.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>
Bcc: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

August 25, 2025

VIA EMAIL ONLY FOR DATE-TIME STAMP

Re: Brown v. Brown, Charleston County Court of Common Pleas, Case No. 2023-CP-10-4783
Objection and Preservation of Rights

Your Honor:

I am writing in response to the Court's ruling (below), delivered via email today August 25,
2025, at 11:24 a.m., see attached.  

The email order stated that the plaintiff’s notice for the August 25 hearing today at 2p.m. was
timely, despite my objections, and that the  hearing would proceed with in-person
appearances only. I respectfully submit this letter, by email for a clear time-stamped record,
to object to this ruling and to preserve my rights.

A.  Denial of Participation and Violation of Due Process

The Court's decision to deny any request for virtual or phone participation — by Plaintiff per
his emails this morning, and myself —   effectively prevents me from attending today's
hearing. As a pro se defendant residing in Piney Point, Maryland, I am hundreds of miles from
the Charleston courthouse. My repeated requests for a reasonable accommodation to appear
by phone have been denied.  

The Court's refusal to allow me to participate in any way—either physically or remotely—is a
violation of my fundamental due process rights. By being barred from the proceeding, I am
denied a meaningful opportunity to be heard and to defend my interests. Proceeding under
these conditions constitutes a clear error.

B.  Preservation of Objections for Appeal
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For the record, I formally object to the Court's ruling and to the hearing proceeding today with
the court’s express order that in-person appearance is required.  The court issued this
order despite knowing of plaintiff’s contemporaneous representation that she is
currently in Piney Point, Maryland, and therefore unable to attend any hearing today in-
person, due largely to Plaintiff’s late notice and the court’s issuance of an order requiring in-
person appearance just 1.5 hours before the scheduled start time.

Should the Court nevertheless go forward with the hearing at 2 p.m., I must expressly object
and preserve all rights and defenses for appeal, including but not limited to:

* Violation of Due Process: My due process rights were violated by the denial of meaningful
participation.

* Lack of Personal Jurisdiction: I maintain that the Court lacks jurisdiction over my person due
to the defective service of the original Complaint. Service by publication in a local
Charleston newspaper is legally insufficient for a pro se defendant living in Maryland.

* Improper Notice: I continue to object to the untimely filing of the Plaintiff’s
purported Memorandum in Support, which deprived me of adequate notice time to prepare a
response.

I respectfully request that these objections be noted on the record. These and all other
objections are not waived in any respect.

Respectfully submitted,

Crystal Brown Nwaneri 
Defendant, Pro Se
[Quoted text hidden]

Clarification re- Hearing Scheduled for August 25, 2025.pdf, Ex A 20250815 FedEx signed.pdf, Ex A
20250815 fed ex no sgn required.pdf
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Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Filing in Case 2023-cp-6212
6 messages

Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com> Thu, Sep 18, 2025 at 11:45 PM
To: <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: Logan Davis <ldavis@gravesdavis.com>, MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>
Bcc: Crystal Brown <canarywithaw@icloud.com>, Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Dear Clerk of Court:

Attached please find a copy of pro se Defendant’s Motion to Vacate Orders and for Order Declaring
Heirs Property, which was sent to the Clerk’s office by UPS expedited delivery today, Sept. 18,
2025 at 8:38pm (UPS tracking number 1Z6E4Z3T0303588222).  See UPS/Staples receipt
reflecting Sept. 18, 2025 as the date the filing was dropped off.  
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Defendant also served a copy to the plaintiff’s counsel, Logan Davis, via US Postal Service today,
Sept. 18, 2025.  See USPS receipt. 
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Per the SC Rules of Civil Procedure, the date of mailing and service is the filing date, making
today, Sept. 18, the date of filing.  A payment of $50 for the motion filing fee was included in the
UPS package to the court.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Crystal Brown Nwaneri

Cc:  
Logan Davis, Plaintiff’s Counsel
Master in Equity Law Clerk
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Encl:
Sept. 18 Motion

CamScanner 9-18-25 20.30_2.jpeg, CamScanner 9-18-25 20.30_5.jpeg, CamScanner 9-18-25
20.30_4.jpeg, CamScanner 9-18-25 20.30_3.jpeg

Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com> Fri, Sep 19, 2025 at 6:30 AM
To: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>, clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>
Cc: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, Hagan Hiott <hhiott@gravesdavis.com>, Tyler Graves
<tgraves@gravesdavis.com>

Good morning, Ms. Brown,

As noted in the email sent from my office on 9/17/2025, there is a hearing scheduled for October 6, 2025,
at 1:00 PM. We hope you will join us.

I have attached a courtesy copy of the letter (including enclosures) sent by my office on 9/17/2025, which
you should receive today via FedEx as well (one envelope requiring signature and one envelope not
requiring signature). 

Sincerely,
 
Logan S. Davis, Esq.
Partner/Attorney
Graves & Davis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax:     (843) 620-1047
Ldavis@gravesdavis.com
www.gravesdavis.com
 

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and may contain
information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of the
individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to
believe that you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately
from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly
prohibited.
 
[Quoted text hidden]
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Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 19, 2025 at 10:40 PM
To: Logan Davis <ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Cc: clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>, MIELawClerk
<MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, Hagan Hiott <hhiott@gravesdavis.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>

Mr. Davis,

I received your email this morning, copied to the Clerk of Court and Law Clerk. While I appreciate that you complied with
the 10-day notice requirement this time, your phrasing — “we hope you will join us” — comes across as unnecessarily
condescending toward a pro se litigant and out-of-state mother of three who is doing her best to participate fully and
fairly.

As the Court is aware, I do not receive electronic notice of filings. The only notice I receive is when opposing counsel
forwards an order. Here, counsel waited two full weeks before notifying me of the Court’s September 3 partition order —
only sending it on September 17. That delay is prejudicial to a pro se party who must arrange travel, childcare, and
filings from another state.

More critically, what was sent on September 17 is not the appraisal the Court ordered. The “exterior-only” drive-by
valuation is nothing more than a comparative market analysis. It ignores the interior condition and serious disrepair of
the home — including a failing roof — and therefore cannot serve as the required full appraisal for a partition valuation
hearing.

The report includes no interior photographs and assumes the home is in “fair” condition and working order. That
assumption is inaccurate. Both parties know, and plaintiff has admitted in writing, that the home’s interior condition is
poor. Submitting a CMA dressed up as an appraisal wastes the Court’s time and prevents me from preparing for the
October 6 hearing.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that opposing counsel provide the full appraisal ordered by the Master no later than
Monday, September 22.  Without it, I cannot comply with the court’s September 26 election deadline or meaningfully
prepare for and participate in the scheduled hearing on October 6, should it proceed over my jurisdictional challenges
and objections.

Respectfully submitted,

Crystal Brown Nwaneri

[Quoted text hidden]

Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com> Sat, Sep 20, 2025 at 8:04 AM
To: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>
Cc: clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>, MIELawClerk
<MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, Hagan Hiott <hhiott@gravesdavis.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>

Ms. Nwaneri,
 
I respond to your concerns as follows:
 
Regarding Communication: My previous correspondence stating "we hope you will join us" was
intended solely to inform you of the scheduled hearing and your right to attend. I apologize if the
phrasing was interpreted otherwise.
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Regarding the Appraisal Requirement: The appraisal provided was conducted by a licensed appraiser
in South Carolina, in compliance with the Court's September 3 order. The appraisal methodology
employed is standard practice and provides a reliable fair market value assessment. The appraiser's
valuation accounts for the property's condition, as evidenced by the below-market valuation when
compared to neighboring properties.
 
Regarding Your Valuation Options: You have the opportunity to conduct your own valuation using an
appraisal, comparative market analysis, or other reasonable methodology to present an offer to purchase
our client's interest at fair market value.
 
Regarding Your Options: As outlined in the Court's order, you have the opportunity to exercise your
right of first refusal by making an offer to purchase the property. This option remains available to you
through the September 26, 2025 deadline.
 
Regarding Notice: We have complied with all applicable South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure
regarding notice and filing requirements.
[Quoted text hidden]

Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com> Sun, Sep 21, 2025 at 11:59 PM
To: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>
Cc: clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org <clerkofcourt@charlestoncounty.org>, MIELawClerk
<MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org>, Hagan Hiott <hhiott@gravesdavis.com>, Tyler Graves <tgraves@gravesdavis.com>

Mr. Davis,

I acknowledge your response. However, it overlooks the serious procedural and
substantive defects I have raised from the outset.

1. Notice and Service Failures – If plaintiff truly wanted my participation, notice
would have been proper and timely. Instead, I was:
• Never served with the Complaint, motions for service by publication, or
motion for default when they were filed or granted;
• Sent the Court’s September 3 order only on September 17 — two full weeks
late, prejudicing my ability to meet deadlines;
• Denied the 10-day hearing notice required by Rule 6(d) for the August 25
hearing, which was noticed to me only 9 days before, despite being calendared
weeks earlier at plaintiff’s request;
• Never served with your August 22 memorandum in support — only receiving
it by email on the business day before the hearing.
These repeated failures violate both the letter and spirit of the South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure and have materially impaired my ability to participate.
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2. Response Must Be on the Record – Rather than sending informal emails to
Court staff, plaintiff should file signed pleadings addressing the issues raised in
my motion — particularly the threshold question of heirs property status.

3. Heirs’ Property Protections – The subject property passed through intestacy and
is heirs’ property under South Carolina law, entitled to the statutory protections
of the Clementa Pinckney Act.  Those protections — including heightened
notice, appraisal, and buyout procedures — have not been followed and
are designed to prevent precisely this type of forced sale under
circumstances that are neither financially necessary nor equitable.

4. Equity and Burden of Proof – The home is unencumbered, poses no financial
burden on plaintiff, who has neglected to pay the property taxes. A forced sale
of our family home under these circumstances is inequitable and inconsistent
with the protections heirs’ property is afforded.  As petitioner, plaintiff bears
the burden of substantiating value, and a drive-by CMA does not satisfy that
obligation or the Court’s order for an appraisal.

5. Jurisdictional Objections Preserved – All jurisdictional and due process
objections remain preserved, including defective service by publication and the
denial of proper notice at multiple stages.

For these reasons, I again request that plaintiff comply with the Court’s order by
providing a full, interior appraisal no later than September 22, so that I may
meaningfully respond before the September 26 deadline and prepare for the October
6 hearing.

Respectfully,

Crystal Brown Nwaneri

[Quoted text hidden]

Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 26, 2025 at 11:34 PM
Draft

[Quoted text hidden]
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