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-
.vl Gmall 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.



[Quoted text hidden]



-———-————- Forwarded message —-—-——--

From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 22, 2025 at 17:00 AM

Subject: Re: "2023CP1006212-Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri"

To: Martha S. Dennis <MDennis@charlestoncounty.org=, MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org=

Cec: MIE CMS =MIE.CMES@charlestoncounty.org=, crystal brown@gmail.com <crystal. brown@gmail.com=, Tyler Graves
<tgravesi@gravesdavis.com:

Good afternoon,

Attached for your convenience is a copy of the filed amended memorandum and exhibits in support of the
partition bemg requested in this matter. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Logan 8. Davis, Esq.
Partner/ Attorney

Graves & Dawis, LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax: (843) 620-1047
Ldavis(@ gravesdavis.com

www. gravesdavis.com

H

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mat! and any files transmitted with it are privileged, confidential and may contain
information which is legally privileged or otherwise exemp! from disclosure. They ave intended solely for the use of the
individwal or eniity to whom ihis e-mail is addressed. I vou arve not one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to
helieve that vau have received this message in error. please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately

fromt vour computer: Anv other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copyving of this e-mail is strictly



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.eravesdavis.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"



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.orown@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




signature_1278237898

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.orown@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,

| 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.
| 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

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>




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,

| 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. | 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__;!!FyuN5SH5wA9FHaKde!85ITW-
YumzygSMGUEQagl-oeOWvVxh7rGTw1sQV_acl7cEr1zpJkURhJP-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.



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-a5¢c3-

b3017ce15417_4b0fa921-c54a-49fd-92cd-78689cfd341c.
Exhibits to Memorandum in Support of Partition.pdf, Amended Memorandum in Support of Partition.pdf



AUGUST 22-25, 2025 EMAIL CHAIN

From: Logan Davis <Ldavis@gravesdavis.com>

Date: Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 11:36lAM

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 | 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 11:17HAM

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:



| write to clarify the record regarding today’s scheduled hearing. Contrary to Plaintiff’s

misrepresentations below, | have not consented to, nor requested, that the hearing proceed by WebEx or
any other virtual platform. Plaintiff’s counsel’s offer of a WebEXx 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, | 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.

| 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, | respectfully request that the Court advise of
its position at the earliest possible time so that | may make the necessary logistical arrangements.

Respectfully,
Crystal Brown Nwaneri

Defendant, Pro Se

On Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 10:11BAM 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, | 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.



From: Crystal Brown <crystal.brown@gmail.com>

Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 at 9:46lAM

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:

| 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 | received the FedEx package on August 15, 2025, | 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 | 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.

1. 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 | have not given. This “confirmation” five days
later only underscores Plaintiff's awareness that the FedEx notice was late.

[l. Plaintiff’'s Remaining Arguments Are Irrelevant

Plaintiff’s assertion that | am “in default” is a red herring. Even if default were entered (which |

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 | “actually received” notice is likewise unavailing. The question is not whether |
eventually received a package, but whether notice was timely served under the Rules. It was not.



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, | 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 9:38BAM MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@charlestoncounty.org> wrote:
Good morning,

| 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



M Gma” 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:

| 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. | 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, | 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, | 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



For the record, | 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., | 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: | 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: | 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.

| 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



i%} (GRAVES & DAVIS

ATTORNEYS
LOCATION Tyler Graves, Attorney (3C) CONTACT
[ 730 Central Park Road Logan Davis, Attormey (SC) P: (843) 805-4649
Charleston, SC 29412 Seth Manaker, OF Counsel (SC) F: (843) 620-1047

September 17, 2025

SENT VIA FEDEX
Crystal Brown Nwaneri
17293 Oakwood Lodge Lane
Piney Point, MD 20674

Re: Danielle C. Brown v. Crystal Brown Nwaneri
Case No.: 2023-CP-10-06212, Master-in-Equity Court for Charleston County, South
Carolina

Dear Ms. Nwaneri:

Pursuant to the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, enclosed please find a Notice of Hearing,
an Order on Partition Hearing filed on September 3, 2025, and a copy of the appraisal of the subject
property for the above referenced matter. Of note, the attached appraisal shall be presented to the
court at the date of the hearing.

Further, as noted in the Order on Partition Hearing, Defendant must notify the Court and Plaintiff’s
counsel in writing of Defendant’s decision whether or not Defendant wishes to purchase Plaintiff’s
interest and Defendant’s proposed terms of such purchase by September 26, 2025.

Please review these documents carefully. If you have any questions about your legal rights or
obligations, you have the right to consult with an attorney.

Sincerely,

Logan S. Davis, Esq.
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 29412
Phone: (843) 805-4649
Fax: (843)620-1047

Ldavis(@gravesdavis.com

17



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

DANIELLE C. BROWN,
Plaintiff,

V.

CRYSTAL BROWN NWANERI,

Defendant.

IN THE MASTER-IN-EQUITY COURT
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

C/A No.: 2023-CP-10-06212

NOTICE OF HEARING

TO: DEFENDANT CRYSTAL BROWN NWANERI

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a hearing in this matter will be held on

October 6, 2025 at 1:00 PM before the Honorable Mikell R. Scarborough, Master-In-Equity for

Charleston County, at the Charleston County Judicial Center, 100 Broad Street, Suite 266,

Charleston, SC 29401.

January 15, 2025
Charleston, South Carolina

Respectfully submitted,

GRAVES & DAVIS, LLC

Logan S. Davis, Esq. (5.C. Bar # 104429)
S. Tyler Graves, Esq. (S.C. Bar # 103173)
1730 Central Park Road

Charleston, South Carolina 29412

P: 843-805-4649 / F: 843-620-1047

leravesideravesdavis.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

18



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE MASTER-IN-EQUITY COURT
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
C/A No.: 2023-CP-10-06212

DANIELLE C. BROWN,

Plaintiff,
ORDER
v ON PARTITION HEARING
CRYSTAL BROWN NWANERI,
Defendant.

This matter came before the Court on August 25, 2025, at 2:00 P.M., for a hearing on
Plaintiff's action for partition by sale of real property located at 8297 Delhi Road, North
Charleston, SC 29406. Present at the hearing were Plaintiff Danielle C. Brown (“Plaintiff") and
her counsel, Logan S. Davis, Esq. and S. Tyler Graves, Esq. of Graves & Davis, LLC. Defendant
Crystal Brown Nwaneri (“Defendant™) was not present at the hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY AND SERVICE
The Court finds that appropriate notice was provided to Defendant to appear at the hearing.
The record reflects that Plaintiff's counsel filed extensive exhibits along with its Amended
Memaorandum in Support of Partition by Sale to establish appropriate notice, including:
I. Service by publication in The Post and Courier newspaper on May 22, May 29, and June

5, 2024;

2. Multiple attempts at notice to Defendant’s last known address at 17293 Oakwood Lodge

Lane, Piney Point, MD 20674;

SlE2000LdIEE0E#IAEVD - SYI1d NOWWCD - NOLSITHYHD - Nd 82 F 0 985 5202 - 37114 ATIV2INOHLDE13
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For the January 29, 2025 hearing: successful delivery on January 21, 2025 (FedEx tracking
#771449779691) and attempted delivery requiring signature (FedEx tracking
#771449731962);

For the August 25, 2025 hearing: successful delivery on August 15, 2025 (FedEx tracking
#883502622602) and successful signed delivery on August 15, 2025 (FedEx tracking
#883502697920);

Email notice to Defendant at the email address previously used for communications in this

matter,

The Court confirmed that Defendant is in default pursuant to Rule 55(a), SCRCP, having been

entered on September 17, 2024, and has failed to make an appearance in this case.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the testimony and evidence presented at the hearing, the Court makes the

following findings of fact:

l.

Plaintiff and Defendant each own a fifty percent (50%) undivided interest, as tenants-in-
common, in the subject property located at 8297 Delhi Road, North Charleston, SC 29406,
TMS No.: 485-06-00-026 (the "Property");

The Property is not encumbered by any mortgage.

The subject Property is the Plaintiff and Defendant’s childhood home;

Plaintiff made attempts to discuss the disposition of the subject Property with Defendant,
but has never received a clear answer regarding Defendant’s intentions;

Plaintiff is agreeable to selling her interest to Defendant at fair market value;

Plaintiff wishes the Property to be sold in the event Defendant does not wish to purchase

Plaintiff"s interest;

Id

S 12900 dIES0SHISYD - SWITd NOWINOD - NOLSITHYHD - Wd 82'F £0 a5 5202 - 33114 ATIVIINOELDTTS
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Plaintiff has incurred costs and expenses related to the ownership of the Property, including

landscaping expenses totaling $6,300.00 from 2019 1o present;

Plaintiff has incurred attorney’s fees and costs related to this partition action;

Plaintiff will obtain an appraisal to determine fair market value of the Property.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter and the parties to this action;

Partition is available as a matter of right to any co-tenant under S.C. Code Ann. § 15-61-

10;

The Property is not subject to the Clementa C. Pinckney Uniform Partition of Heirs’

Property Act;

Defendant has been provided appropriate notice as required for the Court to proceed with

ordering partition proceedings:

Defendant is in default pursuant to Rule 55(a), SCRCP, having been entered on September

17, 2024, and has failed to make an appearance in this case.

Due process requires that Defendant be afforded an opportunity to purchase Plaintiff"s

interest before the Property is sold to third parties.

ORDER

NOW, THEREFORE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED:

L.

Standing Order Application: The Standing Order in All Partition Actions dated December
20, 2007, is applicable to this case in order to protect the due process rights of Defendant
regardless of her default status. A copy of the Court’s Standing Order is incorporated herein

as Exhibit A and made a part of this Order.

2129001 JOEZ0ZHASYD - SYT1d NOWIWOD - NOLSTTHYHD - Wd 8Z ¥ £0 deg §202 - 43714 ATIW2INOHLD3 13
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Election to Purchase: Defendant shall be granted an opportunity to elect to purchase
Plaintiff"s fifty percent (50%) interest in the Property, pursuant to the December 20, 2007
Standing Order,

Deadline for Election: Defendant shall have until September 26, 20235, to notify the Court
and Plaintiff’s counsel in writing of Defendant’s decision to purchase Plaintiff's interast
and the proposed terms of such purchase, if Defendant decides to do so.

. Method of Motice: Any notice from Defendant shall be filed with the Court and served
upon Plaintiff's counsel at the address of 1730 Central Park Road, Charleston, SC 29412.

. Hearing on Election: A hearing is scheduled for October 6, 2025, at 1:00 P.M., at which
time the Court will determine whether Defendant has elected to purchase the Property and,
if so0, will address the terms of such purchase.

. Notice of Hearing: Plaintiff's counsel shall provide notice of the Qctober 6, 2025 hearing
to Defendant using the same methods of service as were used for the August 25, 2025
hearing.

Determination of Value: Plaintiff will obtain an appraisal to determine fair market value of
the Property.

Preservation of Rights: This Order preserves Plaintiff"s rights to seek partition by sale,

reimbursement for expenses, and attormey’s fees and costs.

[MASTER-IN-EQUITY'S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW ]

2129001 dDES0ZXISYD - SV Td NOWWOD - NOLSTTHYHD - Wd 82+ £0 485 S202 - a4 ATIVDINOHLOTN3
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Danielle C Brown VS Crystal Brown Nwaneri
Case Number: 2023CP1006212

Type: Master/Order/Other

S0 Ordered

s/Mikell R. Scarborough 3062

Elecironically signed on 2025-09-03 153350  page 5 of 5

2129001 dDEZ0EFISYD - SV Td NOWWOD - NOLSITHYHD - Wd 82!+ £0 433 5202 - 374 ATIVIINOY LT3
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Due Course Appratsal Co.

PO Box 560

Nt Pleasant, SC 28465-0560
343-568-9734
key@duscourseappraisals. com

Q9162025

Graves £ Davis, LLC as counssl far Daniede Brows
1730 Central Park Rd
Charleston, SC 28412

Re: Property: 8297 Delhi Rd
Marth Charleslon, SC 28406
Owner: Danielle C Brown & Crystal Brown Nwaneri
File Mo.: BROWN

Opinion of Value: 3 230,000
Effeclive Date: o8/ 1/2025

In accordance with your request, we have appraised the above referenced propery. The report of that appraizal is
attached,

The purpose of the appraisal is to develop an oplnion of market value for the property described in this appraisal
report, as improved, in unencumbered fee simple fille of ownership.

This repart is based on a physical analysis of the site and improvements, a locational analysis of the nelghborhood
and city, and an economic analysis of (he market for properties such as the subject The appraisal was developed
and ihe report was prepared in accordance with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

The opinion of value reported above is as of the stated effective dale and is confingent upon the cedification and
[imiting conditions allached.

It has been a pleasure 1o assist you. Please do not hesitate to contact me or any of my siaff if we can be of additional
service lo you,

James Key Collins

CR-4709

Stata: SC Expires: 06/30/2026
key@duecourseappraisals. com
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Due Course Appraisal Co. (843) 5688784

Appraisal Report

8297 Delhi Rd
North Charleston, SC 29406

Due Course Appraisal Co.
843-568-9784
kevi@lduecourseappraisals.com

Appraised Value as of: 09/11/2025
$ 230,000
Style/Design: Ranch Lot Size: 0.28 Acres
o Living Area (Sq.Fr): 1,460 Meighborhood: Northwood Estates
% Total Bedrooms: 3 Taotal Baths: 2
= Year Built: 1971 Effective Age: 38
Condition: Fair Date of Report:  08M6/2025
Client: Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danielle Brown
; Address: 1730 Central Park Rd
E City: Charleston State: SC Zip: 29412
E“I Phone: B43-805-4649 Fax:
E-mail:  Idavis@gravesdavis.com
MName: James Key Collins
7
é /{ M;,ﬂ" Certification or License # 4798
7 ?ﬂ’”*’ ; ?/ Expiration Date: 06/30/2026 sT: sC
Appeaiser's Signanire E-mail: key@duecourseappraisals.com
1
5 Client File #: BROWN Appraiser File #: 25092768

The value opinlon expressed above is only valld in conjunction with the attached appraisal repart. This value oplnion
may be subject to Hypothetical Conditions andlor Extraordinary Assumptions as indicated In the body of the report.
A true and complete copy of this Summary Appraisal Report contalns 21 pages.

Copyright® 3007 by 2 fa mode, inc. This fors may be raproduced unmediied withoel wetien pesmission, howiver, & la mode, lac. must be acknawiedy ed and credied.

CONSUMERSF Farm GPCSF LT - “TOTAL" appraisal software by ala made. inc. - 1-800-ALAMODE 1ova00?
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EXTERIOR-ONLY RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL REPORT
SUBJECT PROPERTY IDENTIFIGATION

Property Address: B297 Defhi Rd City.  Morth Charleston

Sate:  SC Iip Code: 29406 County. Charleston
Lagal Descnption of Aeal Property: Lot 8 Block Ce Section 3, Morthwood Estales
Tax Assessors Parcel 2 A85-06-00-026 RE Taxes:§ 2388 Tan Yoar 2004

Special Assessments: § 1] Currant Qwner af Aecord: Danielie G Brown & Crystal Brown Nwaneri
Ocoupancy: | | Owner [ | Terant & Vacant  Cument Docupant (if ocoupied): Wacan
Praject Typa (if applicable): [ Planned Linit Development " Condominum [ | Cocperative D€ Estabiished Neighborhood

Hame Owners' Association Membership Fees (i applicable): i0 [ ] peryear (] par month
Markat Area Name: Morihwood Estates Map Referenca; 16700 Census Trest 0031.17

ASSIGNMENT
The purpase of this aporaisa! is to develop & Current opinden of Markef Valiue (a5 defined elsewhera in this report).
Property Rights Appraised: % Feosimple [ Leasehold [ | LeasedFee [ | Other(describe)
Intended Lise: The inkeradied use of Mis appralsal is to assist the client, &s e intanded user of thés repart, in svaluafing the wlbfect proparty for a Fariion Action,
Intended Useris] (by nams of type]. Graves & Dawis, LLC as counsel for DanleBe Brown & ihe Chadesion Courty Mastar-in-Equity Court,
Clignt: Graves & Davs, LLG as counsel for Danlelin Brown Address: 1730 Ceniral Park Rd, Charleston, SC 28412
Mppraiser; James Key Collins Adiress: PO Box 560, Mt Pleasant, SC 28465-0580
MARKET AREA DESCRIPTION

Location; [ Urbzn 3 subwban | Aural Built Up: 3 Over 75% [ 25-75% | Under25%
Growth Rate: [ Rapid ¥ stable T Siow Property Values: € wcreasing [ Stable [ Declining
Damand/Supgly: [] shomane € imBatance || Over Supply Markating Time: ¢ uUnder3Mos, [ | 3-6Mos. [ | Over Mos.
Typlcal One-Linit Price; () Low 200,000 High 450,000 Predominant 325.000

Housing Ranges: Age: [yrs.) Low 3B High 83 Fredominant 51
Prasent Land Lse: One-Linit 100%  2-4 Unit % Multi-Unit: % Comm'l. % %
Ghangs in Land Use: 3 ot Likely (] Likaty * (] 1schanging = *Ta:
Iarket Area Gamments:

The subjects neighborhood is boundad ta the norlh by University Blwd, to the east by Highway 52, to the south by Greenridge Rd and
to the west by the |-28 _ See Location Map. The typical exposura time for similar homes in the subjects market area is less than 3
menths. The definition of exposure time used was taken from the Definitions section of the 2012-2013 version of USPAP. See

gttached addenda for additional information.
SALE / TRANSFER /LISTING HISTORY OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

My resaarch; [ oid 3 Didnot  revesl any priar sales or transfers of the subject property far the thres years prior to the Effective Date of this

appraizal. Data Sources): MLS Tax Records
1at Prior Sale f Tranaier 2nd Priar Sale f Transfer Ind Prior Sale [ Transler
Date of Prior Sale / Transfer, 05072022
Price of Priar Sale / Transfer; $0.00
Source(s} of Pror Sale [ Transfer Data: Per MLS & Tax Records

Analysis of sale / transfer higlary, any current agreements of sale or isting. and Nisting history (if redevent):
Per CTARMLS records the subject has not baen listed for sale within 1 year of the effective date of this appraisal. The subject was

transferred in a non-arms length lransaction.

Client:  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel far  Cllent File No.: BROWN Appraiser Fila Na.: 25092769

Copynigh® 2067 by a la modw, e, This o may be reprodaced cnmodifiad sithout witten permission. however, 3 12 mode, inc. musl be ackaawiiged asd crediad.

CONSUMERSF Farm GPCSF LT - “TOTAL" appraisal software by a 'a mods, inc. - 1-800-ALAMODE Vo
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EXTERIOR-ONLY RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL REPORT

SITE DESCRIPTION

Dimensions: See Tax Map Site Area: 0.28 Acres

Zoning Classification: R-1 Zoning Description: Single Family Residential

Zaning Campliance; M Legal . Legal Mon-Confarming (Grandfathersd) 1 lisgal [} Mo Zoning Regdations

Deed Restricions: Arg Covenants, Conditions, & Restrictions (CC&RS) applicable? 7 Yes b [ Unknown
Have the documents bean raviewsd? [ s ,__ Mo A Ground Rent (if apphcabla) i !

Comments:
Highest & Best Use, as improved, is the: O Presentuse, or || Otheruse (sxplainh
Characteristics: Topography: Basically Leval Slze: Typical for Subdivision
Shapa: Reclanguiar Cirainage: Appears Adequale
Vigw:; Similar Homes / Interstate Landscaping:  Awverage
Notes Adiacent to Interstate A MAA

Qther features: € insidelar [ | Comerlot [ | CuldeSec [ | Underground Utiites [ ]

LUilitiag: Public  Other Provider/Dezsriptien Qff-site Improvements: Type Public  Privale
Electriciy: b4 "1 Dominien Sireet; Asphall b4 O
Gas: b4 | Dominien CurbfGuttar.  Concrate b4 L
Water; b (1 Maoeth Charleston Sidawalk: Concrete x L]
Santay Sewer € [ North Charleston Alley: None Bl H

Is the property or the improvements located in @ FEMA Special Flood Hazard Anea? [ Yes -

FEMA Food Zons; X FEMA Map # 45015C0280K FEMA Map Date: or2era02t

Site Comments:

The appraizer notes that normal wility and drainage essements have no effect on the value or use of this property. No Apparent sasements,
srcroachments or oiher adverse conditions were noted at the time of inspaction. Final determination on the flood zone is by sursey. See addend

DESCRIPTION OF THE IMPROVEMENTS

General Description; #olUnits: 1 [ + Accessary Unit #of Storas: 14 Design (Style}.  Ranch
Type: M Detached ] Akached | Status: 3¢ Existing [ Proposed [] Under Construetion
Actual Age (years): 54 Effective Age (years): a5 Year Built: 1871
Exterior Description:
Frundation: Slab Extericr Wals, Brick { Wood Siding
Roof Surace: Asphalt Shingle Gutters & Downspouls:  Gutters
Window Type(s): Wood Double Hung Starm f Screens: Screens
Heating Systam: FNACentral Gaaling System: FndA/Central
Car Storage: [1tene 3 Garage [] carpot M Driveway {Suace: Concrete | Tatal # of Cars: 3
Livabls area above grade contains: & FRooms, 3 Bedroams, 2 Bathis), and 1,480 Softof GLA

Dascribe Additional Fealures and Improvements:
Based on an extedor anly inspection the subject preperty was shserved o be buill wilh goed quality building malerials and o be in fair condition & the Bme of ispeclior
Depreciaion exsts from differed mainlenance, typical wear and typical tear. This appraisal is made based on the assumption that the subjects interiar condilicn is equal
It's “Fair extorior condilion]e.q.. sutfers fram difared maintenance, scera intesior lems need repairs, dated faatures, warm foanng, elc.., | Sea addendum regarding
condilion scale, Features |nclude: 1 Car Garags, Covered Porch, Patio, Partial Fence, Seme Gulters, Ebe... . The repaned ream courl is based on informason found in |
tax rescards. Ma inspeclioniabasrvation of the subjects interics was compieted, )

Client:  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel far Cliznt Flle No.: BROWN Appraiger Fite Mo.; 25092768

- ]l'l'-'i i }SF CapyrightS 2007 by a & mode, ing. Thiss fasm may be raprodueed unmeditiad withaut weitian pesissian, hosewer, a 12 sode, inc. must be ecamwkoged and credied.
3 CONSUMER Foem GPCSF LT - "TOTAL® aporaisal software by a k2 mode, ing, - 1-800-ALAMODE 12007
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EXTERIOR-ONLY RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL REPORT

SALES COMPARISON APPROACH TO VALUE

For the Sales Companison Approach, the appralser selects comparable sales that they consider the best malches to the subject i terms of physical
characteristics, ohysical praxmity, and time of sale. Tha aparaiser than makes adjustments to the known sale price of each comparable sale to account far
dilferances thal are recognized by the market. For example, if the subject has a single bathroom but @ comparabile kas 2, the comparable’s sale price would be
reducad by tha attrbutable value given to the exira bathroom based on the market's reaction, Likewise, If a comparable sale has a smaller square foatage than
the subject, its sale price would be adjusted upward in the same manner. By waighting and reconciling Ihese adjusted sales prices together, an apinion of

value for the subject can be detemined.

[ FEATURE BUBJECT | COMPARABLESALE #1 COMPARMBLESALE#2 | COMPARABLESWE#3 |
Address 8247 Delhi Rd E170 Wainwright Rd 2952 Nantuckett Ave 2520 Obranto Rd |
Marth Charlastan, SC 20408 Marlh Chareston, SC 204068 [Morth Chareston, SC 28420 Marth Charleston, SC 28406

Proimity ta Subject 0.35 miles SE [0.48 miles SW 0.68 miles NE

Sale Price § MIA 5 250,000 5 212,000 b1 310,000
| Sale Price / BLA ] fSn.FL|$ 16234 /50.00 & 170.14/5q.R {3 149,835

Data Saurce(s) Inspection CTARMLS#24030454 CTARMLS#25003064 CTARMLS#25005429

ADJUSTMENT ITEMS ~ DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION (-} § Adjust |  DESCRIPTION  +(-) $Adjust | DESCRIPTION  +{-) § Adjust.

Sales ar Financing i, ConverdDOM 8 Cash/DOM 0 ConvendDOM 8

Congessions i, §0.00 £3,150 59,300

Date of Sale / Time | NFA, 0172472025 Q4/1 002025 041712025

Rights Apgraisad |Fae Simple Fee Simpls ‘Fae Simple Fea Simple

Looation MorthwdEst finterste | Northwood Esl -10,000| Colony Morth -10.000| MoerwdEst BusyRd

Site 0.28 Acres .31 Acres (.26 Acres 0.27 Acres

Wigw Similar Homes Similar Homes Similar Homes Similar Homes

Design (Style) Ranch Ranch Ranch Raneh

Quality of Construction  BrickMood/Good | VinylSiding/AG +7.500|Wood Siding/Ava +10,000|Brick/ood/Good

Age 154 49 41 59 '.
Condition Fair FairfAverage -12,500|Fair Avarage -31,000
Above Grade Tolal Bdmns Bsths | Toldl Bdms  Baths Totgl Bdms  Baths Tolal Bdms Bamhs

Roam Count B 9 2 |88 2 ls 3 2 ls 3 2 |
Grass Living Area 1,460 S0t | 1,540 S0t 1,246 50.f. +10,700| 2,068 Sl -30,450
Basarnent Total Area MNone None Mone Mane

Basement Finish Area  None Marme Mone Mone

Functional Utiity Average Average Average Average

Heating / Cacling | FWA/Central FWaArCentral FWA/Central FwasCentral

Enargy Efficient items Typical Typical Typical Typlcal

Garage / Carport 1 Car Garage 1 Car Garage 1 Car Garage 2 Car Garage 10,000
Porch /Patio / Deck  CowPrch/Palio  |Sloop +3,000{Covered Porch +1,000|Covered Porch +1,000
Fireplaces | None |1 Fireplace -2,5001 None 1 Fireplace -2,500
Additional Features  Partial Fence Workshop -5,500|Partial Fence Fence -1,000
Std. Kitchen Equipment| Sid Kitch Equip. | Sid Kitch.Equip. Std.Kitch.Equip. Std. Kitch. Equip. ]
Net Adjustment (Tatal} 1+ X- 8 200000 X+ ]- § 117000 | |+ M- '8 73880
Adjusted Zale Price

of Comparalles 5 230,000 5 223,700 i 236,050

Camments on the Sales Comparison Approash:

Adjustments of $50 per square foot were made for differences in GLA. Comp's 1, 2, 4 and 5 were adjusied for differences in sile
values, The subiects location adjacent fo 1-26 is considered slighfly adverse. The appraiser nates that comp 4 |5 located in Pepperhill
subdivision; Pepperhill is considered a slighthy inferior location/subdivision. Comps 1, 3 and § were adjusted for differences in
condition andfor updating. Comps 1 and 2 received construction quality adjusiments for differences in building materials andfor
original quality. All other adjustments are considered typical for the area, The sales submitted ware considerad the best availabla

after thorough research in MLS records.

Appraiser's Indicated Value by the 3ales Comparison Approach: $

Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for  Chent File MNo.:

CONSUMERSF

Client:

BROWN

Copyrghl® 2007 by a la mode. isc. This dorm may be repredeces) enmodified without wilen parmissien. howewer, 4 Ia moda. inc. must be ecinawiadged and crediad.
Fom GPCSF LT - “TOTAL" appraisal sottware by a I3 mode, inc. - 1-800-ALAMODE

230,

Appraisar File No.:

000
25092769

to/za0r
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EXTERIOR-ONLY RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL REPORT

RECONCILIATION

Final Reconciliation of the Approaches io Value:

Camps 1 and 2 provided the most influence on the appraisers opinion of value. Comps 3 and 4 were also weighted heavily but

slightly less than comps 1 and 2. Listing comp 5 was alsa considered. See Addendum
This appraisal 15 made D “asis"; ] subject to completion per plans  and  specfications on ihe basis of a3 Hypothetical
Condiion that the improvemants  have baen completed; [ | subject o the following repairs of alerations on the basis of @
Hypatheical Condition that the repairs or alerstions have besn completed; [ | subject to the following required inspectioniz)
based on the Extraordinary  Assumption thal the fallowing condiion or deficiency does mol  requing glteration  or  repair

The appraisal is made based on he extracrdinary assumption that the sublects interior condition is equal to It's exterior condition.

The appraiser notes that the opinion of value andfor the results of this appraisal could change if the assumpfion is found to be

incomect.

ﬁ This raport is also subject to other Hypothetical Conditiens ar Extragrdinary Assumptions &5 specibied elsewnere in this report,
ATTACHMENTS

A tue and complete copy of this report containe 21 pages. including &t exhibilz which are considered an imtegral part of the
report  This eppraisal report may nol be propery understood without reference o the information  contained in tha complle report

Attached Exhibits:

X Scape of Work X Limiting Condlians B¢ Cerlifications B¢ Narrative Addandum
3 Photograph Addenda M Sketch Addendum ¥ Map Addenda ("] Fiood Addendum
3 Additional Sales (] Cost Addendum (] Manutactured House Addendum || Hypothetical Canditions
x Extraordinary Assumgtions | '—] U

QOPINION OF VALUE

This Opinion of Value may be subject to other Hypothetical Conéflions and / or Extraoedinary Assumptions, i so indicaled  ahove.
Based on the degrec of inspection of the subjest property a3s indicated below; the defined Scope of Waork lor Wis  appralsal
assignment; the atmched Staterment of Assumptions and  Limiting Conditions, and the attached Appraiser's  Cerifications, my  (dur)
Current Opinion of the Market Value (or vale range), a2 defined elsewhers in this report of the real propery that is the subject
of this report isz § 230,000 ,asat 08/11/2025 ‘
which is boih Ihe Inspection Date and the EMective Date of this appraisal

SIGNATURES

APPRAISER SUPERVISORY APPRAISER {if raquired)

ar CO-APPRAISER (if applicable)

oo B

Supervisary or
Appraiser Mame:  James Key Collins Co-Appraisar Mame:
Cempany:  Due Course Appraisal Co. Company.
Phone: B43-568-0784 Fax: Phone: Fan:
E-maf  key@duecourseappraisals.com E-mal;
Date of Rapart (Signatre):  09/16/2025 Date af Rapart (Signature):
License or Ceification #; 4790 State: SC Licensa or Cenification #: atate;
Expiration Date of License or Certification:  QB/30V2028 Expiration Date of Licanse or Ceritication:
mgpection of Subjact: || Interior & Exterior € EderiorOnly [ | None  inspection of Subject  [] Interior & Exterior | Exterior Only [ Nane
[Date of Inspaction:  09/11/2025 Date of Inspection:
Client:  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for ClientFileNo.  BROWN Appraiser File No.. 25082769

. TYNC |1"i"l:"'JSF Wu:n:-rmum,lm_m;mmuwmmmmmum.mm.im.mmmwwm.
ASMOUVIVIER Farm GPCSE LT - “TOTAL® appraisal softwars by 3 fa mode, inc. - 1-800-ALAMODE 1v2007
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ADDITIONAL COMPARABLE SALES

SALES COMPARISON APPROACH TO VALUE

 FEATURE SUBJECT | COMPARMBLESALE# 4 |  COMPARABLESALE# 5 |  COMPARABLESALE# 6 |
| Atdrass 8297 Delhi Rd 3269 Dublin Rd 8520 Delhi Rd ' |
Morth Charleston, SC 20406  |Morth Charleston, SC 29420 Morth Charleston, SC 29406 |
Praxirmity to Subject 1.49 miles S 0.39 miles NE
$ale Price § NIA § 205,000 § 270,000 $ f
Sate Price / GLA 5 /Sq.FLI8  153.00/5qFL §  142.03/5.R. |8 /5qA.
Data Saurce(s) Inspection CTARMLS#25021221 CTARMLS#24026811 | f
ADJUSTMENT ITEMS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION +{=) § Adjust. DESCAIPTION +{-1 % Adjust. |  DESCRIPTION +(=) & Adjust .
Sales or Financing Tis, Cash/DOM & ACTIVEDOM319 |
Concessionz A £0.00 1 30.00 |
Date of Sale / Time iy 0842572025 1.||’|.IZ‘-"II'I|||'E |
Rights Appraised | Fee Simpie Fee Simple Fee Simple
Locaticn | MonthwdEst/interste | Pepperhill +10,000| Northwood Est -10,000
St 0.28 Acras 0.25 Acres 0.34 Acres |
Vigw |Similar Homes | Similar Homes Similar Homes !
Dasegn {Style) Ranch Ranch Ranch -
Quality of Construstion | BrickMWood/Good |Brick/Good Brick/Wood/Good
fige 54 49 58
Condition Fair Fair Average -27 000
Abgvs Grade Tolsl Bdmmg Baths |Tols Bdrms  Balhs Tolsl Bdms  Haths Totd Bams  Baths
Foom Cownt 6 3 2 g 3 11 +3,000| 6 3 2
Gross Living Area 1,460 i‘uq.l‘t1 1,332 5qF +5,400 1,901 Sq.FL -22.050/ SR
Basement Total Area  Mong |Wone None
Basemant Finish Area  Mone {None Mone
Functional Utikty | Average Average Average
Heatirg / Caoling FWACentral FWACentral FwiiCentral
jEnurgy Efficient Rems Typical Typical Typical
| Garage / Caart |1 Car Garage None +10,0001 Car Garage
Poech / Patia/ Deck | CowPrch/Pallo Deck +2.000| Coveraed Paorch +1,000
Firaplaces  Hone Haone Mone
Additional Featwres | Pariial Fence Partial Fence Partial Fence
Std. Kitchen Equipment Std Kilch Equip. | Std ¥iteh. Equip. Sid.Kitch.Equip.
Net Adjustment (Tot) ﬁ*‘ [1- & aqo0 [+ K- % -saos0| [+ - s
Adjusted Sale Price
of Comparables i 236,400 § 211,950 8
Comments:
Client Graves & Davis, LLC as counse for Darsall  Glient File Mo.: BROWVM Appracser File No.: 25092764
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Supplemental Addendum Rl 25095750

Graves & Davig, LLC as counsal fior Danielle Brawn e

arlosion &= Charestan S gn WG oogn

Darksde C Brown & Crysial Broan Meanesd

* GP Consumer Short Form : Meighborhood - Dascription

The subject is iocated In Morthwood Estales in the City of Marih Charfestan, Norlbwood Esisbes s an esiabiished singie lamily
delached nesghborhood mainty featuring ranch and spii level sgyle hames. The neighberhood has relallvaly easy access i
Highneary 52, Highway T8, [-528 and |-28. Residerts are alforded conversent access b schools, shopping, places ol warship,
businasses and places of empleyment

= GP Consumer Short Form : Nelghborhood - Market Conditions
A review of the appraises’s Slas, a competitive marked analysis and an anea marked sursey from v Trderd Multiple Listing
Service was done for the subjec] area, Currenily there are 8 hames lisbad for sale in Merbweood Estates (acliveicantingent) and

8 11 have sabd in (ke past year per MLS recards. Appeal for the anea has been good. Statbility of the market /s considered
goed. There are na known adversa fachors atiacting markelabiity.

Appraisal Repening Process

The appraisal reporl presenls crly summary dscuasions of the dala, reasaning and analysis that were wsed in lhe appralsal
proceds Lo dewelop (e appramer’s apinion of value. Supperling documenlalion that ks not provided wilhin this repart
concerming data, reasoring and analysis is relained in ha appraisers file. The depth of discussion conlained in this repert is
specifiz 1o the neads of tha diend and for the inlended wse staled wilhin the report. The appraser is not responsibie for
uraihorized use of Biis repon.

Intanded Usaisar Of The Apprajtal Bapordt

The inlended use of this apprasal is Lo assist the dient. as (e inlended user of ke reapadt, in avaluating ihe suec property
far a Partilion Action, The imended user of this repart is naled an tha secord page in the Clent section. This repor was
prepansd for e exchsive use of he referenced cienl.

Eurpose Of The Assignment

The purpose of this repad i (o provide an epirean of markst valus, 83 dafinad in (ha report, Tor the subject property. The
opinicn of vale staled in this report i3 in tamms of dnancial amangements equivalent o cash,

Temmite Infestation (Existing Dwaliings]

Although thers was no evidence of indesliation, his doas nol rule cut he possibiity of lermiles, H is recommendd (s &
licansed pest caningl operator inspact the subjedt property,

Environmantsa| Disalaimar

Tne apinion ol value |5 based on the assumplion the proparty i nal negatively affected by the exisience of hazardous
substances or delimental envimonmental condilions unbess atherwise staled in this report Tha appraiser i3 nat an expart in e
iendfication of hazardous substances or delimental emifonmeanial condions. The appralsers rouling Inspection of and
ingquiras Bbaul he sutiect praperty did nal devalop ary Enfiormation thal indicaled ary appareni significant hazardous
subslances or celimantal environmental conditions which could affect the property negalively unlaas albesvisa slaled in lhis
repart, [t it possibie that lesg and inspections mads by & qualified kazardows substance and envirenmantal expest wauld reveal
e existence of hazandous subsiances or detrimentsl envdronmental condilions on or in clase proximity lo fe sulject property
mat would regatively sfect it's markat vakue,

Data Collsction And inspection Sommants

Al data conlained within (hia repant was ablsined and verilied freugh the Mulliple Listing Service (MLS] including Tax and
Map dala. inspecticn of the subpect propesty and nekghborhaod, Professional Realiors and Real Estale Agents andior the

appropriale gaveming agercies,

This repert is based on an exteriar-only inspaction of the subject propery. This appraesal is nol 2 home inspection and ®i
Bppratier i3 nol acting a3 & home Inspacior whan preparing this repart. The bormower has he fighl (o have fe propey
wspoctad by a professional hame inspector, B is assumed thal 2l mecharical equipmeant and applisnces ane opavable; thal all
elecirical, plumbing and roal components ane oparatile andior salisfachary; and thare are no sinuclural defecls hidden by Soar
or wall cowerings or any ofher hidden or unapparent condllions af lhe subject property. The appraiser does nol hive the
axperiise to maka appropiale inspections and Menelors assumes na responsibilty far thesa Rama,

Digltal Phatoaraph and Signatwra Commants

The phalegraphs peovided in this repon are digital images. Thare has been N alterstions whalsoewss made fo these images.
\When utiized, signalures are digital and approved by the appraiser of the repart,

The sile dimensions, size, sasements, encroachmerts and Bood 2ene informallan ane subject B a survey, The suneyor is
besier able io make the Enal dederminafion reganding ocd zone data and [heir codnian should cwer rule thal of the appraiser. A
survey fram a licansed pralessional is recommanded (o detarming the smct location of the subject property.

Final Reconciatien

The Sales Comparson Approach was given The mast credence due 8 the T2 @ refects the aelivily of lypical buyers and
seflers in the markeiplace, The Cost Approach is not applicable when appraising condominiums, Urless atherwise noted in
the repart , the Incame Approach wes not uilized due o limited renlsl dala and i5 nat considered applicabile. The Baal opirion
of value doas nol inchude ary personal property uriess staled in the reporl. The fnal opinion of vaiue is subject ta a thorough
lithy examination,

Forrm TAGN - "TOTAL sppraisal software by b mede, inc. - 1-200-ALAMOOE
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Supplemental Addendum e ggaesTes

| Lendurlent  Graves & Davis, LLC 85 couneal for Daniali Brown

PomerAT @267 Dl Ad === s
] Marih Charkeston L Charlagion B g Tolde 20406
inlie & Brown & | M

Excebenl
Very Good
Good
Average
Fair

Pooy

Adidilienal expianaliors avalable upon cliant requesl,

Comments Regarding Improvements

Bated on a0 axenior only inspaction B subiec! propecty was chsared (o be buill wih good qualiy building maleials and 1o be in fsir
canddion At Ihe ime of pepectien. Deprecialion sxsts om SiMeed malabananco, ipcal wear and typical nar, This appraisal is made based
on e B55UmRlion hal e subiecls inlesor condiion |5 aquad o @'s Fair® sxetor condilon(e.g.! suffers from cilfered Saistananca, sSome
laror Bame need repairs, daled dealures, worm Moning, #ic... ) See pddendum regandiag condition scale. Fealures Indude: 1 Car Garsge,
Covarad Parch, Palis, Petisl Fante, Seme Gullars, Ele_ . Tha raparted room counl is based on information foaed i the lax recerds. Mo

nsgRcTan/ebavalion of Ihe subjcts inlaror was campleid.

Fom TADD - "TOTAL" sporeisal softaare by 1 4 mode, ing. - 1-800-ALANCEDE
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Subject Photo Page

LendeThnt  Graves & Davis, LLC a8 counael for Darselie Brown
Prepery s g2o7 DethiRd _

LR Narih Charieston o Charlssson

0 gr el 29408

Crweer Danlella C Brown & Crystal Bmvmm;mn

Form PICFIN.SA - TOTAL" azpraresl softwere by 2 la moda, fnc. -

Subject Front

B257 Delhi Rd
Sales Prica By
Ginyss Livieg Amea 1.460
Tolal Reoms -]
Total Bsfroems 3
Toal Baifweams 2
Lozalian HorimedEst Aresrste
Wigwr Similar Homes
Sie 0,28 Acres
Oty BrickWoodiGaod
e 84
Rear
Subject Street
1-800-ALAODE
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Comparable Photos 1-3

LendesClent  Graves & Dawis, LLC as counsel far Danielle Brown e

| Prgsy bt 5207 Dl Rd =
v Nerih Charieston % Charleston mh SC_ BGe 23408
Cramar i & Brown Neanerd

Comparable 1
H170 Wairwright Rd
Pring, b Sebiect 0.35 miles 5E
Sales Price 250,000
Gross Living Area 1,540
Talal Reoms ]
Tota! Bedroams 3
Toud Bathveoms. 2
Lecation Harlhwasd Esf,
\igm Simiar Homes
S 0.31 Acres
Duskty Wiyl SicnpiAG
gt 48
Gomparahle 2
2852 Nanluckedt Ave
Prie, b Sabiess] .48 mias S
Sales Price 212,000
GrassLiving A 1.246
Tolal Beors 8
Tolal Bedroems 3
Todal Bathvoams 2
Loeation Celony Hofh
Wiaw Similar Homes
S 0.26 Acres
Calty WoedSkinglAvg
figa 41
Comparable 3
2539 Giranio Rd
Praac 10 Subject 0,55 miles NE
Sales Price 310,000
Gress Lviig sz 2,060
Totdl Aooms B
Total Aedeooms 3
Totsl Baltgomes. 2
Lacrion P thrwaEs | BusyPid
View Simiar Homas
Sie 0.27 Acres
Tuaity Brck\WoodiGood
L] 50

Form FICPILCR, - “TOTAL® apsraisal safterare By 3 mods, inz. - 1-B00-ALAMODE
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Comparable Photos 4-6

LenceyCienl  Grawas & Davis, LLC a3 cownsel for Danielle Brown —_
Prosej Adtres  B2G7 Dielhi Rd S :

oy Marih Chaeston fefy  Chartiston Fm 30 Dot 2940 N
vy Da c al Hwanar

Caomparable 4

3269 Dubln Rd
Praw, B Sebviest 1.408 mias 5
Sales Price 205,000

1,332

Pepperhil
SimEar Homas
Gie 0.25 Acres
Dualty BrickiGood
Ape 49
Comparable 5
B520¢ Delhi R
Prree, (o Balijget 038 mdas NE
Gales Price 270,000
Grgss Living Area 100
Tatzl Avams ]
Tolzl Bedrooms 3
Tolal Baikmoms 2
Logavon Marihwaood Esl
Wiew Simiar Homas
Ske 13.34 Acres
Quaity Brick\voodiGaod
A 58
Comparahle &
P, b Sebigs
Salas Price
(iness Living Ama
Tatzl Apams
Tetsl Bedezoms
Talal Balhmoms
Lecation
Wigw
Gite
Dnsalty
e

Fiorm PICFTY CR - “TOTAL® apgrasal soffware by & bmade, inc. - 1-500-ALAMOOE
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Building Sketch

Lender/Client Graves & Davig, LLC as counsel for Dankells Brown =T

Property Addness 8297 Dalhi Rd 3 = a2 =
City Morth Charleston - Cowrty Charleston Sule SC Zip Code 23408
Crvner Danielle C Brown & Crysial Brown Nwaneri
46,9'
14.2'
(=
[
]
o
L
L Garage e
% iz Covered Porch
118
r 17.3' -
] [
- F-Y
wa 14.8'
2
29
TR Sherich iy @ b iy Arad Caloslybhrns Summary
Living Arma. e D Hx3 = Ml
Pat Laehom 0y 1Ll = 453 = BIS.0E
Total Living Aras [Reanded) 1480 Bg
mmm:“ 1034 S it Ew T3 = [N
2m=133 = 14T
& Car Attaches O 1% 134 = LR
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Location Map

Lender/Client Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danielle Brown N
Propery Addrss 8297 Delhi Rd el A =
City Morth Charleston Coutly Charleston Staln SC ZpCods 28406
Cwner Danielle C Brown & Crystal Brown Nwaneri
a la mode, inc.
-."_-'f’ ;! 3
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Plat

® MLS Tax "

Powmrad by £ Bats

Map for Parcal Address: 8297 Delhi Ru Norkh Chadeston, 5C 20406-0724 Pareel 10: 485-08-00-026

i, TR . 7

\ '

0 2028 Courthoyse Relmaval System, Inc. Al Righls Resenad
informasan Deemaed Reffstl Bul Nol Guarantoad,
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Location Map

Lender/Glient Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danielle Brown

Property Address 207 DethiRd :
Gity Morth Charesion Coutty Charlaston Sale SC ZipCode 29406
Owner Canielle & Brown & Crystal Brown Nwaneri

a la mode, inc.

s

e e T L e

SUBJECT
5287 Defhi Ra

Form MAF LT.LOG - TOTAL" appraisal saftware by a la mode, Inc. - 1-800-ALAMOCE
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Photograph Addendum

Lender/Cient  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danisile Brown

Property Address 8297 Dethi Rd _& -

City Marth Charleston Gounty Charfeston _ fak sC TpCode 29406
Qwner Danielle C Brown & Crystal Brown Nwaneri

View Towards [ntarstate

Differad Mainlenance

Form LPACRD! - *TOTAL" appraisal software by 2 |a made, inc, - 1-B00-ALAMODE
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ASSUMPTIONS & LIMITING CONDITIONS

SUBJECT PROPERTY

— —_—

[Pmperry Address: B297 Deihl Rd City:  Morth Charleston
Skate: 8¢ Tin Code: 20408 Caumty: Charleston

STATEMENT OF ASSUMPTIONS & LIMITING CONDITIONS

- The appraiser will not be responsible for matters of a legal nature that affect elther the property being appralsed or the title toit, The
appraiser assumes that the title Is good and marketable and, therefore, will not render any opinlons about the litle. The property s
appraised on the basis of it being under responsible ownership.

- The appraiser may have provided a sketch in the appralsal report to show approximate dimensions of the improvements, and any such
sketch is included anly to assist the reader of the report in visualizing the property and understanding the appraiser's defermination of its
size. Unless otherwise indicated, 2 Land Survey was not performed.

- If so Indicated, the appraiser has examined the available flood maps that are provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
{or other data sources) and has noted In the appralsal report whether the subject site Is located [n an identified Special Flood Hazard Area.
Bacause the appraiser is not a surveyor, he or she makes no guarantees, express or implied, regarding this determination.

- The appraiser will not give testimony or appear in court because he or she made an appralsal of the property in question, unless specific
arrangements to do 50 have been made beforehand.

- The appralser hag noted In the appraisal report any adverse conditions (including, but not limited to, needed repairs, depreciation, the
presence of hazardous wastes, toxic substances, eic.) observed during the inspection of the subject property, or that he or she became
aware of durlng the normal research Invalved In performing the appraisal. Unless otherwise stated in the appralsal report, the appralser
has no knowledge of any hidden or unapparent conditions of the property, or adverse environmental conditions (Including, but not limited
to, the presence of hazardous wastes, loxic substances, etc.) that would make the property more or less valuable, and has assumed that
there are no such conditions and makes no guarantees or warranties, express or implied, regarding the condition of the property. The
appralser will not be responsible for any such conditions that do exist or for any engineering or testing that might be required to discover
whether such conditions exist. Because the appraiser is not an expert in the field of environmental hazards, the appraisal report must not
be considered as an environmental assessment of the property.

- The appraiser obtained the information, estimates, and opinions that were expressed in the appraisal report from sources thal he or she
considers to be reliable and believes them to be true and correct, The appraiser does not azsume responsibility for the accuracy of such
items that were furnished by other parties.

- The appraiser will not disclose the contents of the appralsal report except as provided for in the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice, and any applicable federal, state or local laws.

= If this appraisal Is Indicated as sublect to satisfactory completion, repairs, or alterations, the appraiser has based his or her appraisal
report and valuation conclusion on the assumption that completion of the improvements will be pedormed in a workmanlike manner.

- An appraiser's client s the party (or parties) who engage an appraiser In a specific assignment. Any other party acquiring this report
from the client does not become a party to the appraiser-client relationship. Any persons receiving this appraisal report because of
disclosure requirements appllcable to the appraiser's client do not become intended users of this report unless specifically identified by th
client at the time of the assignment.

- The appraiser's writlen consent and approval must be oblained before this appralsal report can be conveyed by anyone to the public,
through advertising, public relations, news, sales, or by means of any other media, or by Its Inclusion in a private or public database.

- An appralsal of real property is not a 'home inspection’ and should not be construed as such. As part of the valuation process, the
appraiser performs & non-Invasive visual inventory that is not intended to reveal defects or detrimental conditions that are not readlly
apparent. The presence of such conditions or defecls could adversely affect the appraiser's opinion of value. Clients with concerns about
such potential negative factors are encouraged to engage the appropriate type of expert to Investigate.

- In developing this appraisal, the appralser has incorporated only the Sales Comparison approach. The appraiser has excluded the Cost
and Income approaches. The appraiser has determined that this appraisal process is not so limited that the results of the assignment are

no longer credible,

Chient  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danied. Client File Ne: BROWN Appraizer File No.: 25092760
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DEFINITIONS & SCOPE OF WORK

SUBJECT PROPERTY

| Prapeny Address: B297 Delhi Rd Cdy:  Morth Charleston
| sate: SO ZpCode. 20408 County  Charleston

DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE *:

Market value means the most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open market under all conditions requisite
{o a fair sale, the buyer and seller each acting prudently and knowledgeably, and assuming the price is not affected by undue slimulus.
Implicit in this definition |s the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and the passing of title from seller to buyer under conditions
whereby;

1. Buyer and seller are typically motivated;

2, Both parfies are well informed or well advised and acting in what they consider heir own best interests;

3. A reasonable ime is allowed for exposure in the open market;

4, Payment is made in terms of cash in U.S. dollars or in terms of financial arrangements comparable thereto; and

5, The price represents the normal consideration for the property sold unatfected by special or creative financing or sales concessions
granled by anvone assoclated with the sale.

* This definition s from requiations published by federal requlatory agencies pursuant to Title Xl of the Financial Institutions

Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act (FIRREA) of 1989 between July 5, 1990, and August 24, 1930, by the Federal Reserve System
(FRS), National Credit Union Administration (NCUA), Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC), the Office of Thrift Supervision {OTS),
and the Office of Comptroller of the Currency (OCC). This definition Is also referenced in requlations jointly published by the OCC, OTS,
FRS, and FDIC on June 7, 1994, and in the Interagency Appraisal and Evaluation Guidelines, dated October 27, 1394,

The Scope of Work is the type and extent of research and analyses performed In an appraisal assignment that is required to produce
credible assignment results, given the nature of the appraisal problem, the specific requirements of the intended user(s) and the intended
use of the appraisal report, Rellance upon this report, regardless of how acquired, by any party or for any use, other than those specified in
this report by the Appraiser, is prohibited. The Opinion of Value that is the conclusion of this report Is credible only within the context of th
Scope of Work, Effective Date, the Date of Repor, the Intended User(s), the Intended Use, the stated Assumptions and Limiting Conditions,
any Hypothetical Conditions and,‘or Extraordinary Assumptions, and the Type of Value, as defined herein. The appraiser, appraisal firm,
and related parties assume no obligation, liability, or accountability, and will not be responsible for any unauthorized use of this report or

its conclusions.

Additional Comments (Scope of Work, Extraordinary Assumptions, Hypathetical Conditions, etc.):

The subjects current use Is legally permissible basad on current zoning. The lot location, size and shape allow for the present
imprevements. Current market conditions indicate that a single family residence is it's financlally feasible and maximally
productive use. The highest and best use, as if vacant, would be to build a single family residence.

Client  Graves & Davis, LLC &8 counssl for Daniet  Clignt File No.: BROWM Appraiser File No.: 25082780
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CERTIFICATIONS

SUBJECT PROPERTY
Property Address: 8207 Delhi Rd Gity-  Morth Charleston
| Sl SC Zip Cod; 294085 County: Charleston
APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION

| certify that, to the best of my knowledge and bellef:

- The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

- The credibility of this report, for the stated use by the stated user(s), of the reported analyses, opiniens, and conclusions are limited only
by the reported assumptions and limiting conditions, and are my personal, impartial, and unbiased professional analyses, opinions, and
conclusions.

= | have nﬂﬂant or prospective Inferest in the property that is the subject of this report and no personal interest with respect to the
parties in ,

- | have no bias with respect o the property that is the sublect of this report or to the parties involved with this assignment.

- My engagement In this assignment was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined results.

- My compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or reporting of a predetermined value or
direction in value that favors the cause of the client, the amount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the
pecurrence of a subsequent event directiy related to the intended use of this appraisal.

- Wy analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared, in conformity with the Uniform Standards of
Professional Appraisal Practice that were in effect at the time this report was prepared.

-1 did not base, either partially or completely, my analysis and,/or the opinion of value in the appraisal report on the race, color, religion,
sex, handicap, familial status, or natlonal origin of either the prospective owners or occupants of the sublect property, or of the present
owners or occupants of the properties in the vicinity of the subject property.

- Unless otherwise Indicated, | have made a parsonal inspection of the property that is the subject of this report.

- Unless otherwise indicated, no one provided sianificant real property appraisal assistance lo the person(s) signing this ceriification.

Additional Cerfifications:

| have performed no appralsals or other services, as an appraiser or in any other capacity, regarding the property that is the subject of this
appraisal within the 3 year time period immediately preceding acceptance of this assignment. | have no current or prospective interest in
the subject property or parties involved,

43

SIGNATURES

AFFRAISER SUPERVISORY APPHAISER (if raquired)
_ or CO-APPRAISER (il apphicable)
v d?u%n’/
;2.5@. g5 1 i-;/
Superdisory or

Appraiser Mame:  James Key Colling Co-fppraiser Name:
Company:  Due Course Appratsal Co. Company:
Fhone:  B43-5E8-0784 Fa: Phang: Fasx:
E-mal  key@duscourseappraisals.com E-mail:
Date of Aeport (Signature);  0OM&R2025 Date of Report (Signaturs):
Ligenza or Contification #: 4709 Stete: SC License or Certilicatian #: Sate:

Expiration Date of Licensa or Certification:  0&/30/2026
nspecticn of Subjact || Interior & Exteriar 3 Exterior Only (] None

Expiration Date of License or Certification;

Inspection of Subject || interior & Exterior || Exterior Cnly [ None

Date of Inspection:  09/11/2025 Dats of Inspection:

Appralser File Mo.: 25092789

Client:  Graves & Davis, LLC a5 counsel for Daniet  Cllent File No.: BROWN
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Dpe Courss Appraisal Co. (843) S6E-9784
FIRREA / USPAP ADDENDUM

Lende/Client  Graves & Davis, LLC as counsel for Danielle Brown _ _ FieMa. 25092769

| Propedty Address 8207 Delhi Rd . e e i SR =i
City Morth Charleston County Charleston Slr SC fplode 20408
(wmer Danielle C Brown & C | Brawn Mwaneri

Purpasa

The purpese of the appraisal is io determine the market value of the subject property as defined herein, The function of the appraisal is

| to assist the named ciient in evaluating the subject property for a Partition Action.
Scope of Work

e Adiletdum —

Intended Lze / intended User

Inipndd [se Tha intended use of this appralsal is o asaist the client, as the slended usar of this report, in evaluating the subject property for a Partition Action.

inlended Userls):  Graves & Davis, LLC as eounsel for Danielle Brown & the Charteston County Master-In-Equity Court.

Higtary of Proparty

el figfing information:  The subjeet |s nat eurrently Hsted for sale per MLS records.

Prige sale:  See Report _ N

Exposure Time / Markeling Time

See Appraisal Raport i _

Personal (non-realty) Transfers

Mot Applicable 0 2

Additional Comments

See Addendum and Repart for additional commentary.

Certification Supplameant

1. This appraisal asslgnmenl was not based an 3 requested mirimum valiation, 2 speeific valuation, or 2n appeoval of 2 loan.

?.Hynwpamihnhrﬂwanﬂumﬂmulamdmnhdﬂimwmmmwuammmwdmﬂnm.mammhﬂm
astimate, the attainment of a stipulated resull or the accumence of a subsequent evenl,

3, | have performed no apgraisals or other services, as 2n appralser of in any other capacity, regarding e propesty tat is e subject of this appraisal within the 3 year time period

immedistely preceding aceeptance of fhis assignment, | have no current or praspective interest in the subject propesty of parfies invoived.

W e

Supervisoey
Aopraiser James Key Colling . Aperaiser
Signed Date: 0911612025 ke Dagec
Cerlification of Licensa #: 4799 Cerlificatian or License #: =
Carlification or License Sigle:.  SC _ Expies DS/30VZ026 Certification or License Stabs: Expires: e

ispection of Subject. | |DidMat | | EsteriorOnly || Ineror and Exteror

Effactive Dabe of Appraisat 09/11/2025

Farm FUA LT - “TOTAL" appraisal saftware by a 2 mode, inc. - 1-800-ALAMODE
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M Gmall 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 11:45PM
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 1Z6E473T0303588222). See UPS/Staples receipt
reflecting Sept. 18, 2025 as the date the filing was dropped off.

! ll I ] I'
i
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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.borown@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

&“b; GRAVES & DAVIS

Attorneys at Law

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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9.17.25 - Brown v. Nwaneri Documents.pdf

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,

| received your email this morning, copied to the Clerk of Court and Law Clerk. While | 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, | do not receive electronic notice of filings. The only notice | 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, | respectfully request that opposing counsel provide the full appraisal ordered by the Master no later than
Monday, September 22. Without it, | 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.borown@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 11:59PM
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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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Danielle C. Brown,
Plaintiff,

V.

Crystal Brown Nwaneri,
Defendant.

Case Nu.m@
# 2023-0( 2|2

PRO SE DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO VACATE ORDERS AND FOR RECOGNITION OF
HEIRS' PROPERTY

I. Background

This dispute arises out of property that descended to both Plaintiff and pro se Defendant
through intestate succession following the death of their father. Rather than initiate
administration cooperatively, Plaintiff unilaterally filed a motion in Probate Court to be
named executor. This commenced the proceedings in an atmosphere of hostility and
ambush.

Since that time, Plaintiff has made little to no contribution toward the maintenance or
preservation of the property. Over a period of eight years, Plaintiff has incurred only
approximately $6,300 in costs, all of which concern cosmetic landscaping as per her own
filings. Despite this, she now seeks to force a sale of the property solely to cash out her
interest, disregarding the fact that the property is a sentimental family home where Plaintiff
and Defendant were born and raised, and inheritance.

Il. The Property is Heirs’ Property and Should Not Be Subject to a Forced Sale

The subject property qualifies as heirs' property under the Uniform Partition of Heirs’
Property Act, 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-67-310 et seq. The property was conveyed by intestate
succession, is jointly owned by heirs, and carries significant sentimental and ancestral

value.

South Carolina law requires courts to provide heightened protections in heirs’ property
cases, including consideration of partition in kind, buy-out rights, and equitable factors,

before resorting to forced sale. See S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-67-320, 15-67-330. By failing to
apply these statutory protections, the Court's orders constitute clear error of law.

I i

4
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1Il. The Master's Recent Orders Were Based on Errors of Law and Fact
The Court's recent rulings—including the August 25, 2025 order and the September 3, 2025
order—should be vacated for the following reasons:

A. August 25, 2025 Order

Defendant resides out of state and is the primary caregiver to three minor children under
the age of ten, including a toddler. Nevertheless, the Court denied Defendant’s request for
reasonable accommodation. The Court's own email states:

Froam: MIELawClerk <MIELawClerk@icharastoncounty.org>

Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 at 13:17 AM

Ta: Crystal Brawn <crysial brown@gmail com, Logan Davis <Ldavisi@gravesdavis.coms>

Ce: Martha 5. Dennis <MDennisi@charestoncounty.omg>, Tyler Groves <igravesigravesdavis com>
Subjact: AE: Clardfication ra: Hearing Scheduled for August 25, 2025

Goad morming,

Upan review ol the comemunstatioss and THings bn this case, Judge Scarbarough has determined bt the Defendant dad receive proper notice
of the bearing and will proceed with the in-person heaning schedwled today for 200 pom. The Cour will pot allow for the virizl or telephose
panicipation by either pamy. Additianally. this Court nates that this hearing was continised from the Jamsry 79, 2025 date and that the
Drefendant was fownd b be in defyult in Sepeember 2004, Thas, ibe pastition hearing sét for 2:00 pon today will peoceed as previmsly
scheduled

Thank you very much

Liflian P, Wilkersom. Esg,

Judicial Law Clerk

Clarlestan County Master In Euity
100 Broad Streat, Suite 266
Charasten, SC 29401

Pl (B43) 958-5075
MIELawClarkicharestoncounty.org

This refusal deprived Defendant, who resides in Maryland, of due process and
meaningful access to the Court.

B. September 3, 2025 Order
The Court’s September 3 ruling is likewise erroneous. That order states:

This mutter caime before the Coun on August 25, 2025, at 200 PM.. for a braring an PlaistilTs action for partition by sale of real property
leemted 21 B297 Delhi Road, North Charlestan, SC 20404, Present at the hearing were Plaintill Danielle C. Brown (“PlaisiiT) and her
counsel, Logan 5. Davis, Esg and 5, Tyler Graves, Esg. of Graves & Davis, LLC. Defendant Crystal Brown Nwaneri (~Defendans™) was not
jpresznt at the hearing,

FROCEDURAL HISTORY AND SERVICE

The Coun finds that appropsiate notice was provided o Defendani to appear at the bearing.

The resond reflects tha PlamtifTs counsel filed extensive exhabats abang with ils Amended Memarandun in Suppoet of Panition by Sake w
establish approprate notice, inckoding:

I. Service by publecation in The Post sed Cunrder newspaper on May 22, May 20, and June §, 2024,

2 Multiple aimempis ol motice to Defendant’s last known address at 17293 Dakwood Lodge Lane, Pisey Poimt, MD 20674,

1. For the Fanuary 29, 2025 hearing: successful delivery on Jansury 21, 1025 (FedEx imcking 9771449779691 ) and atbempsed delivery
requiring sipnature {FedEx tracking

FTTISA0THIGET),

4. Fof the Augus 25, 2025 hearing: successful delovery on August |5, 2025 (FedEx tracking BREIS02622602) and successfil signed
delivery on August 15, 7025 (FedEx tracking #8E350269 7910},

5. Email notice io Defendant af the email address peevicusky uied for communicatioes bn this matter.

The Court comfirmed that Defendant is in default pursoant o Rule §5{a), SCRCP, having beem entered on Sepiember 17, 2024, and has failed
to make an appeamnée in this cass.

FINDINGS OF FACT
Pased on the testimany and evidence presented af ihe heanng, the Coun mabes the
fodlowing findings of fact:
1. Plaintifl asd Defendani each own a fifty percent | 50%) undivided inleresl, as lemants-in in the subject propery bocabed a1 $397
Delhi Boad, Monh Charleston, SC 29406, TMS Moo 485-06-00-026 (the "Praperty™ ),
2 The Property i nod encismbered by any marigage,
I 1 The subject Propeny is the Flaintifl and Defendant’s childhoad home:
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4, PlaindilT made alicmpts 10 discuss the disposatean of the pibjest Properly with Defendant, bt has never received a cleat anvwer reganding
Deefendani™s inlemixns,

5. Maintill i agreeable bo selling her snleres 1o Defendant 81 (sie marker value,

6. Plantiil wishes the Propeny 1 be sobd in the even Defendant does not wish to purchase Plaingills inferest,

7. PlaimtifT has incurred coots and expenses related to the ewnership of the Propenty, inchuding landscaping exparses totaling 56, 300.00 fram
201% 1o present;

%, Plaeniil has incurred atiorney"s fees and cosis relaled to this parilion achios,

9, Plaintiff will obiain an appraisal 1o delermine fair market valoe of the Propenmy,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This Coun has jurisdiction over the sbject matter and the parties io this actian,

Farition is available as a mamser of fght to any co-tenant under 5.C. Code Ann § 15-61-10;

3, The Property is nol subject to the Clemesta C, Pinckney Unifiorm Partition of Heivs” Propeny Act;

4, Defendant has been provided appropriate notice as required far the Court to proceed with ondering parition procesdings.

4. Defendant is in defauh pursuant 10 Rule $%5(a), SCRCP, having been estered on Sepiember 17, 2024, and has failed to make an appearance
in |5 case,

f. Dug presess requires that Defendant be afforded an apportnity 1o pechase Plaintifls imerest before the Propenty 8 sold so thind parties.

ORDER

ROW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY QRDERED:

1. Standing Order Application: The Standing Qrder in All Partition Actions daied Decernber 20, 2007, is applicable to this case in onder 1o
protect the duse process rights of Defendant regardless of her defaule status. A copy of the Coart’s Standing Order i4 iscoporated herein as
Exhibit A and made a pan af ithis Order.

1. Election to Purchate: Defendant shall be graned an opportenity 1o eleet 1o purchase

3 MaimtilT's fifty percent (50%) imterest in ibe Propeny, purssand to the December 20, 2007 Standing Order.

4, Deadline for Election; Defendant shall have until September 26, 2025, 1o notify the Court and PlainifT s counsel in writing of Defendant’s
decasiom to purchase Plaintifls isterest and the proposed terms of such purchase, if Defendam decides to do so,

5. Method of Natice: Any sotice fron Defendan chall be filed wath the Coun and served upon Plainitl"s comnsel a1 the address of 1730
Central Park Road, Clarleston, 5C 25412

&, Heaning on Election: A hearing is schedubed for Ocrober 6, 2025, w1 1:00 P.M., at which time the Coun will determine whether Defendant
has elected 1o purchase che Property and. if so, will address the terms of such purchass:

7. Metice of Heaning: Plaintiffs counsel shall prosade notice of the Ociober &, 2023 hearing 1o Defendant sing the same melbods of service
as were wsed for the August 25, 2025 heaning,

8. Determinatin off Valoe; Plaimiff will obaxin on appraisal o desermine Euir market value of the Property.

9. Presenvation of Rights: This Order preserves PlamiifT s sights 1o geek panition by sale, reimburssment for expenses. and attomey"s fees
and costs,

[MASTER-IN-EQUITY'S SIGNATURE FAGE T FOLLOW)

But this entire order is factually and legally incorrect. Among other things, Defendant was
not properly served, and to the extent service occurred at all, it was attempted in the state
of Maryland, not South Carolina, Therefore, the plaintiff's purported service by publication
in the Charleston Post & Courier newspaper— a publication Defendant had no access to—
was per se insufficient. The Court was aware of Defendant's circumstances in light of
another real property case brought by the same Plaintiff, which also came before the
Master. See Case No. 2023-cp-4783. In that matter, the Master rushed to rule in Plaintiff's

favor, despite Plaintiff's inconsistent and manipulative handling of service issues and
probate petitions to obtain title.

In addition, the court's order wrongly states that Defendant "failed to appear” at the August
25 hearing, which is misleading. Defendant was prevented from appearing by the Master's
order, emailed at 11:17am on August 25 (i.e., less than 3 hours before the Zpm hearing
scheduled that day). The Master is aware that pro se Defendant resides in Maryland and is
the mother and primary caregiver to 3 young children. The only way Plaintiff could appear

was remotely, as explained at length in pro se Defendant’s communications to the Court on
August 22 and 25, 2025.

Further, holding that this property is not "heir property” within the meaning of the
Clementa Pinckney statute, is clear error. The property is clearly heir property on its face—
it is the childhood home of the parties and passed to them through intestacy in a probate
proceeding before this court. This is the definition of heir property, and Defendant is

©,
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entitled to those protections and defenses. Taken together, these orders show a pattern of
factual misapprehension, legal error, and denial of due process.

IV, Prayer for Relief
For the foregoing reasons, Defendant respectfully requests that this Court;

1. Vacate the Master-in-Equity's orders dated August 25, 2025 and September 3, 2025, as
issued in error of law and fact, and in violation of due process;
2. Recognize the subject property as heirs' property under 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-67-310 et
seq,, and apply the required protections, including partition in kind or buy-out procedures,
rather than forced sale;
3. Stay all further proceedings or sale activity pending proper application of heirs’ property
protections and resolution of Defendant’s claims;
4. Grant reasonable accommodation to Defendant as an out-of-state litigant and primary
caregiver of three young children, by affording sufficient notice, time, and opportunity to be
heard in all future matters; and
5. Award such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Ounbd —

Crysta!l Brown Nwaneri
Defendant, Pro Se

17293 Dakwood Lodge Lane
Piney Point, MD 20674
(917) 651-8546

crystal.brown@gmail.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that | served a copy of this Motion en counsel for Plaintiff, via U.5. Mail, on

September 18, 2025:

Logan Davis

Graves & Davis LLC
1730 Central Park Road
Charleston, SC 20412

Ldavis vesdavis.com
Dated: Sept. 18, 2025

Respectfully submitted,

Ompet [

Crystal Brown Nwaneri
Defendant, Pro Se

17293 Oakwood Lodge Lane
Piney Point, MD 20674
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