From: Geraldine White

To: Court Of Appeals Filings; Joseph DuBois; Brown, Stephen L.; Olive, IV, Graydon; Davis, Jay; Grevey, Kara S.;
Hines, Russell

Subject: ROA Files 002399

Date: Sunday, September 20, 2026 9:51:39 PM

Attachments: ROA 002399 Pages 147-182.PDF

ROA 002399 Pages 183-203.PDF
ROA 002399 Pages 204-236.PDF
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Geraldine White, sui juris beneficiary
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

hitegeraldi

‘omail
843-681-3947

September 3, 2025
TO: Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan, Pro Se
71 Lighthouse Road, Suite 230

Hilton Head Island, SC 29928
843-671-5550

(o

koribrett@libertylaw.com ".T)E";"

gk
Kara S Grevey Bar No. 101742 29
D. Jay Davis Jr 12084 g
P O Box 29928 S=7
Charleston, SC 29402 “HE
843-724-6602 '

kereveyf@ycriaw.com

jdavista:ycrlaw.com
Attorneys for John R.C. Bowen

Request to Schedule Mediation Before October 20, 2025 in the
Matter CASE NO.: 2025-CP-07-00718

Dear Counsel:

Pursuant to the South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolution

Rules, I write to propose scheduling mediation in this matter prior 1o
Qctober 20, 2025.

To facilitate the process, 1 propose the following:

1. Potential Mediators — Please provide the names of two or three
certified mediators from the South Carolina ADR roster whom you

would accept. [ am also willing to propose names for consideration.

e 1wt 8- 435 5782





IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

Geraldine White,
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust;

b ]

)
)
)
)
) CASE NO: 2025-CP-07-00718
)
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and )
)
)
)
)
)
)

The White Family Trust,

Petitioner,
V.

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan,
Respondents.

PROPOSED ORDER
(Compelling ADR Participation and Sanctions Reserved)

THIS MATTER comes before the Court on Petitioner Geraldine White’s Notice and
Motion for Court Intervention Regarding ADR Non-Participation. Having reviewed the
filings and the record, and good cause appearing, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. Respondents’ counsel shall promptly confer with Petitioner and participate in
ADR/mediation. ADR shall be completed within thirty (5) days of the date of this Order,
or by a date otherwise set by the Court.

2. The parties shall file a short ADR Status Report within five (5) days after completion
of ADR.

3. Sanctions: The Court reserves the issue of sanctions, costs, and fees resulting from
nonresponse and delay, and may impose appropriate sanctions upon further motion or at
the status conference.

4. The Court may set a status/scheduling conference to ensure compliance with this
Order.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date:

Judge, Court of Common Pleas
Beaufort County, South Carolina






D.Jay Davis, Esq.
Kara S Grevey, Eqs

o
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
; \N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS )
: FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT )
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) e, B
! ) nBE U
) e g
)  CASE NO. 2028-CPRL@TED
Geraldine White, ) B2
; Suj Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust; ) aSo =
: The Geraldine Whitc and Craig White Trust; and ) CERTIFICATE OF § E~“
The White Family Trust, ) Aepy B
Plsintiff, ) o°
V. )
John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan, )
Respondents. )

NOTICE AND REQUEST FOR MEDIATION and MEDIATION
SCHEDULE BEFORE OCTOBER 20, 2025

The undersigned further certifics that this request has been served on all counsel of record via
cmail and/or USPS mail with proper postage paid.

Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan, Pro Se Kara S Grevey Bat No. 101742

71 Lighthouse Road, Suife 230 D. Jay Davis Jr 12084
Hilton Head 1sland, $C 29928 P O Box 29928
843-671-5550 Charleston, SC 29402
koribrety@libertylaw.com §43-724-6602

W

jdavis@ycraw.com
Attorneys for John R.C. Bowen

Gemldine White, sui juris Plointiff,
14) Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head lsland, SC 29926
843-681-3947

whitegeraldine91 @gmail.com

Date: September 3. 2025






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ;
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT )
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
)
) ¢ 5-CP
ASE NO. 202
Geraldine White, ; -0
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust; )
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and ) o =
The White Family Trust, ) & A
Plaintiff, ) ES% W
v, ) 2Rz )
Joha R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan, ) Bar ©
Respondents. E ) w28 =
OTICE AND REQUEST FORMEDIATION 4¢3

Pursuant to Rule 3, South Casolioa Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules, Geraldine White,

Plaintiff, hereby provides notice and requests that this matter be submitted o mediation prior to
October 20, 2025.

The undersigned requests that the Court ¢cither:

1. Approve the parties’ agreement 10 seloct a certified mediator from the Sowth Carolina ADR
roster; of

2. In the sbeence of agreement, appoint a mediator pursuant to Rule 4 of the ADR Rules.
Thexmdmipodmnhcrceﬁiﬁeuhalthis request has been served on all counse) of recoed.

" sui juris Plaioti,
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilwn Head Island, SC 29926
843-681-3947

whitegeraldine9 1 @gmail.com

Date: September 3, 2025

O
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Geraldine White, sui juris beneficlary

141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
843-681-3947
September 3, 2025
TO: Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan, Pro Se

71. Lighthouse Road, Suite 230

Hilton Head Island, SC 29928 w2

843-671-5550 B W

koribrett@libertylaw.com ez @

BB\

Kara S Grevey Bar No, 101742 ogr ¥
D. Jay Davis Jr 12084 agi %=
P O Box 29928 Gxy =
Charleston, SC 29402 “er 8
843-724-6602

N

Attorneys for Jobn R.C. Bowen

Request ¢0 Schedule Mediation Before October 20, 2025 in the

Matter CASE NO.: 2025-CP-07-00718

Deat Counsel:

Pursuant to the South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolution

Rules, I write to propose scheduling mediation in this matter prior 10
October 20, 2025.

To facilitate the process, | propose the following:

1. Potential Mediators — Please provide the names of two or three
certified mediators from the South Carolina ADR roster whom you

would accept. [ am also willing o propose names for consideration.

\g q





P‘-___—___—_____—-‘

2. Dates — | am available on the following dates:
- September 7-30, 2025
- Qctober 1-16, 2025

Please confirm your availability within ten (10) days of this
fetter 5o that we may finalize arrangements and file confirmation
with the coust. If we are unable to agrec on a mediator, T will request
that the Coust appoint one pursuant 1 Rule 4 of the ADR Rules.
Tharik you for your cooperation.

1 look fi to resolving this matter through mediation.

Geraldine White, sul juris heaeficlary






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

Geraldine White,
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust;

9

)
)
)
)
) CASE NO: 2025-CP-07-00718
)
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and )
)
)
)
)
)
)

The White Family Trust,
Petitioner,
V.

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan,
Respondents.

EXHIBIT B

Mediation OQutreach Email to Certified Mediators
(Zoom Preferred — Sent to Griffith, Tupper, and Gaffney)

This exhibit contains the written communication sent by Petitioner, Geraldine White, to
three South Carolina certified mediators (E. Mitchell “Mitch” Griffith, Ralph E. “Ned”
Tupper, and Amy L. Gaffney) requesting mediation availability prior to the Court’s ADR
deadline of October 20, 2025. The communication was transmitted via email with a
preference for Zoom mediation and attached as proof of good-faith compliance with the
Court’s ADR procedures.

Respectfully submitted,

C S
/éé,,{, Likoers . / é) October 6, 2025

Geraldine White Sui Juris Beneficiary of

The Geraldine White Trust; The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust;
and The White Family Trust, Petitioner

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

/',;'. \






M G ma Il Geraldine White <whitegeraldine91@gmail.com>

Mediation (Zoom preferred) before October 20, 2025 White v. Bowen & McKeithan
(2025CP0700718)

Geraldine White <whitegeraldine91@gmail.com> Mon, Oct 6, 2025 at 4:05 AM
To: MGRIFFITH@griffithfreeman.com, “nedtupper@tgdcpa.com” <nedtupper@tgdcpa.com>, "amy@gaffneymediation.com”

<amy@gaffneymediation.com>, koribrett@libertyoakiaw.com, kgrevey@ycrlaw.com, jdavis@ycrlaw.com, Geraldine White
<whitegeraldine91@gmail.com>

Geraldine White
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
843-681-3947
whitegeraldine91@gmail.com

To: E. Mitchell (“Mitch”) Griffith, Esq. — Beaufort, SC
Ralph E. “Ned” Tupper, Esq. ~ Beaufort, SC
Amy L. Gaffney, Esq. — Charleston/Statewide

Via Email (Zoom Mediation Inquiry)

Subject: Mediation (Zoom preferred) before Oct 20 — White v. Bowen & McKeithan (2025CP0700718)

Dear Mediators,

I am the Petitioner in Geraldine White v. John R.C. Bowen, Esq., and Kori Brett McKeithan, Esq., Case No.
2025CP0700718, pending in the Court of Common Pleas for Beaufort County, South Carolina. The Court’s
ADR deadline is October 20, 2025, and I am seeking to coordinate mediation at the earliest opportunity.

Zoom mediation is preferred for convenience, but in-person options in the Beaufort/Hilton Head area are
also acceptable.

Would you please provide:

« Two or three available dates/times before October 20 (or soon thereafier);
+ Your fee schedule/retainer and cancellation policy; and

« Any intake forms or pre-mediation memo requirements.

Once I receive your availability, I will promptly circulate the options to opposing counsel and confirm a
mutually agreeable date.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration,
Respectfully,

Geraldine White

cC:

Clerk of Court

Kori Brett McKeithan, Esq. Pro Se

Attorneys for John R C Bowen Esq.
Kara S Grevey, Esq / (j

™.






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA }
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS )
FOURTEENTH JUDIC(AL CIRCUIT ) gt
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Ghen 2
) nTE O
) e, o
| CASE NO. 2025-CPR7-007185
Geraldine White, ) =R
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust: ) % o E
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE =~
The White Family Trust, ) e cc%
Plaintiff, ) 2
V. )
John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan, )
Respondents. )
NOTICE AND REQUEST FOR MEDIATION and MEDIATION
SCHEDULE BEFORE OCTOBER 20, 2025
The undersigned further certifics that this request has been served on all counsel of record via
email andfor USPS mail with proper postage paid.
Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan, Pro Se  Kara Grevey Bar No. 101742
71 Lighthouse Road, Suite 230 D. Jay Davis Jr 12084
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928 P O Box 29928
843-671-5550 Charleston, SC 29402
koribreti{@libertylaw.com §43-724-6602
jdavis@ycrlaw.com
Attorneys for John R.C. Bowen
Res
Geraldine White, sui juris Plaintift,
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
843-681-3647
whitegeraidine91@ gmatl.com
Date: September 3, 2025
P

-~





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

)
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS )
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT )
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
}
)
) CASE NO. 2025-CP-07-0071
Geraldine White, ) e
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust; }
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and ) i ~3
The White Family Trust, ) 2 A
Plaintiff, ) =S5E @
v, ) 2:51’ ~
John R. C. Bowen and Korf Brett McKeithan, ) :;—:»1 ‘;"
Respondents. ) e =
=% =
NOTICE AND REQUEST FOR MEDIATION e B

Pursuant to Rule 3, South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules, Geraldine White,

Plaintiff, hereby provides notice and requests that this matter be submitted to mediation prior to
October 20, 20235,

The undersigned requests that the Court either:

1. Approve the parties’ agreement 10 select a certified mediator from the South Carolina ADR
1oster; of

2. In the absence of agreement, appoint a mediator pursuant to Rule 4 of the ADR Rules.
The undersigned further certifies that this request has been served on all counsel of record.

Resptd

White, sui juris PlaioofT,
141 Lamoste Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
841-681-3947

whitegeraldined | @gmail.com

Date: September 3, 2025





2. Dates — I am available on the following dates:
- September 7-30, 2025
- October 1-16, 2025

Please confirm your availabitity within tea (10) days of this
letter so that we may finalize arrangements and file confirmation
with the court. If we are unable to agree on a mediator, 1 will request

that the Court appoint one pursuant to Rule 4 of the ADR Rules.
Thank you for your cooperation.

1 look forward to resolving this matter through mediation.

g

CeFaldine White, sui juris beneficiary






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL C%{EHE}' - PM Lt ik

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

AR i OO Nkl
S LFORT COURE Y, %0
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CLERK 0F CNURT

Geraldine White,
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust;

)
)
)
)
) CASE NO: 2025-CP-07-00718
)
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and )
)
)
)
)
)
)

The White Family Trust,

Petitioner,
V.

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan,
Respondents.

NOTICE AND MOTION FOR COURT INTERVENTION REGARDING ADR
NON-PARTICIPATION
(Compel Participation and Sanctions)

COMES NOW, the Petitioner, Geraldine White ("Petitioner"), and respectfully notifies
the Court that Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) was scheduled in this matter as part
of the Court’s case management process without a specific ADR order. Despite
Petitioner’s good-faith efforts to coordinate and proceed with ADR, opposing counsel has
failed to respond and participate.

Petitioner states the following in support:

1. On or around September 8, 2025, Petitioner sent ADR scheduling communications to
opposing counsel to coordinate mediation/ADR, consistent with the Court’s procedures.
As of the date of this filing, no response has been received.

2. The Court’s ADR deadline is October 20, 2025. Opposing counsel’s nonresponse
threatens compliance with that deadline and risks unnecessary delay and expense.

3. Petitioner has acted in good faith to comply with ADR requirements and remains
prepared to proceed promptly.

4. Judicial intervention is necessary to ensure timely ADR participation and to deter
noncompliance with the Court’s procedures.

5. Attached you will find a list of potential Mediators Petitioner is contacting for this
purpose.

A






WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order:

1. Compelling Respondents’ counsel to confer and participate in ADR/mediation within
thirty (5) days of the Order or by a date certain set by the Court;

2. Setting a status/scheduling conference at the Court’s earliest convenience if necessary;

3. Awarding appropriate sanctions, including reasonable costs and expenses incurred due
to nonresponse and delay, and any other relief the Court deems just and proper.

This motion is supported by the Rule 11-1 Declaration of Geraldine White and the
Certificate of Service filed herewith, and any exhibits appended thereto.

Respectfully submitted,

Geraldine White Sui Juris Beneficiary o
The Geraldine White Trust; The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust;
and The White Family Trust, Petitioner

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

October 06, 2025






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

)

)

)

)

Geraldine White, ) CASE NO: 2025-CP-07-00718
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust; )
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and )

The White Family Trust, )

Petitioner, )

V. )

)

)

)

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan,
Respondents.

"RULE 11-1 DECLARATION OF GERALDINE WHITE (IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION)

I, Geraldine White, declare as follows:
1. [ am the Petitioner in the above-captioned matter.

2. On September 8, 2025, 1 transmitted ADR/mediation scheduling communications to
opposing counsel to coordinate ADR as contemplated by the Court’s procedures.

3. As of the date of this Declaration, T have not received a response from opposing
counsel.

4. The current ADR deadline is October 20, 2025. I remain ready and willing to
participate in ADR immediately.

8170020d9620Z#3SVD - SY3Td NOWAIOD - 1H04NY3d - Wd 617 90 20 §20¢ - A3 114 ATIVOINOHLO313

5. Attached or available upon request are true and correct copies of my ematls and notices
regarding ADR scheduling.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief. Executed on October 06, 2025 in Beaufort County. South Carolina.

Respéctililly submitted,
’ p»f-‘b f o / / /
i kl._ﬁ_‘_aéﬁf . / ){u (c_

(ieraldine White Sui Juris Beneficiary of

The Geraldine White Trust; The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust;
and The White Family Trust, Petitioner

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

Qctober 6, 2025






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

)
)
)
Geraldine White, ) CASE NO: 2025-CP-07-00718
Sui Juris Beneficiary of the Geraldine White Trust; )
The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust; and )
The White Family Trust, )
Petitioner, )
V. )
)
)
)

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan,
Respondents.

EXHIBIT A-A2

A- Notice and Request for Meidation and Mediation Schedule Before October 20,
2025

Al-Notice and Reqest for Mediation

A2-Request to Schedule Meidation Before October 20, 2025

These exhibits contain the written communication sent by Petitioner, Geraldine White, to
both opposing counsels, which was also filed in this Court on September 8, 2025 The
communication was transmitted via email and/or US Postal Mail. See attached as proof of
good-faith compliance with the Court’s ADR procedures.

Respectfully submitted,

c /."
L~ %% October 6, 2025

Geraldine White Sui Juris Beneficiary of

The Geraldine White Trust; The Geraldine White and Craig White Trust;
and The White Family Trust, Petitioner

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
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SCCA 233 (11/2003)






NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

October 006, 2025

Motion "MMUI12B - Motion to Dismiss" for Case: 2025CP0700718 -
yeraldine White VS John R C Bowen , defendant, et al has been added
to the following Motions Roster:

1439 - CP Motions, Hon. C. Mullen, 9:30 am, 11:30 am & 1:00 pm IN

IRSON
ll)“‘gillgzincaring of this motion has been scheduled for 10/28/2025 at 1:00
PM.

REAT THIS NOTIFICATION IN ITS ENTIRETY: Beaufort County Mouons Roster
Tuesday, October 28, 2025, at beginning at 9:30 a.m., will be heard before The Honorable
Carmen Mullen and will be held IN PERSON. Please note that these hearings will be heard at
0:30 am, 11:30 am and 1:00 pm. Please check the Roster! The moving party is to notity ALL
parties, including Pro Se parties in writing of the time and date of the hearing if applicable.
Failure to appear or send a representative on your behall may result in dismissal of the
motion(s). E-File all memos, affidavits, and supporting documents at least 48 hours (working
days) PRIOR to the hearing. NOTIFY THE COURT IMMEDIATELY (DO NOT CALL) VIA
EMAIL: brian.ladsoni@ begov.net if'a Motion is resolved or changes need to be made. The
roster is available at https:/publicindex.sccourts.org/beaufort/courtrosters/ and will be
updated daily. *E-FILING IS MANDATORY FOR BLAUFORT COUNTY*

l Geraldine White - Beaufort County Common Pleas |
141 Lamotte Drive # A3 | PO Box 1128
| 102 Ribaut Road. Rm. 208
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 P Beaufort, SC 29901-1128

—_ e

81/0020405Z0Z4#3SYD - SY31d NOWWOD - 1¥04Nv38 - WY £1:6 2010 Gz0Z - A31d ATIVOINOYHLO3 1S

If you have any questions regarding the scheduling of this motion, please contact the courts at:

(843)255-5050

Respectfully,

Jerrt Ann Roseneau
Clerk of Court





STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

October 06, 2025

Motion "MDISJM - Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, Motion for
Summary" for Case: 2025CP0700718 - Geraldine White VS John R C
Bowen , defendant, et al has been added to the following Motions Roster:

1439 - CP Motions, Hon. C. Mullen, 9:30 am, 11:30 am & 1:00 pm IN

![’,ER!ElON. ' .
his hearing of this motion has been scheduled for 10/28/2025 at 11:30
AM.

READ THIS NOTIFICATION IN ITS ENTIRETY: Beautort County Motions Roster
Tuesday. October 28, 2025, at beginning at 9:30 a.m.. will be heard before The Honarable
Carmen Mullen and will be held IN PERSON. Please note that these hearings will be heard at
9:30 am, 11;30 am and 1:00 pm. Please check the Roster! The moving party is to notify ALL
parties, including Pro Se parties n writing of the time and date of the hearing if applicable.
Failure to appear or send a representative on vour behalf may result m dismissal of the
motion(s). E-File all memos. affidavits, and supporting documents at least 48 hours (working
days) PRIOR to the hearing. NOTIFY THE COURT IMMEDIATELY (DO NOT CALL) VIA
FMAIL: brian.ladson@begov.net if a Motion is resolved or changes need to be made. The
roster is available at https://publicindex sccourts.org/beaufort/courtrosters’ and will be
updated daily. *E-FILING [S MANDATORY FOR BEAUFORT COUNLY*

r \
{ 4 »
[ |

|

Geraldine White Beaufort County Common Pleas

141 Lamotte Drive # A3 ¢ i PO Box 1128

102 Ribaut Road. Rm. 208

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 ' Beaufort, SC 29901-1128

If you have any questions regarding the scheduling of this motion, please contact the courts at:

Respectlully.

(843)255-5050

Jerri Ann Roseneau

Clerk of Court

91/0020dD520Z#38VD - SYI1d NOWWOD - LH04NV38 - WV £1:6 20120 5202 - a3i4 ATIVOINOYHLOFT3





NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

October 06, 2025

Motion "MOFREE - Motion to Schedule & Hold Damages Hearing to
Order Return" for Case: 2025CP0700718 - Geraldine White VS John R
C Bowen , defendant, et al has been added to the following Motions
Roster:

1439 - CP Motions, Hon. C. Mullen, 9:30 am, 11:30 am & 1:00 pm IN

l;ERiON. . ; .
is hearing of this motion has been scheduled for 10/28/2025 at 1:00
PM.

READ LHIS NOTIFICATION IN ITS ENTIRETY: Beaufort County Motions Roster
Tuesday, October 28, 2025, at beginning at 9:30 a.m., will be heard before The Honorable
Carmen Mullen and will be held IN PERSON. Please note that these hearings will be heard at
9:30 am. 11:30 am and 1:00 pm. Please check the Roster! The moving party is to notify ALL
parties, including Pro Se parties in writing of the time and date of the hearing 1f applicable.
Failure to appear or send a representative on your behalt may result in dismissal of the
motion(s). E-File all memos, affidavits. and supporting documents at least 48 hours (working
days) PRIOR (o the hearing. NOTIFY THE COURT IMMEDIATELY (DO NOT CALL) VIA
EMAIL: brian.ladson@ begov.net if a Motion is resolved or changes need to be made. The
roster is available at htps:/publicindex.sceourts.org/beaufort/courtrosters/ and will be
updated daily. *E-FILING [S MANDATORY FOR BEAUFORT COUNTY*

|

; Geraldine White i Beaufort County Common Pleas {
| 141 T amotte Drive # A3 { i PO Box 1128 l
‘ | 102 Ribaut Road, Rm. 208 ,

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 . Beaufort, SC 29901-1128 .

If you have any questions regarding the scheduling of this motion, please contact the courts at:

(843)255-5050

Respectfully,

Terri Ann Roseneau
Clerk of Court

81/00.0d0520Z#3SV0 - SY31d NOWWOD - 1404NVY3g - WY LL:6 20 30 5202 - 3714 ATTVOINOELOT13
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STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

October 06, 2025

Motion "MOFREE - Motion in Equity for Writ to Mandate" for Case:
2025CP0700718 - Geraldine White VS John R C Bowen , defendant, et
al has been added to the following Motions Roster:

1439 - CP Motions, Hon. C. Mullen, 9:30 am, 11:30 am & 1:00 pm IN

(RSON
%Eg?nearing of this motion has been scheduled for 10/28/2025 at 1:00
PM.

READ THIS NOTIFICATION IN ITS ENTIRETY: Beaufort County Motions Roster
Tuesday, October 28, 2025, at beginning at 9:30 am., will be heard before The Honorable
Carmen Mullen and will be held IN PERSON. Please note that these hearings will be heard at
9:30 am, 11:30 am and 1:00 pm. Please check the Roster! The moving party is to notify ALL
parties, including Pro Se partics in writing of the time and date of the hearing if applicable.
Failure to appear or send a representative on your behalf may result in dismissal of the
motion(s). E-File all memos, affidavits, and supporting documents at least 48 hours (working
days) PRIOR to the hearing, NOTIFY THE COURT IMMEDIATELY (DO NOT CALL) VIA
EMAIL: brian.ladson@begov.net if a Motion s resolved or changes need to be made. The
roster is available at https:/«’puhlicindex.sccnurts‘..orgf%eauforb’courlrosters.’ and will be
updated daily. *E-FILING IS MANDATORY FOR BEAUFORT COUNTY*

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

If you have any questions regarding the scheduling of this motion,

Respectfully.

||
Geraldine White . Beaufort County Common Pleas

141 T amotte Drive # A3 b PO Box 1128

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

el N e S S

(843)255-5050

Jerri Ann Roseneau

Clerk of Court

please contact the courts at:

Sv31d NOWWOD - 1304Nv3d - WY 21:6 20300 S20Z - G314 ATTVOINOELOTT3

81.00,0d0520Z#3SVI -
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NOTICE OF MOTION SCHEDULING

STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

October 06, 2025

Motion "MOFREE - Petition to Strike Motions to Dismiss & Demand"
for Case: 2025CP0700718 - Geraldine White VS John R C Bowen,
defendant, et al has been added to the following Motions Roster:

1439 - CP Motions, Hon. C. Mullen, 9:30 am, 11:30 am & 1:00 pm IN

][’.ER%ON. . .
is hearing of this motion has been scheduled for 10/28/2025 at 1:00
PM.

READ THIS NOTIFICATION IN ITS ENTIRETY: Beaufort County Motions Roster
Tuesday, October 28, 2025, at beginning at 9:30 a.m., will be heard before The Honorable
Carmen Mullen and will be held IN PERSON. Please note that these hearings will be heard at
9:30 am. 11:30 am and 1:00 pm. Please check the Roster! 1he moving party is to notify ALL
parties. mcluding Pro Se parties in writing of the time and date of the hearing if applicable.
Failure to appear or send a representative on your behalf may result in dismissal of the
motion(s). E-File all memos, aflidavits. and supporting documents at least 48 hours (working
days) PRIOR to the hearing. NOTIFY THE COURT IMMEDIATELY (DO NOT CALL) VIA
EMAIL: brian ladsoni@ begov net if a Motion is resolved or changes need 1o be made. The
rosler is available at https:r‘f’puhlicindcx..sccourts.orgjbcautbm’cnur(mstersf and will be
updated daily. *F-FILING 1S MANDATORY FOR BEAUFORT COUNTY*

|

R ke AR SRR

: Gieraldine White Beaufort County Common Pleas
141 Lamotte Drive # A3 { PO Box 1128 |
| | 102 Ribaut Road, Rm. 208 1
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 Lol Beaufort, SC 29901-1128 :

If you have any questions regarding the scheduling of this motion, please contact the courts at:

(843)255-5050

Respectfully,

Jerri Ann Roseneau
Clerk of Court

Sv31d NOWWOD - 1H04Nv38 - NV /16 2010 SzoZ - a34 ATIVOINOH L33

81/0020d25202#38VO -





IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

Geraldine White sui juris )
beneficiary of the )
Geraldine White Trust; ) e @
The Geraldine White and ) 3 i
Craig White Trust and ) ot &
The White Family Trust ) LaF 5
Petitioner, ) i i -
At =
) o, I
V. ) Case No.; 2025-CP-07-00718 =~ - &
) b o ~J
) ;
)
John R.C. Bowen and Kori )
Brett McKeithan )
Respondent(s) )

ADMINISTRATIVE/JUDICIAL NOTICE AND DECLARATION OF FACTS with

MEMOS, AFFIDAVITS, and SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Presented to: Court of Record and All Interested Parties

This timeline of events is submitted as an official administrative record:

May 23, 2015 -Corporate forfeited; Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation lost its
legal existence under S.C. Code § 33-14-210; (See Exhs. #1-4a)

October 7-9, 2016 - Hurricane Matthew impacted coastal South Carolina,
including Hilton Head Island: Alleged dock damage; Occurred while corporation
was still forfeited—it had no capacity to own property or conduct business; (See
Exhbs. #5)

March 29, 2017 - Application for reinstatement filed: Filed after the alleged
damage October 8, 2016 (See Exh.#1a)

April 3, 2018 9:27 AM - email from Rosa White to John R C Bowen and Drew
Laughlin in regards to a letter on my behalf; (See Exh.#6)

April 3, 2018 2:02 PM - email from John R.C. Bowen to Rosa White in regard to
the boat removal; (See Exh.#6)

April 9, 2018 6:50 PM - email from John R C Bowen to Rosa White in regards to
not hearing from her or me; (See Exh #7)

April 10, 2018 9:34 AM - email from Rosa White to John R C Bowen in

reference to cost of removing the boat being $40 to $50 thousand dollars; (See
Exh.#8)
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e April 10,2018 2:40 PM - email from Mr. Bowen’s Paralegal Susan Vogel in
regards to estimates they received for boat removal; (See Exh.#8)

e April 11,2018 3:52 PM - email from Rosa White to Susan Vogel in regards to
cost of boat removal being a problem; (See Exh.#8)

e April 16,2018 2:02 PM - John R.C. Bowen filed a Lawsuit representing
Benny Hudson Seafood Corp vs. Mark Henry Mineau/Mineur owner of
Vessel/boat (OA Bloxon USCG #130945); Case #2018CP0700792 (See
Exhts.#9-9N) First case filed

o August 22, 2018 4:00 PM - Barbara Hudson filed an Affidavit stating the
following: (See Exh. #10 - 10a)

a)“On August 19, 2018 the vessel sank due to lack of owner
maintenance and is currently preventing the use of plaintiff's dock
and seeping pollutants into the marshes and waters of Skull
Creek.”

b) “The Vessel has constantly occupied the Dock since 2014.”

c) The defendant neither marked nor removed the wreck as
required by law.

d) The Vessel’s continued presence renders the Dock inaccessible
to the plaintiff for rental to others, and is causing environmental
damage.”

e) John R.C. Bowen allege that since December 1, 2014 until at
least April 16, 2018 damages, cost and attorney’s fee is owed, even
through forfeited period March 29, 2015;

f) Complaint request Ordering sale of Vessel

g) December 19, 2018 4:05 PM Case was dismissed by way of
settlement (Rule 41 (a)(1) (See Exh. #11)

e April 16,2018 -2:14 PM - John R. C. Bowen filed a Lawsuit representing
Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation vs. GERALDINE WHITE AND CRAIG
WHITE alleging I was the owner and Craig White was the Captain and/or
Managing Agent for owner Vessel (Papa’s Grace); Summons and Complaint
Case #2018CP0700793 (See Exh. #12-12D) 2nd case filed

o April 16,2018 3:49 PM - Summons and Complaint allegedly served; COS
filed on April 18, 2018 at 10:51 AM (See Exh. #13)

o April 18,2018 10:51 AM - Affidavit of Service filed Alleging that
Summons and Complaint was served on Geraldine White on April 16,
2018 3:49 PM (See Exh. #13)
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e May 15,2018 10:10 AM - April 24, 2018 - Affidavit of Service filed alleging
CRAIG WHITE was served at two different addresses that he did not live,
swearing that he was served (See Exhibit #14 Affidavit of Service) filed

e May 30, 2018 4:24 PM Affidavit of Default alleging she was served on April 16,
2018 with no Answer (See Exh. #15)

e May 30, 2018 4:24 PM - Affidavit of Default filed Craig White alleging he was
served with no answer (See Exh.#16)

e May 30, 2018 4:24 PM Notice of Motion and Motion For Default (See Exh.#!7)
June 15, 2018 - Certificate of Service filed claiming Craig L White served Notice
of Motion and Motion for Default Judgment (Not his address); and served to my
address; (See Exh. #18)

e July 27,2018 11:35 AM - Notice of Hearing & COS b/f MIE August 21, 2018,
not Craig White address (See Exhs. 19-19a)

e August 6, 2018 - I sent all documents to Robert T. Vaux, Esq for representation
(See Exh #20)

e August 10,2018 - I received a letter from Heleen Cilli, Paralegal to Robert T
Vaux, declining to assist me; (See Exh, # 21)

e August 13, 2018 envelope stamped by Robert Vaux, Esq office to me (See Exh
22)

e On August 20, 2018, I received a call from Patrick Carr’s office. The lady told me
I did not have to attend the hearing on August 21, 2018. He was supposed to
represent me at this hearing. Martin and Deborah Govan, Craig and I went to see
Patrick Carr together for representation; (See Exh #25)

On August 21, 2018 hearing was held at approximately 9:00 AM;
On August 22, 2018 a letter was sent to me from Heleen Cilli regarding the return
of the documents I sent for review for legal representation; (See Exh #23)

e On August 22, 2018 4:18 PM Order of Judgment was granted by Default
electronically signed by Judge Marvin H Dukes, 111 (See Exhibit #24-24g) Order
of Judgment, Form 4, and court Exhibit sheet dated 8/21/2018),

o John R. C Bowen mischaracterised me as owner of 35 ‘ boat (See Exhibit#
24 Order of Judgment page 1 footnote 1);

o I was accused of failing to mark or remove the wreck as required by law;
no evidence was introduced to support that any boat debris was located at
the dock; (See Exh#24g)

o Order of Judgment alleged that Ms. Hudson testified that she is the
president of the corporation; (See Exh #24b 98)
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According to the Secretary of State BENNY HUDSON
SEAFOOD CORPORATION was no longer an entity in the state
of South Carolina as of May 23, 2015 until reinstatement was
approved; (See Exhs #1-4); Hurricane Matthew happened during
the period of forfeiture;

Plaintiff claims that she served me personally at my address on
April 16, 2018, which is a false statement (See Exh #24a 9 3)
Barbara Hudson introduced an estimate to remove a boat; not an
expense in the amount of $25,000 that was actually incurred (See
Exh #24b Order of Judgment page 3 1 9)

Barbara Hudson again introduced cost of wreck removal in the
amount of $30,000 another expense that was not incurred because
there was no evidence of wreck to be removed nor was any debris
removed (See Exh #24b 9 9 Order of Judgment page 3 and the
footnote 2)

Barbara Hudson's testimony that her total loss of $104,000 was
inflated with false information claiming her dock was unavailable
for 52 weeks of 2016, 2017 and 2018 seasons (See Exh #24b Order
of Judgment page 3 footnote 3). Hurricane Matthew happened
October 7-9, 2016 this could not equal 52 weeks of losses as
claimed; This is a false statement.

Total amount of actual damages was extremely inflated and falsely
imposed in this Order of Judgment of $146,880 alleged;

Pre- Judgment interest on the cost of wreck removal in the amount
of $4,843.27 that never occurred. Wreck removal never happened,;
Form 4 submitted and Order of Judgment was granted by Judge
Marvin H Dukes, III #3069 in the amount of $201,723.27 (See Exh
24d,eand f);

® August 23, 2018 - Defendant filed an exhibit list, which lists the only evidence
submitted during the hearing held 8/21/2018 which has written “Estimate”;
however, no estimate was filed for the record. (See Exhibit 24g dated 8-21-2018
signed by court reporter and clerk of court);

e October 17, 2018 - Letter from Patrick Carr stating that “We mistakenly assumed
that both of you were parties to the same lawsuit with identical procedural
posture. We also learned that the case against you and Craig already resulted in a
default against you in the amount of $201,723.27 (Only because Patrick Carr’s

P

vy
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staff told me that I did not have to attend the hearing on August 21, 2018. Patrick
Carr said I needed to file Motion to Set aside default judgment, one year statute of
limitation). (See Exh #25-25a)

e QOctober 30, 2018 - Craig White and I filed the following:

o Notice and Motion to Set Aside Entry of Default Judgment (See Exh
#26-26a)

o Memo of Points of Authority to Support Motion (See Exh #27-27q)

o Craig White’s Declaration in Support of Motion (See Exh #28-28b)

o Geraldine White Declaration in Support of Motion (See Exh #29-29b)

e November 6, 2018 2:14 PM- Susan Vogel, John R,C, Bowen’s Paralegal files an
affidavit claiming that she told me to attend the hearing on August 21, 2021 at
9:00 AM. (See Exh # 30-30a)

e November 19, 2018 10:20AM -Afidavit of Geraldine White having no
recollection of any conversation with Susan Vogel as alleged in her affidavit dated
November 6, 2018 (See Exh #31-31a)

® January 3, 2019 Notice of Motion hearing scheduled b/f MIE on January 14, 2019
at 10:00AM (See Exh #35)

® January 7,2019 - Hudson’s Memo in Opposition to Set aside default Judgment
(See Exh # 36-36h)

e January 23, 2019 - Form 4 Order Denying Motion to Set aside Default Judgment
signed electronically signed by Judge Marvin H Dukes, III MIE (See Exh #37b)

e February 27, 2019 Maureen T Coffey, Esq sent Notice Of Appeal to COA; COA

o Received in on March 1, 2019 (See Exhs #38-38¢)

e March 21, 2019 - letter from COA to Maureen T Coffey, Esq assigned case
number 2019-00343(See Exh # 39-39a)

e March 21, 2019 - letter from COA to Maureen T Coftey, Esq Ordering of
transcript expired; given 10 days to provide proof it was ordered (See Exh #40)

® March 27,2019 - Maureen T Coffey, Esq. emailed Deborah S Thomas court
reporter to order transcripts for 1/14/2019 hearing (See Exhs #41-41a)

March 28, 2019 - Court reporter emailed Coffey, with estimate (See Exhs #41)
March 29, 2019 - Letter to court report in reference to transcript (See Exhs #42)

e March 30, 2019 - Letter from Coffey to COA providing proof transcript was
ordered ( Exhs #43-43¢)

e April 2, 2019 - Motion to Extend allowing late order of transcripts, (See Exhs
#43b & 43¢)

e April 24 2019 - Order granting ordering transcript late ( See Exh #44)
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e June 20, 2019 - Letter from COA to Coffey requesting transcript status update
(See Exhs #45-45a)

e July 10, 2019 - Order dismissing appeal because Maureen T. Coffey failed to
provide status update as order by COA(See Exh #46)

e July 19-24, 2019 - Motion to Tax Cost to me with alleged supporting documents
(See Exhs#47-47g)

July 26, 2019 - Remittitur to remitted to lower court (See Exh #48)
August 28, 2019 - Order from COA granted the Cost taxed to me for $450 (See
Exh #49)

e October 28, 2019 - I filed Motion to Reinstate Appeal (See Exhs #50-50c) COA
received it on October 30, 2019

e October 29, 2019 - Craig White and Rudy Simmons filed Affidavits (See Exhs
#51 & 52)

e November 4, 2019 - John R C Bowen filed Motion for Extension to Reply to my
motion to reinstate COA received on November 5, 2019 (See Exh #53)
November 21, 2019 - COA denied Reinstatement (See Exh #54)

On June 18, 2020 - John R C Bowen received a letter from P. J. Tanner stated
“Execution Against Property is being forwarded to the Clerk of Court for
Beaufort County stamped “Nulla Bona” unable to find any property in the name
of the defendant on which to levy... Execution returned “Nulla Bona”, (See Exhs
#55-55b)

e On May 10, 2024 a notice appeared to be from the Clerk of the Court, Jerri Ann
Roseneau to John R C Bowen “NOTICE TO ALL ATTORNEYS”, not including
Pro Se Litigants in regards to deposing and/or destroying evidence. (See Exh #56)

e On May 17, 2024 John R C Bowen filed a form signed by him authorizing the
destruction of the evidence he submitted in this case (See Exh #57)

November 3, 2024 Contract of Sale prepared (See Exh #58)

e December 6, 2024 two heirs signed EM & JM (See Exh #60-61)

e December 11, 2024 - John R C Bowen emailed Saralyn O’Leary; Joseph DuBois

stating, “Ms. White is confused”, "There are no terms with which she can agree

and the property can not be sold unless/until we are paid.” John R C Bowen

mischaracterized the Judgment as a “Judgment Lien” (See Exh #62)

December 12, 2024 another heir signed PS (See Exh #63)

December 14, 2024 another heir signed VS (See Exh #64)

December 23, 2024 another heir signed NW (See Exh #65)

December 27, 2024 another heir signed RWC (See Exh #66)

January 8, 2025 another heir signed AJ (See Exh #67)
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January 9, 2025 another heir signed AW (See Exh #68)

January 9, 2025 another heir signed GB (See Exh #69)

January 9, 2025 another heir signed GW (See Exh #70)

January 9, 2025 GW Affidavit (See Exh #71-71c¢)

January 9, 2025 another heir signed MB (See Exh #72)

January 13, 2025 - letter from Liberty Oak Saralyn O’Leary wired money

To Laughlin & Bowen (See Exh # 73)

February 27, 2025 3.28 acre sale engagement letter (See Exh #74-74a)

March 20, 2025 - I sent email to Kori Brett McKeithan requesting her to

report John R C Bowen to disciplinary counsel for illegally taking my $15,665.73

from the proceeds of that sale. (See Exh #75)

® January 10, 2025 - Settlement Statement reflects monies converted to John R C
Bowen via wire transfer $15,665.73 plus Judgment Partial Release $500 paid to
Liberty Oak plus $2,200 for 11 deeds created @ $200 per deed; however, only
one deed was created and multiple signature pages (See Exh #76-76b and
Defendant’s Exh #05)’

e October 21, 2025 - Affidavit from Rosa White Cromwell explaining that

she purchased the boat for Craig White, her nephew. (See Exh 77-77A)

® ®© ¢ & o o

ADMINISTRATIVE/JUDICIAL AND DECLARATION OF FACTS with MEMOS,

AFFIDAVITS, and SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS third case filed

e April 17,2018 4:09 PM - William M. Bowen (Brother of John R.C. Bowen)
filed a lawsuit representing Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation vs.
MARTIN GOVAN owner of VESSEL (Josie N.III USCG #526649)
2018CP0700804 (See Exh #32-32d)

o August 1, 2018 2:52 PM - Barbara Hudson’s Affidavit In Support of its
Motion For Injunctive Relief (See Exh # 33-33a)
@ a) Barbara Hudson stated “In the Spring of 2016 (Martin Govan,
owner of Josie N boat) entered into a verbal agreement whereby
Martin Govan agreed to provide Plaintiff with shrimp for resale in

exchange for space for moorings the Boat at the Dock™'.(See Exh #

33 page 1 95) (contradiction in {7) refused to pay rent?
@ b) Despite repeated requests from Plaintiff, Defendant has failed
and refused to pay rent and/or remove the Boat from the Dock.

! Same verbal agreement Barbara Hudson made with Craig White (See Craig White Affidavit)
? Rent was not the verbal agreement which is the same contraction in the case against Mark Henry
Mineau






m c) The Boat has constantly occupied the Dock since October of
2016.
e October 8, 2018 3:29 PM - Affidavit of Charles C. Abner (See Exh #34-34a)
stated the following:

o “My boat was docked at Benny Hudson Seafood during Hurricane
Matthew in October 2016 and I was actually on my boat during the storm
passage. (See Exh #34 page 1 1 5)

o My boat was docked and tied bow to bow with Martin Govan’s boat
known as “Josie N”. (See Exh #34 page 1 9 6)

o During the storm [ was sitting in the captain’s seat the entire time on my
boat. (See Exh #34 page 1 §7)

o During the storm I noticed that the stern of the “OA Bloxom” boat was
docked and moored next to the stern of the “Joise N boat. (See Exh #34a
page 2 4 8)

© During the storm I watched the stern of the “OA Bloxom” repeatedly
crash into and tear off the stern of the “Josie N”, causing it to sink. (See
Exh #34 page 29 9)

o Prior to the currents of Hurricane Matthew, I noticed another boat named
“Papa's Grace” was tied up to the starboard side of the Govan boat known
as Josie N, and I watched the Papa’s Grace boat also sink during the storm.
(See Exh #34a page 2 § 10)

o Based upon my observations, it is obvious to me that the “Josie N” boat
and the “Papa’s Grace” boat would not have sunk had they been tied up
differently. (See Exh #34a page 2  11)

o Based upon my observation it is obvious to me that the “Josie N” boat and
the “Papa’s Grace” boat would not have sunk if the “OA bloxom” boat
would have been turned around or not moored so closely to the others and

o had the stern of the “OA Bloxom” boat not been permitted tear off the
stern of the “Josie N” boat. (See Exh #34a page 2 { 12)

This notice serves as part of the administrative , judicial notice file and evidence of
procedural defects. This document is submitted for the record to assert the timeline of
events and preserve all rights for federal review.

Regpegtfully submitted,

/

Geraldine White sui juris, Petitioner
% 141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
whitegeraldine91@gmail.com

Date: October 24, 2025






EXHIBIT LIST FOR ADMINISTRATIVE/JUDICIAL NOTICE AND TIMELINE
OF EVENTS

Exhibits. #1-4:May 23, 2015 -Corporate forfeited; Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation lost its
legal existence under S.C. Code § 33-14-210;

Exhibit #5:  October 7-9, 2016 - Hurricane Matthew impacted coastal South Carolina,
including Hilton Head Island: Alleged dock damage; Occurred while corporation
was still forfeited—it had no capacity to own property or conduct business;

Exhibit #6:  April 3, 2018 9:27 AM - email from Rosa White to John R C Bowen and Drew
Laughlin in regards to a letter on my behalf; April 3, 2018 2:02 PM - email from
John R.C. Bowen to Rosa White in regard to the boat removal;

Exhibit #7:  April 9, 2018 6:50 PM - email from John R C Bowen to Rosa White in regards to
not hearing from her or me;

Exhibit #8:  April 10, 2018 9:34 AM - email from Rosa White to John R C Bowen in
reference to the cost of removing the boat being $40 to $50 thousand dollars;
April 10, 2018 2:40 PM - email from Mr. Bowen'’s Paralegal Susan Vogel in
regards to estimates they received for boat removal; April 11, 2018 3:52 PM -
email from Rosa White to Susan Vogel in regards to cost of boat removal being a
problem;

Exhibits#9-9N: April 16, 2018 2:02 PM - John R.C. Bowen filed a Lawsuit representing Benny
Hudson Seafood Corp vs. Mark Henry Mineau/Mineur owner of Vessel/boat (OA
Bloxon USCG #130945); Case #2018CP0700792;
Exhibit #10:  August 18, 2018 4:00 PM - Barbara Hudson Affidavit for 2018CP0700792
Exhibit #11: December 19, 2018 Stiputation of Dismissal (Settled)
Exhibits#12-12D:  April 16, 2018 2:14 PM - John R. C Bowen filed a lawsuit representing
Benny Hudson Seafood Corp, vs. GEARLDINE WHITE AND CRAIG
WHITE Case #2018C00700793

Exhibit# 13:  April 18, 2018 10:51 AM Affidavit was filed claiming that [ was served on April
16, 2018 at 3:49 PM

Exhibit# 14: May 15,2018 10:10 AM - April 24, 2018 - Affidavit of Service filed alleging






Exhibit# 15:

Exhibit# 16:

Exhibit# 17:

Exhibit# 18:

CRAIG WHITE was served at two different addresses

May 30, 2018 4:24 PM Affidavit of Default (Geraldine White) alleging she was
served on April 16, 2018 with no Answer

May 30, 2018 4:24 PM Affidavit of Default (Craig White) alleging she was
served on April 16, 2018 with no Answer

May 30, 2018 4:24 PM Notice of Motion and Motion For Default

June 15, 2018 - Certificate of Service filed claiming Craig L White served Notice
of Motion and Motion for Default Judgment (Not his address)

Exhibit# 19-19a: July 27,2018 11:35 AM - Notice of Hearing & COS b/f MIE August 21,

Exhibit# 20:

Exhibit# 21:

Exhibit# 22:

Exhibit# 23:

2018; not Craig White address
August 6, 2018 - I sent all documents to Robert T. Vaux, Esq for representation

August 10, 2018 - I received a letter from Heleen Cilli, Paralegal to Robert T
Vaux, declining to assist me;

August 13, 2018 envelope stamped by Robert Vaux, Esq office was sent to me

On August 22, 2018 a letter was sent to me from Heleen Cilli regarding the return
of the documents I sent for review for legal representation;

Exhibit# 24-24g: On August 22, 2018 4:18 PM Order of Judgment was granted by Default

electronically signed by Judge Marvin H Dukes, 111

Exhibit# 25-25a: October 17, 2018 - Letter from Patrick Carr stating that “We mistakenly

assumed that both of you were parties to the same lawsuit with identical
procedural posture. We concluded that our firm is unable to represent you
and Craig”.

Exhibit# 26-26a: October 30, 2018 Notice and Motion toSet Aside Entry of Default

Judgment

Exhibit# 27-27q: October 30, 2018 Memo of Points of Authority to Support Motion

Exhibit# 28-28b: October 30, 2018 Craig White’s Declaration in Support of Motion (pages






Exhibit# 29-29b:

Exhibit# 30-30a:

Exhibit# 31-31a:

Exhibit# 32-32d:

Exhibit# 33-33a:

Exhibit# 34-34a:

Exhibit# 35:

Exhibit# 36-36h:

Exhibit# 37-37b:

Exhibit# 38-38c:

Exhibit# 39-39a:

Exhibit# 40:

185-187)
October 30, 2018 Geraldine White Declaration in Support of Motion

November 6, 2018 2:14 PM- Susan Vogel, John R,C, Bowen’s Paralegal

files an affidavit claiming that she told me to attend the hearing on August
21, 2021

November 19, 2018 10:20AM -Afidavit of Geraldine White having no
recollection of any conversation with Susan Vogel as alleged in her
affidavit

April 17,2018 4:09 PM - William M. Bowen (Brother of John R.C.
Bowen) filed a lawsuit representing Benny Hudson Seafood
Corporation vs. MARTIN GOVAN owner of VESSEL (Josie N.III
USCG #526649) 2018CP0700804

August 1, 2018 2:52 PM - Barbara Hudson’s Affidavit In Support of its
Motion For Injunctive Relief

October 8, 2018 3:29 PM - Affidavit of Charles C. Abner

January 3, 2019 Notice of Motion hearing Set aside default judgment
2018CP700793

January 7, 2019 - Hudson’s Memo in Opposition to Set aside default
Judgment

January 23, 2019 - Form 4 Order Denying Motion to Set aside Default
Judgment signed electronically signed by Judge Marvin H Dukes, 111 MIE;

March 1, 2019 - Notice of Appeal filed in Court of Appeals Court by
Maureen T Coffey Bar No 5918;

March 21, 2019 - Letter from COA to Maureen T Coffey, Esq assigning
case number for the appeal 2019-000343

March 21, 2019 - Letter from COA to Maureen T Coffey, Esq stating that
time for ordering transcript has expired; given 10 days or provide proof
that transcript was ordered;






Exhibit# 41-41a:

Exhibit# 42:

Exhibit# 43-43e:

Exhibit# 44:

Exhibit# 45-45a:

Exhibit# 46:

Exhibit# 47-47g;

Exhibit# 48:

Exhibit# 49:

Exhibit# 50-50c:

Exhibit# 51:

Exhibit# 52:

Exhibit# 53:

Exhibit# 54:

Exhibit# 55-55b:

Exhibit #56:

March 27, 2019 - Maureen T Coffey, Esq. emailed Deborah S Thomas
court reporter to order transcripts for 1/14/2019 hearing

March 29, 2019 - Letter to court report in reference to transcript

March 30, 2019 - Letter from Coffey to COA providing proof transcript
was ordered

April 24, 2019 - Order granting late ordering transcript

June 20, 2019 - Letter from COA to Coffey requesting transcript status
update

July 10, 2019 - Order missing appeal because Maureen T. Coffey failed to
provide status update as ordered by COA

July 24,2019 - Motion to Tax Cost to me with alleged supporting
documents

July 26, 2019 - Remittitur to remitted to lower court

August 28, 2019 - Order from COA granted the Cost taxed to me for $450
October 28, 2019 - I filed Motion to Reinstate Appeal COA 10/30/2019
October 29, 2019 - Craig White Affidavit filed

October 29, 2019 - Rudy Simmons Affidavit filed

November 4, 2019 - John R C Bowen filed Motion for Extension to Reply
to my motion to reinstate COA received on November 5, 2019

November 21, 2019 - COA denied Reinstatment
On June 18, 2020 - John R C Bowen received a letter from P. J. Tanner
stated “Execution Against Property is being forwarded to the Clerk of

Court for Beaufort County stamped “Nulla Bona”.

On May 10, 2024 a notice appeared to be from the Clerk of the Court,
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Exhibit #57:

Exhibit #58:

Exhibit #59:

Exhibit #60:

Exhibit #61:

Exhibit #62:

Exhibit #63:

Exhibit #64:

Exhibit #65:

Exhibit #66:

Exhibit #67:

Exhibit #68:

Exhibit #69:

Exhibit #70:

Exhibit #71-71¢:

Exhibit #72:

Exhibit #73:

Jerri Ann Roseneau to John R C Bowen “NOTICE TO ALL
ATTORNEYS”

On May 17, 2024 John R C Bowen filed a form signed by him authorizing
the destruction of the evidence he submitted in this case.

November 3, 2024 Contract of Sale prepared

November 7, 2024 - E. M signed

December 6, 2024 - J. M

December 6, 2024 - MC

December 11, 2024 - John R C Bowen emailed Saralyn QO’Leary; Joseph
DuBois stated, “Ms. White is confused”, "There are no terms with which
she can agree and the property can not be sold unless/until we are paid.”
John R C Bowen mischaracterized the Judgment as a “Judgment Lien”
December 12, 2024 -P S

December 14, 2024 V. S

December 23, 2024 - N White signed contract

December 27, 2024 - RWC

January 8, 2025 - AJ

January 9, 2025 - A White

January 9, 2025 G. B

January 9, 2025 GW

January 9, 2025 GW Affidavit

January 9, 2025 M. B

January 13, 2025 - letter from Liberty Oak Saralyn O’Leary wired money
to Laughlin & Bowen






Exhibit #74-74a:

Exhibit #75:

Exhibit #76-76b:

Exhibit #77-77a:

Exhibit #:78-78a

February 27, 2025 3.28 acre sale engagement letter

March 20, 2025 - i sent email to Kori Brett McKeithan requesting her to
report John R C Bowen to disciplinary counsel for illegally taking my
$15,665.73 from the proceeds of that sale.

Settlement Statement reflects monies converted to John R C Bowen via
wire transfer §15,665.73 plus Judgment Partial Release $500 paid to
Liberty Oak plus

October 21, 2025 - Affidavit from Rosa White Cromwell explaining that

she purchased the boat for Craig White, her nephew.

October 22, 2025 according to the Beaufort County Recorder of Deeds, 1
have no lien against me or any alleged property







IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

S

Geraldine White sui juris
beneficiary of the
Geraldine White Trust;
The Geraldine White and
Craig White Trust and
The White Family Trust
Petitioner,

Case No.: 2025-CP-07-00718

John R.C. Bowen and Kori
Brett McKeithan
Respondent(s)

<
~ e e e S N S N S N Nt N N N

MOTION TO ACCEPT FILINGS AS TIMELY DUE TO CLERK DELAY AND
UNEQUAL PROCESSING OF SUBMISSIONS; MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
NUNC PRO TUNC (Order to deem it timely)

COMES NOW, the undersigned, Geraldine White, pro se, and respectfully moves this
Honorable Court for an Order (1) deeming her Memorandum, Affidavit, and supporting
Exhibits timely filed as of October 23, 2025, or, in the alternative, (2) granting l¢ave to =
file said materials nunc pro tunc to October 23, 2025, and in support states as felg)ws
M~ -

Al

1. The Court has scheduled a hearing in this matter for October 28, 2025, at lﬁfp.m
The Notice of Hearing issued by the Court instructed: “E-file all memos, afﬁ(fi;@tg':an
supporting documents at least 48 working hours prior to the hearing. E-filing 5:9) = E-L‘

Ly ea Tr

mandatory for Beaufort County.” FiE

iy

OV 12 1208

2. The undersigned is not an attorney and is self-represented (pro se). Pro se liti"gants i
Beaufort County are not given access credentials to the attorney e-filing portal.

3. In good faith reliance on the Court’s written directive requiring e-filing, on October 23,
2025, the undersigned transmitted her Memorandum, Affidavit, and supporting
documents via email to (a) the Beaufort County Clerk of Court, and (b) all opposing
counsel/parties. These emails were sent between approximately 9:48 p.m. and 11:35 p.m.
on October 23, 2025.






4. The purpose of these transmissions was to comply with the “48 working hours prior to
the hearing” requirement contained in the Court’s notice.

5 On October 24, 2025, opposing counsel filed/was able to file their own responsive
materials with the Court. Upon information and belief, opposing counsel’s filing was
received by the Clerk’s Office at approximately 10:05 a.m. on October 24, 2025.

6. Despite the fact that the undersigned had already transmitted her filings the night
before, the Clerk’s Office did not respond to the undersigned until after close of business
on October 24, 2025. Specifically, at approximately 5:19 p.m., 5:20 p.m., and 5:21 p.m.
on October 24, 2025, the Clerk’s Office sent emails stating that pro se parties cannot
e-file and must instead file in person or by mail.

7. The Clerk’s Office therefore waited until after normal business hours on October 24,
2025, to inform the undersigned that, despite the Court’s written directive that ‘E-filing is
mandatory for Beaufort County,” she, as a pro se litigant, was in fact not permitted to
e-file and could only file “in person or by mail.”

8. By the time the Clerk’s Office sent that rejection email (after 5:00 p.m. on October 24,
2025), the 48-working-hour deadline referenced in the hearing notice had already
effectively expired around 1:00 p.m. on October 24, 2025. In other words, the Clerk’s
Office communicated its rejection only after it was too late for the undersigned to cure by
physically filing that same business day.

9. Meanwhile, the Clerk’s Office accepted opposing counsel’s materials on the morning
of October 24, 2025 (approximately 10:05 a.m.), demonstrating that the Clerk’s Office
was actively processing attorney filings well before it communicated with the
undersigned. There is no reasonable explanation why the Clerk’s Office could process
counsel’s filing at 10:05 a.m. but could not review or address the undersigned’s
submission — which had been transmitted the previous night — until after 5:00 p.m.,
after hours.

10. This sequence resulted in unequal treatment between represented counsel and the
self-represented litigant, and effectively deprived the undersigned of the ability to comply
with the Court’s 48-hour filing instruction, despite her good-faith effort to do so.

11. Under Rule 6(b), South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court may permit a
late filing where the failure to act within the prescribed period was the result of
wexcusable neglect.” When a litigant relies in good faith on written instructions issued by
the Court itself, and when delay is caused or compounded by the Clerk’s Office, any
technical noncompliance is excusable neglect not attributable to the litigant.






12. South Carolina procedure is to be administered “to secure the just, speedy, and
inexpensive determination of every action.” Rule 1, SCRCP. Denying consideration of
the undersigned’s Memorandum, Affidavit, and supporting Exhibits — despite her timely
attempt to comply and despite the Clerk’s Office delay — would be unjust and would
prejudice the pro se party in advance of a critical October 28 hearing.

13. The undersigned is prepared to hand-file (in person) and serve hard copies of the
Memorandum, Affidavit, and supporting Exhibits immediately and will bring stamped
copies to the October 28, 2025 hearing.

WHEREFORE, the undersigned respectfully moves this Court for an Order:

A. Deeming her Memorandum, Affidavit, and supporting Exhibits to have been timely
filed as of October 24, 2025,

B. In the alternative, granting leave for said documents to be filed nunc pro tunc as of
October 24, 2025;

C. Directing that the Court consider those materials in connection with the October 28,
2025 hearing; and

D. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Regpegffully submitted,

Geraldine White, sui juris Petitioner
141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
whiteoetaldine Ll vons
843-681-3947

Date: October 27, 2025

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I served a truc and correct copy of the foregoing Motion, along with all
referenced Exhibits, on all counsel/parties of record by hand delivery and/or email / U.S.

Mail,on October 27, 2025. Lg
2

Geraldine White, sui juris Petitioner






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) 14 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
) CASE NO.: 2025_-CP-07-00718
)
Geraldine White sui juris beneficiary of the ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
Geraldine White Trust; The Geraldine White
And Craig White Trust; and The White
Family Trust,
Plaintiff/Petitioner ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
vs. )
)
John R C Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan )
Defendants/Respondents )

Plaintiff’s Attorney: Defendant’s Attorney: Kori Brett McKeithan
Geraldine White sui juris Joseph Dubois, Esq. Bar No:71128

Address: 141 Lamotte Drive #A3 Address: 71 Lighthouse RD Ste.#230

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926 Hilton Head 1sland, SC 29928

Phone: 843-681-3947 Phone: 843-671-555 Fax
E-mail: w.~:r232raiqi0eSt To7ia 0o Other: E-mail: Joe@libertyoaklaw.com

MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and IIT)
X FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)
X PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and I1T)

SECTION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motion: Motion to Accept Filing as timely due to clerk delay and unequal processing of submissions.
Estimated Time Needed: Court Reporter Needed: NO

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

®Written motion attached
CForm Motion/Order
I hereby mov

relief or action by the court aget forth in the attached proposed order.

October 27, 2025
X Plaintiff / Defendant Date submitted

‘Signature of Attorney for

SECTION III: Motion Fee

X PAID —- AMOUNT: § 25.00
O EXEMPT: 1ow Cause in Child or Spousal Support

1Abuse or Abuse and Neglect e %‘
(check 2 =
reason) nelT O
[ Indigent Status [ State Agency v. Indigent Party N
[J Sexually Violent Predator Act [ Post-Conviction Relief *)2 S
00 Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy B2~ I
O Motion for Publication O Motion for Execution (Rule 695SERCPIZ
[ Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or, S S
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per Mge’s
instructions
Name of Court Reporter:
JUDGE’S SECTION

JUDGE CODE

(

v






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

Geraldine White sui juris )
beneficiary of the )
Geraldine White Trust; )
The Geraldine White and )
Craig White Trust and )
The White Family Trust )

Petitioner, )

Case No.: 2025-CP-07-00718

John R.C. Bowen and Kori
Brett McKeithan

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Respondent(s) )

GERALDINE WHITE DECLARATION OF FACTS IN SUPPORT OF MY
MOTION TO ACCEPT FILING AS TIMELY DUE TO CLERK DELAY AND
UNEQUAL PROCESSING OF SUBMISSIONS

1. My name is Geraldine White. I am over the age of 18 and competent to testify
to the matters stated herein. I make this declaration in support of my Motion to
Accept Filings as Timely Due to Clerk Delay and Unequal Processing of

Submissions. =
»T R

Tde— -
!"‘r*'.!.'- o |

2. The Court set a hearing in this matter for October 28, 2025, at 1:00 p;‘EEThe I

Court’s notice stated that “E-file all memos, affidavits, and supporting domme]@
at least 48 working hours prior to the hearing,”” and further stated that ‘féf-‘_i"t_lingjis

mandatory for Beaufort County.” (See Exhibits #1-3) :_2

[ReINI
Ol K

. ) MM
23 1 am not an attorney. I am representing myself. I do not have login access to the
attorney e-filing system.

4. In order to follow the Court’s notice, on October 23, 2025, 1 prepared my
Memorandums, my Affidavits, and my supporting Exhibits. Between
approximately 9:48 p.m. and 11:35 p.m. on October 23, 2025, I emailed’ those

1 Gee attached notices Exhibit #1
2 Gee attached notices Exhibit#2 & 3
3 Gee attached email receipts Exhibits 4, 5,6,7,89 10,11

1

\%;‘(






documents to all parties/counsel of record and to the Beaufort County Clerk of
Court. (See Exhibits #4-11)

5. My intention in sending those emails on the night of October 23, 2025, was to
comply with the requirement that filings be submitted at least 48 working hours
before the October 28 hearing.

6. On October 24, 2025, opposing counsel filed their documents and, on
information and belief, those documents were received by the Clerk’s Office at
approximately 10:05 a.m. on October 24, 2025. (See Exhibits #12)

7. 1 did not receive any response from the Clerk’s Office about my filings until
after business hours, at approximately 5:19 p.m., 5:20 p.m., and 5:21 p.m. on
October 24, 2025. In those emails, the Clerk’s Office stated that: (a) My
documents “have not been filed with the Clerk of Court”; (b) I must file “in person
or by mail”; (c) The Clerk does not accept filings via email or fax; and (d) Only
attorneys or members of the Bar are permitted to e-file. (See Exhibits # 13-13a,
14-14a, 15 -15a, 16 -16a,17-17a, 18-18a, 19 -19a emails from Senior Judicial
Administrator, Melissa M Kilby)

8. By the time the Clerk’s Office sent me those emails after 5:00 p.m. on October
24, 2025, the 48-hour filing window described in the Court’s notice had already
passed (approximately 1:00 p.m. on October 24, 2025, counting back 48 working
hours from the 1:00 p.m. October 28 hearing). Because the Clerk waited until after
closing time to notify me that I supposedly could not file electronically, I had no
way to physically deliver the documents to the courthouse on October 24, 2025,
before that deadline.

9. Meanwhile, the Clerk’s Office processed opposing counsel’s filing the morning
of October 24, 2025, at or around 10:05 a.m., which shows the Clerk’s Office was
actively receiving and processing filings that day. My documents had been sent the
night before. There is no fair reason my filings could not have been addressed
until after close of business.

10. T acted in good faith and relied on the Court’s written instructions. I did
everything I could to comply. I am asking the Court not to punish me for
conflicting instructions between the Court’s notice (“E-filing is mandatory™)* and

* See Exhibits 1-3 Court Notices






the Clerk’s later statement (“Pro se may not e-file”), and for the Clerk’s delay in
responding until after the window had closed.

11. 1 am ready and willing to hand-file physical copies of all my materials and
ide courtesy copies to the Court and all counsel.

Geraldine White, sui juris Petitioner October 27, 2025
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29929

. s i 3
winroogergndingest: Gognihill Cuvit

843-681-3947






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

Geraldine White sui juris ) . =,
beneficiary of the ) Y
Geraldine White Trust; ) yen i =
. . i A
The Geraldine White and ) ACh=s o
Craig White Trust and ) ":"\/"f"'. g =
The White Family Trust ) Sl =
Petitioner, ) LA B
) :’,’)\"‘ ; e
v. ) Case No.: 2025-CP-07-00718 Ve ¥
)
)
)

John R.C. Bowen and Kori )
Brett McKeithan )
Respondent(s) )

MEMORANDUM OF LAW in Suport of all Motions

Re: A Bill of Sale Is Not Proof of Ownership or a Valid Lien in South Carolina

I. Legal Standard

In South Carolina, property ownership and the creation of judgment liens arc matters
governed by statute. For titled property—such as a motor vehicle or vessel—the
certificate of title, not a bill of sale, is prima facie evidence of ownership.

S.C. Code Ann. § 50-23-55(A): “A certificate of title to a watercraft or outboard motor 1s
prima facie evidence of ownership of a watercraft or outboard motor.”

Thus, while a bill of sale evidences that a transaction took place, it does not itself
establish legal title or ownership unless and until the title is properly transferred through
the state’s titling authority.

The same principle applies to real property and judgment enforcement. A judgment is a

court declaration of indebtedness, but it becomes a lien only when properly entered and
recorded in accordance with South Carolina law.

S.C. Code Ann. § 15-35-810: “A judgment duly entered in the office of the clerk of court

\W






shall constitute a lien upon the real estate of the judgment debtor in the county where the
judgment is entered.”

IL. Judicial Interpretation
South Carolina appellate courts consistently hold that mere possession of informal
documents—such as a bill of sale—does not supersede statutory title requirements:

Pennell v. Foster, 388 S.C.9,15, 524 S.E.2d 630, 633 (Ct. App. 1999): “A certificate of
title constitutes prima facie evidence of ownership ... this presumption may be rebutted
only by evidence establishing that someone other than the titleholder is the true owner.”

Odom v. Walker, 365 5.C. 416, 618 S.E.2d 706 (Ct. App.2005) vehicle ¢ case reaffirming
that “the certificate of title is prima facie evidence of ownership".

Tollison v. Reaves, 277 5.C. 443, 445,289 S.E.2d 163, 164 (1982): (Ownership
presumed in the person holding legal title unless clear contrary evidence exists.)

Similarly, in lien law:

Sunbelt Rentals, Inc. v. Gowdy, 383 S.C. 120, 678 S. E. 2d 819-(2009)

In Sunbelt Rentals Inc versus Gowdy, the South Carolina Supreme Court addressed
judgment liens and priority. The court explained that in South Carolina, a judgment
creditor doesn't just own a debtor's land automatically. The Creditor has to properly enter
and index the Judgment in that county before a lean hatches to that real estate if they
don't, there is no enforceable lean on that land.

No perfected lien on the subject property existed at closing. South Carolina law does not
allow a creditor to simply take sales proceeds from real estate based on an unrecorded or
indexed judgment. A judgment becomes a lien on the judgment debtor’s real estate in a
particular county ONLY when the judgment or a certified transcript is entered in that
county’s judgment index )book of abstracts) and duly indexed S.C. Code
Ann§15-35-810.

[11. Application to Present Facts
Where a party claims ownership of a vessel or other property based solely on a bill of
sale, without evidence of a properly issued South Carolina certificate of title or recorded

judgment, the claim fails as a matter of law. The bill of sale is only supporting
documentation for transfer, not proof of completed ownership or lien perfection.

Additionally, if a sheriff has returned the execution nulla bona, that return confirms no

personal property exists to satisfy any judgment, and enforcement must proceed through






statutory lien or equitable remedies—not informal assertions of ownership or private
transfer papers.

IV. Conclusion

Under South Carolina statutory and case law, ownership of a boat or other titled asset is
proven by a valid certificate of title, not a bill of sale. Likewise, a judgment becomes a
lien only upon proper recording with the clerk of court. Any claim of ownership or lien
interest based solely on a bill of sale—without compliance with these legal
requirements—is invalid and unenforceable.

SUPPLEMENTAL SECTION

IIL The Order of Judgment Was Procured by Fraud and Without a Valid Lien
A. Lack of Lien and Improper Seizure of Funds

The $15,665.73 transferred from the sale proceeds by Corey Brett McKeithan to John R.
C. Bowen was done without a valid lien or judicial order supported by ownership
evidence. No lien was recorded under S.C. Code § 15-35-810, nor was there any
certificate of title, bill of sale, or other competent proof establishing Geraldine White as
owner of the vessel. The unauthorized wiring of these funds constitutes conversion and
unlawful seizure.

B. Fraud and Misrepresentation in Securing the Judgment

The Order of Judgment was obtained through misrepresentation and fraud upon the court,
in violation of Rule 60(b)(3), SCRCP. Barbara Hudson’s sworn statements contained
materially false information, including claims of (1) $30,000 in wreck-removal expenses
that never occurred, (2) $25,000 in 'estimated’ costs unsupported by documentation, and
(3) '52 weeks of lost revenue' in 2016, even though Hurricane Matthew occurred on
October 8, 2016—long after the alleged losses. These falsehoods were relied upon to
inflate damages and mischaracterize Ms. White as vessel owner, producing an unjust and
unlawful judgment.

C. Lack of Corporate Capacity and Standing

At the time relevant to the alleged losses, Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation was
administratively dissolved (May 23, 2015) and remained inactive until its reinstatement
on March 29, 2017. Pursuant t0 S.C. Code § 33-14-105, a dissolved corporation may not
carry on business or maintain a lawsuit other than winding up affairs. Therefore, it lacked
standing to pursue damages for events in 2016 and could not Jawfully obtain a judgment
in 2018. Any such judgment is void ab initio.

o






D. The Bill of Sale Did Not Establish Ownership

Although a bill of sale was referenced in connection with the vessel, such a document
does not establish legal ownership under South Carolina law. Pursuant to S.C. Code §
50-23-55(A), only a valid certificate of title issued by the South Carolina Department of
Natural Resources constitutes prima facie evidence of ownership of a watercraft or
outboard motor. The mere existence of a bill of sale, without a properly issued certificate
of title, cannot lawfully confer or prove ownership. Accordingly, any assertion that
Geraldine White was the 'owner' of the vessel based solely on a bill of sale was factually
and legally incorrect. The Court’s reliance on that mischaracterization to enter the Order
of Judgment further renders the judgment void and obtained by fraud upon the Court.

E. Relief Requested

Because the judgment was secured by fraud, misrepresentation, and without jurisdiction
or standing, Ms. White respectfully requests that the Court:

1. Vacate the Order of Judgment entered against her;

2. Order restitution of the $15,665.73 wrongfully seized;

3. Refer the matter for investigation of potential misconduct; and

4. Grant such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.

F. Breach of Fiduciary Duty by Closing Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan

Kori Brett McKeithan acted as the closing attorney in the sale of approximately 0.50
acres of property from which the proceeds of $15,665.73 were disbursed. In that role,
Attorney McKeithan had a fiduciary duty and professional responsibility to ensure that all
disbursements from the closing were legally authorized, supported by valid liens, and in
accordance with South Carolina law governing settlement and trust accounts.

Despite that duty, Attorney McKeithan authorized and executed a wire transfer of
$15,665.73 to Attorney John R. C. Bowen without confirming that a valid judgment lien
existed or that Geraldine White was the lawful owner of the vessel allegedly connected to
the order of judgment. This failure constitutes negligence, breach of fiduciary duty, and
profcssional misconduct, as closing counsel must act with due diligence to protect all
parties’ funds and verify lien validity prior to disbursement.

Because no lien was recorded under S.C. Code § 15-35-810, and no title evidence or
proof of ownership was presented, Attorney McKeithan’s action directly facilitated an
unauthorized conversion of property belonging to Geraldine White.

G. Violations by Counsel
1. Attorney John R. C. Bowen
- Fraud upon the court by submitting and relying upon materially false information to

4






secure the Order of Judgment, misrepresenting ownership of the vessel, and concealing
the lack of a valid lien.

- Conversion of $15,665.73 in sale proceeds that were not lawfully subject to execution
or lien.

- Violation of S.C. Rules of Professional Conduct § 3.3 (Candor Toward the Tribunal), §
4.1 (Truthfulness in Statements to Others), and § 8.4 (Misconduct).

- Unjust enrichment by receiving and retaining funds obtained through misrepresentation.

2. Attorney Kori Brett McKeithan

- Breach of fiduciary duty as closing attorney by disbursing funds without verifying the
existence of a lien or ownership interest.

- Negligence and conversion by facilitating the unauthorized transfer of $15,665.73.

- Violation of S.C. Rules of Professional Conduct § 1.15 (Safekeeping Property) and §
1.3 (Diligence).

- Failure of due diligence under South Carolina real-estate closing standards, which
require that settlement funds be disbursed only after proper verification of lien validity
and entitlement.

3. Resulting Harm

The combined actions of both attorneys resulted in the unlawful deprivation of Ms.
White’s property, the creation of a fraudulent court record, and a conversion of funds
under color of judicial authority. Such conduct warrants restitution of the $15,665.73,
disciplinary referral, and judicial correction of the fraudulent judgment.

H. Claim for Treble Damages and Duress

From April 16, 2018, when the original lawsuit was initiated, through January 10, 2025,
Geraldine White endured continuous and compounding harm caused by the actions of
Attorneys John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan. During the January 2025
closing, Ms. White was placed under duress and coercion, repeatedly told by the
attorneys that she must sign the closing documents or her family would lose the property
sale and the proceeds. Acting under this pressure and without full knowledge of the
misrepresentations that had been made to the court, she signed solely to ensure that her
family would not lose their money—not to authorize or consent to the transfer of
$15,665.73 to Attorney Bowen.

This conduct constitutes duress, undue influence, and willful conversion, and it was part
of a continuing course of deceptive acts and unfair practices designed to deprive Ms.
White of her property. Under S.C. Code § 39-5-140(a) (South Carolina Unfair Trade
Practices Act), a party injured by such willful unfair or deceptive acts is entitled to treble
damages when the violation is found to be knowing or intentional. The same measure of
damages is recognized for willful and wanton conversion under South Carolina common
law.






Accordingly, Ms. White seeks treble damages on the converted amount of $15,665.73,
totaling $46,997.19, plus interest, costs, and such further relief as the Court deems just
and equitable. The award of treble damages is necessary to compensate for the prolonged
harm, duress, emotional distress, and the willful deprivation of property suffered over the

.

nearly seven-year period between the filing of the action and the closing in January 2025.

Enter in Order Denying both Respondents Motion to Dismiss and grant Petitioner
what see seeks in restitution mentioned above.

Respectfully submitted,

‘Geraldine White, sui juris Petitioner
141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
(843)681-3947

whitegeraldine9 1 @gmail.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[ hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Memorandum of Law with
memos, affidavits and supporting documents was served upon all parties by electronic

mail and/or U.S. Mail this 53 9 day of @l e 2025.

Joseph Dubois Bar number 71128 Kara S Grevey Bar#101745
Liberty Oak Law firm LLC Donald Jay Davis Bar #12084
71 Lighthouse Road Suite 230 P O Box 996
Hilton Head Island South Carolina 29928 Charleston, SC 29402
843-6715550 843-724-6602
Joe@LibertyOak s s jdavis@ycrlaw
Attorpey for the Kori Brett McKeithan kgrevey@ycrlaw.com

Attorney for John R C Bowen

October 27, 2025
Geraldine White, sui juris Petitioner

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

(843)681-3947

whitegeraldine91@gmail.com






STATE OF SOUTH CARC ILINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CTVIL ACTION #2025-CP-07-00718
Geraldine White sui juris )
}
Plaintiff, | NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
V. )
)
)

John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan)
Defendant. )

et N e e e

T() Tl;c -C-lic-rio-f&)urt forBeaufon County and All Counsel of Record

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Appellant, Geraldine White sui juris, hereby appeals to the
South Carolina Court of Appeals from the Orders and/or or Ruling entered in this matter on
November 24, 2025, by Judge Carmen T Mullen 2142.

This appeal is taken pursuant to Rule 203(b)(1), South Carolina Appellate Court Rules
(SCACR), which requires the Notice of Appeal to be served and filed within 30 days after
receipt of written notice of entry of the Order.

The specific Order appealed trom is titled: "ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT KORI
BRETT MCKEITHAN'S MOTION TO DISMISS and ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANT JOHN R. C. BOWEN’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT™,
electronically signed November 23, 2025 12:49:07 PM and filed on November 24,2025 at 9:08
AM.

Appellant respectlully requests that the Clerk of Court prepare, assemble, and certify the Record
on Appeal in accordance with Rule 210, SCACR.

This Notice of Appeal will be sent via email to the South Carolina Court Appeals on November

252025 and will be sent via email to all Parties.
Respectfully Submitted November 25, 2025

[// - Wi,
...L’_.W;w"_}_ N R
Geraldine White sui juris, Appellant

141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
whitegeraldine9 1@ gmail.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) [N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CIVIL ACTION #2025-CP-07-00718
)
Geraldine White sui juris )
)
Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
V. )
) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
)
john R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan)
Defendant. )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 hereby certify that 1 served a copy of this Notice of Appeal on all parties and attorneys of
record by depositing it in the U.S. Mail, first-class postage prepaid AND/OR via email at the

address(es) listed below on this 25th day of Nove

Joseph Dubois, Esq. 71128
71 Lighthouse Road Ste 230
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928

Attorney for John RC Bowen

Respectfully Submitted

c VA P |
/J ¢ g Lolin s 2 AL
Geraldine White sui juris, Appellant
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

whitegeraldine‘)l@gmail.com

mber, 2025.

D. Jay Davis, Esq 101745
Kara S Grevey Esq 12084
P O Box 996

Charleston, SC 29402
jdavis@ycrlaw.com

Attorney for Kori Brett McKeithan

November 23, 2025





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JIN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
JFOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT YCIVIL ACTION #2025-CP-07-00718
)
Geraldine White sui juris )
)
Plaintiff, )DECLARATIONHSSUES on APPEAL
)
V. )
)
)
John R. C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan)
Defendant. )

GERALDINE WHITE’S DECLARATION AND ISSUES ON APPEAL
DECLARATION

I, Geraldine White, being of lawful age and competent to testify, declare as follows:

1) Tama Plaintiff in the matter of Geraldine White sui vs John R. C. Bowen and

Kori Brett McKeithan case number 2025-CP-07-00718
2) 1declare that [ am unable to pay the filing fees for this Appeal. My income is less

than my expenses. My Income is only $2,250 monthly and my Expenses is

approximately $2,000.

ISSUES ON APPEAL
1. The Judge Applied Attorney Immunity Far Too Broadly — Incorrectly

The court ruled that Attorney Bowen is immune from suit tor

However, South Carolina attorney-immunity applies ONLY when:

|. The acts were within the attorney’s representation, AND
2. The acts were lawful, not fraudulent, not deceptive, and not outside the scope of

litigation.

Attorney immunity does not apply to:

Fraud upon the court

Misrepresentation

Deception

Misuse of a judgment to seize unrelated assets

Acts outside the litigation (e.g., interfering with trust proceeds)

1

all actions he took in the 2018 case.

81200.0406202#3SV0 - SY31d NOWWOD - 1¥04NvY3g - WY G1:0L SZ AON §Z0Z - @314 ATTVIINOH L0313





South Carolina courts have repeatedly held:

“An attorney is not immune if the conduct is fraudulent, malicious, or outside the
legitimate scope of representation.”

But Judge Mullen never analyzed whether Bowen’s conduct was:

fraudulent,
misleading.

in bad faith, or

outside the litigation.

She simply stated:

“He is immune. .. He acted within his protessional duties.”
This is a legal error because whether he acted within the scope is a question of fact, which cannot
be determined on summary judgment unless undisputed — and here it is very much disputed.

—» This alone makes the Summary J udgment iImproper.

2. Judge Mullen improperly weighed facts and credibility — forbidden under Rule
6

N

Under Rule 56 (summary judgment):

The judge must view evidence in favor of the non-moving party
The judge cannot weigh evidence

The judge cannot make credibility determinations

ANY disputed fact blocks summary judgment

Here. the judge did the opposite.

She accepted Bowen’s version of events as fact and rejected Geraldine’s.
Judge’s Error:

She states Geraldine “did not deny ownership of the boat” in 2018.

But that is a disputed fact and Geraldine DID deny ownership latet, repeatedly.

Whether she owned the shrimp boat is central, and disputes about material facts bar summary
judgment.

Judge’s Error:
She also states, without evidence:

“There is no evidence that statements made by Attorney Bowen were knowingly
false.”

1404Nv3g - WY §L:0L §Z AON 6z0z - 314 ATIVOINOY L0 T3
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Geraldine provided:
o Affidavits
e The White Family Trust records
e FEvidence that the boat was never hers
[ ]

Evidence of misrepresentation to seize trust proceeds

Those ARE evidence.
The judge ignored every piece of evidence provided by Geraldine.
That is improper as a matter of law.

3. The Judge incorrectly stated that one circuit judge cannot “overturn” another —
irrelevant to this case

Judge Mullen relied heavily on Enoree Baptist Church v. Fletcher (one judge cannot overturn
another).

But Geraldine was not asking Judge Mullen to overturn Judge Dukes.
She asked the court to review:

Attorney misconduct
Fraud upon the court

Sv31d NOWWOD - 1d04Nv3a - IV GL:0L G2 AON G202 - d31id ATIVOINOYL1D313

Improper enforcement actions
Misrepresentation regarding ownership
Improper application of a judgment to unrelated trust proceeds

Attorney misconduct and fraud-on-the-court are always reviewable, even years later.

The judge used the wrong legal doctrine.

81.200.0d0620Z#3SVO -

This is a legal error.
4. The judge mischaracterized the relief Geraldine requested
Geraldine requested:

Temporary restraining order
Stops to collection activity

Relief from misrepresentation

L ]

®

e Review of fraudulent enforcement

]

o Return of the $15,665.73 taken from the trust proceeds

Judge Mullen incorrectly reframed this as:
“She wants me to set aside Judge Duke’s judgment.”

3
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That is not what Geraldine asked.

This misunderstanding led to the wrong legal standard being applied.

Another reversible error.
5. Judge Mullen failed to address the unclean hands doctrine

Even if a judgment is valid, it cannot be enforced through fraudulent or deceptive means.

Geraldine alleged that Bowen:

misrepresented boat ownership

illegally targeted trust proceeds

acted outside litigation

used a dissolved corporation’s judgment
bypassed proper enforcement channels

The judge did not analyze:

fraud,

unclean hands,

improper enforcement, or
equitable relief.

This is an error,

6. The judge ignored the fact that Benny Hudson Seafood Corp was dissolved in
2015

The order never addresses:

the corporation was dissolved,

the judgment may be void or unenforceable,

the attorneys acted without corporate authority,

the reinstatement date does not validate prior actions.

This is central and the court ignored it entirely.
7. Misapplication of Summary Judgment Standard — Judge’s Greatest Legal Error

Under Rule 56, Summary Judgment must be denied if:

any fact is disputed,

any evidence conflicts,
credibility must be assessed,
discovery is incomplete,

Ssv31d NOWWOD - 1504Nv3d - WY c1:0l GZ AON 620Z - d314 ATT¥OINOYH103713
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e legal standards are unclear.

Every one of these applies here.
Instead, the judge treated the hearing like a bench trial, deciding:

what was true
what was false
what evidence she would accept

what she would ignore

That is reversible error and grounds for appeal.
8. Judge Mullen relied on incorrect tacts — demonstrably false from the record
She stated:

Geraldine admitted ownership of the boat

There was “no evidence” of misrepresentation

Bowen acted “solely” within his representation
Geraldine had proper notice of the damages hearing
Geraldine had a *“full and fair opportunity to be heard”

Each of these is contradicted by:

the record

atfidavits

trust documents

correspondence

procedural history

the injustice involving Pat Carr telling her NOT to appear at the hearing

These factual errors make the ruling clearly erroneous.

9. Failure to consider extrinsic fraud (fraud upon the court)
Fraud upon the court:

is always reviewable

is not subject to the 30-day rule
is not barred by prior orders
removes attorney immunity

The judge did not mention:
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Hazel-Atlas
Chewning
Great Coastal Express

Beggerly

Geraldine’s Petition hinges cntircly on extrinsic fraud, which the judge did not analyze at all.
That is a fatal legal omission.

10. The judge’s order is internally inconsistent

She states:

1. Bowen is tmmune

2 But also that Geraldine “failed to prove fraud”

3. But also that she’s not allowed to challenge the fraud because the prior judge i1ssued the
order

4. But also that she had a fair hearing

5 But also that she failed to deny ownership (which is incorrect)

These contradictions make the Orders arbitrary and capricious.

I dectare under the penalty of perjury under the taws of the State of South Carolina that
the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

Respectfully submitted,

Executed this 25TH day of November, 2025 in Beaufort County, South Carolina

¢
L]

/
/
—an

Geraldine White, Third Party Defendant [SIC], sui juris beneficiary
141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

843-681-3947

whiteveraldine91 email.com

November 25 2025
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MS. GREVEY 4

PROCEEDTNGS

(Whereupon, the following proceedings started at 4:09 p.m.)

THE COURT: All right. So I'll most likely start with
Lieutenant John Bowen, (indiscernible). (Indiscernible)
attorney have a Motion of Summary Judgment. So we're going to
proceed as 1f it's summary judgment. Okay?

So whenever you are ready, Mr. --

Oh. I'm sorry.

MS. GREVEY: Good afternoon, Your Honor. My name is Kara
Grevey. I'm here on behalf of Attorney John Bowen. He's a
respected member of the bar down here.

He -- so some back story. Mr. Bowen previously
represented Benny Hudson Seafood Corporaticn in a 2018 action
where Ms. Geraldine White was the defendant, along with Craig
White. That action involved a shrimp boat that was
inappropriately moored to Benny Hudson's dock. During
Hurricane Matthew, the shrimp boat sunk. The dock was
obstructed and there was some damage to it.

In any event, Mr. Bowen, my client, obtained a judgment
against Ms. White and Mr. White in that action. There was --
I think, unfortunately, Ms. White was in default, and she and
Mr. White failed to appear at the (indiscernible) hearing. So
an order of judgment went against her.

Thereafter, Ms. White moved to set aside the Entry of

Default, which was denied. And then she appealed that, which

N





MS. GREVEY 5

was also dismissed.

So fast forward to 2025. She has now instituted this
action against Mr. Bowen and Ms. McKeithan. 1In this action,
she filed a Petition for Ex Parte, with -- I think it was
Emergency Inductive Relief, seeking to set aside that Order of
Judgment from back in 2018.

Now, I'm thinking the basis of that was she had an
upconming distribution from a trust property where she was set
Lo make some money from it. And the judgment would attach.

So she was trying to get an order to stay that prior order of
judgment. So we filed a Motion to Dismiss that, Jjust based on
the fact that, you know, it was improper. She had already
exhausted her {(indiscernible) avenue to do that prior to the
judgment order, either set aside or appealed it. Both were
denied.

So we would dismiss it. We did not serve her with it.

So then she filed a Motion for default against us, in which we
respeonded to and said -- well, it wasn't actually a complaint
that was filed. We were never served with the summons or
anybLhing. We were just served with Lhis Ex ParlLe Petilion
granted. And so if you look at the Rule -- T mean, apply it
to everything that needs applying, Ex Parte, you know, common
(indiscernible) that would be responses on that party.

So we did respond to them and just said, you know,

frankly, (indiscernible) respond to it. And we moved to

9&%





MS. GREVEY 6

dismiss on the grounds that, one, it would be an effort
bringing it before, respectfully, one for a judge to set aside

an order of another judge when she already moved to set aside

that order (indiscernible) to default. It was denied. She
appealed it. It was dismissed. Second, it's undisputed that
her claims against Mr. Bowen -- which I think are -- she wants
sanctions against him. Those -- all his statements and all

his actions were taken on behalf of his client, Benny Hudson.
And attorneys have immunity in this state to third parties.
THE COURT: Can I ask you a quick question?

So I know the second cause of action she filed was for a
TRO. So was that heard and denied?

MS. GREVEY: That was never heard.

THE COURT: It's just never been heard?

MS. GREVEY: Yeah.

THE COURT: It's just pending. Okay.

MS. GREVEY: And so I think it's now moot, quite frankly,
because the sale withdrew.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. GREVEY: So there have been a -- kind of a flurry of
other filings to get her money back that was, you know,
attached to the judgment.

THE COURT: Okay. So you =--

MS. GREVEY: So we would move to dismiss 1it.

THE COURT: Okay.

i





MS. GREVEY 7

MS. GREVEY: Yes.

THE COURT: And then my understanding is her other
conflict action, she is bringing -- it said it was for failing
to report the closing attorney for the property, apparently,
to Office of Disciplinary Counsel? Am I correct? Is that how
I read it?

MS. GREVEY: I think so. So she did file a complaint
against Mr. Bowen with the ODC. That was an Affidavit of
Insist.

THE COURT: Okay. I just was looking. I went back. And
typically, when I’m not a hundred percent sure of what the
Causes of Action are, I typically go back and read the Summons
and Complaint just so I'm comfortable with what is alleged.

So those -- my understanding, are the two causes of action
that she has filed. And I correct on that? Or is she -- you
know, is she alleged with a malpractice or any other cause of
action?

MS. GREVEY: No. I think it was just an injunction just
stating what's in the back order (indiscernible) .

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Thank you.

Anything else you need to add?

MS. GREVEY: I don't think so.

THE COURT: All right.

Ms. White. Yes, ma'am.

MS. WHITE: (Indiscernible) .

9_\\‘)





MS. WHITE 3

THE COURT: Good afternocon.

MS. WHITE: Good afternoon. Thank you.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. WHITE: First, I have some copies of these exhibits.
I wonder if everyone received those copies.

MS. GREVEY: I did. Thank you.

MS. WHITE: You're welcome.

May it please the Court.

My name i1s Geraldine White. T am 83 years old. I stand
before this court today representing myself, not because I
want to, but because I have no other choice. I am a
(indiscernible), but I am not helpless. I have lived long
enough to know right from wrong. And 1 have gathered enough
evidence to show that what was done to me in this case was
just not right. It was wrong. It was unlawful.

The opposing party's attorney, John R.C. Bowen, acting
for Benny Hudson's Seafood Corporation, and Attorney Kori
(indiscernible) Brett McKeithan, was acting as the
(indiscernible) attorney for my family property that was being
sold. I asked this Court to dismiss my complaints, but the
truth is simple. They don't want the Court to have —-- they
don't want this Court to look too closely at how the 2018
judgment was obtained.

And John R.C. Bowen emailed (indiscernible), he stated,

"That Mrs. White is confused." If I was so confused, why

N





MS. WHITE 9

would this officer of the court allow this kind of unlawful
transaction to be completed? Wouldn't that been the best
interest of all? Who would show that I was not confused about
what was going on? So it is clear to me that John R.C. Bowen
knew I was not totally on board with this so-called
transaction.

Here are more facts: First, Benny Hudson's Seafood
Corporation lost its LLC status on May 23rd, 2015. This means
they were not legal, existing corporation at the present time.
They claim they suffered damage. See exhibit 14A. I am not
or never was the owner of the vessel, however, 1 was the one
that being sued. I just was asked by my sister, Lolitha White
Cornwall, to see, Exhibit 77, plus 77A to exchange the money
she spent for the purchase of the boat for our nephew, Craig
White.

South Carolina Code Section 33-14-105, Effection (sic) of
Dissolution states, "A dissolved corporation continues its
operation existing, but may not carry on any business except
to wind up the ligquidation, ils business, and affairs."

When Benny Hudson's Seafood Corporation was dissolved, it
could not continue normal business activity like selling
product, binding contract, or filing lawsuits. They may only
wind up existing affairs. Involved in filing a lawsuit of new
damages, especially what he rents, that happened after

dissolution, is not winding up. It is unauthorized act.

pie





MS. WHITE 10

According to South Carclina Code Section 33-14 to 102, Grounds
for Administrative Dissolution. A corporation is dissolved if
it fails to file an annual report and maintain a registered
agent papers. Once dissolved by the South Carolina law, the
company loses the legal capacity to sue or to be sued until it
is formally reinstated. Because they did not reinstate until
May 29th, 2017, they had no standing to file a lawsuit of
Claims for Damages for events in October of 2016. Because at
this time, they did not legally exist. Reinstatement does not
reactivating violating claims.

According to South Carclina Status Section 33-14-220,
Reinstatement following administrative dissolution. When
reinstated, the corporation resumes carrying on its business
as if dissolution never occurred. But South Caroclina court
interpreted this violation. Reinstatement bestows prior
rights and obligation, and but it does not reactivate
authorized acts illegal or authorized (indiscernible)
authority during the dissolution.

So when Benny Hudson Corporation filed their lawsuit
against me, April 1léth, 2018; the damage occurred in October
of 2016, the law was legally invalid from the start. Cases:
Warren versus Charleston and Western Carolina Railway Company,
234, S.C. 448, 1959; Kenton versus State 365, S.C., 609.620,
2025,

Secondly, the loss in the hurricane that they blamed for

i





MS. WHITE 11

this so called loss as Hurricane Matthew didn't even strike
until October 2016, yet they testified under oath that they
lost 52 weeks of revenue in 2016, which is impossible.

Third, they did not even apply for reinstatement until
May 2017, still after all of these losses, and yet they went
ahead and filed a lawsuit against me on April 16th, 2018,
seeking over 520,000 in damages, LExhibit 14A.

Then, on August 22nd, 2018, (indiscernible) Matthew
(indiscernible) an order of judgment for $201,000 against me,
based on testimony that was false, inconsistent, and
completely unsupported by proof. They claim $3,000 for damage
removal that was never paid and a $25,000 estimate from debris
removal, that just an estimate, not an expense. And still
after that, they never filed any lien against me or my
property.

Yet, when my family later tried to sell property, these
attorneys sent an email to our closing attorney demanding that
the proceeds from sale money belonging to me, be diverted to
them, even though no valid lien exists and I was not the legal
(indiscernible) of the boat they claim was involved.

THE COURT: Was there a judgment against you, Ms. White?
(No audible response.)

THE COURT: Was there a judgment against you?

MS. WHITE: That - what -- a judgment --

THE COURT: A judgment against you that





MS. WHITE 12

(indiscernible) --

MS. WHITE: The judgment was stayed illegally.

THE COURT: -- to respond?

MS. WHITE: But they --

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. WHITE: -- were saying I had a lien.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. WHITE: They kept saying I have a lien against me.
And I'm still looking as -- yesterday, I checked. And I've
never seen a lien or (indiscernible) on me.

Okay. Under South Carolina law, the Bill of Sale does
not establish ownership of vessel; 5.C. Code 50 23-55A, a
certification of (indiscernible) as primary evidence
ownership, not a Bill of Sale.

So, Your Honor, this was not a lawful judgment being
imposed; it was one being used to take my family's property.
And now, instead of facing these facts, they're asking you to
dismiss my case without even letting the truth come to light.
In addition, Joseph DuBois menticned that I admit being on
(indiscernible) in my filing in 2018. However, I never stated
such nonsense. The person that hired me have careful
(indiscernible), just like the one he made when he filed his
writing on October 24th, 2025, stating that the judgment
occurred August 24th, 2021.

S.C. Code 15-35-810, a Jjudgment only entered into the

g5





MS. WHITE 13

office of the Clerk of Court to consist a lien upon real
estate upon the Jjudgment debt total, and (indiscernible) when
the judge is entered, Exhibit 78 -- 78. No lien against me or
property as of October 22, 2025.

At 83 years old, I shouldn't have to stand here begging
for fairness. But I will, because I believe in this court and
justice. I'm simply asking for the opportunity to be heard,
not dismissed. And for the record to finally reflect what
really happened.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ms. White, let me ask you. Did you ask Judge
Dukes when he entered this order, to reconsider? Did you file
a motion to reconsider his judgment or his order?

MS. WHITE: During that time -- that was in 2018.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. WHITE: Okay. Well, during that time, I was
seeking, =-- in reality they knew exactly everything that was
going on, because my nephew -- which, he's deceased now -- he
was the owner of the vessel.

THE COURT: That's what --

MS. WHITE: He was in charge of everything --

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. WHITE: -- not me. My primary job was to -- which I
did -- was delivering $18,000 in cash to someone for him to

get the boat. And the reason why I did that, because my
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sister, Rosa, was living -- the Virgin Islands, St. Croix,
Virgin Island -- called me and said to my niece and me and
asked me would I do it. And that's what I did.

THE COURT: Okay.

Ms. Grevey, could one of you get me the case number for
the underlying lawsuits?

MS. GREVEY: Absolutely. The underlying lawsuit is
2018-CP-07-00793.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

All right. So I heard your motion. I see that also have
a motion on behalf of Kori Brett McKeithan; is that correct?

MR. DUBOIS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And you're representing her? Are you
converting this Motion to Dismiss into a Summary Judgment
Motion as well?

MR. DUBOIS: TIf you'd like. I did file a number of
documents including the subject Bill of Sale that Ms. White
references. If you'd like to go over it.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. DUBOIS: I filed on October 24th a memorandum that
I'll go through briefly.

Your Honor, I represent -- Joseph Dubois, representing
the (indiscernible) defendants Kori Brett McKeithan. She's a
real estate closing attorney in my law firm, Liberty Oak Law

Firm.

)





MR. DUBOIS 15

I'm here today arguing her Motion to Dismiss that was
filed on April 23rd in response to Ms. White's filing that
was, I think, captioned as some sort of (indiscernible) but if
not, I'll address it as (indiscernible) lawsuit.

Briefly, 2026 (sic), Ms. White signed the Bill of Sale
for the subject 35-foot wooden boat. It's pretty undisputed
that the boat crashed into the Hudson's dock and was there for
a period of time. John Bowen did bring the lawsuit in 2018.
It went to default judgment. The judge issued a large default
judgment against Ms. White and her co-defendant. Ms. White --

THE COURT: Is the co-defendant Craig White or --

MR. DUBOIS: Craig White.

THE COURT: Okay. Keep going.

MR. DUBOIS: They both filed a Motion to Reconsider,
which Judge Dukes heard and denied in January 2019.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. DUBOIS: There then was an appeal to the South
Carolina Court of Appeals by Ms. White. I don't know if her
co-defendant also appealed or not. But the Court of Appeals
dismissed that appeal. And so it's a Final Judgment of
Record. As far as, you know, whether or not there's some of a
paper that says that that lien attaches against Ms. White's
property, there -- it's not. But there is a judgment on
record when Ms. McKeithan does a file search. And she did

toco, here. And I'll go over those (indiscernible). The

b
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MR. DUBOIS 16

judgment that we're talking about from Judge Dukes popped up
in both federal searches and it attaches by operation of laws
under (indiscernible) to Ms. White's property. So there is a
judgment lien from the date of the judgment's finality forward
that was taken into account by the c¢losing attorney.

So there's two parcels. And Ms. McKeithan was hired as a
closing attorney for two separate parcels. The first parcel
was a .5, one-half acre's parcel in Hilton Head for Beach City
Road. And Ms. White was a partial owner, I think, for 1/13th
owner of that.

So pursuant to the typical real estate closing practices,
Ms. White's judgment was identified. And very typical, the
closing attorney reaches out to the judgment holder's
attorney. Here, 1it's John Bowen, represented by my other co-
counsel here, to try to resolve that lien so that the sale
could happen. And pursuant to that negotiation, it was
determined that the judgment predator, Benny Hudson, wanted
the full amount that was due, in spite -- it was partially
satisfied. It's now a legal, binding judgment.

That was all negotiated. Closing attorneys senlt Ms.
White that conversation and gave her a month to think about
it. The letter was sent in December 2024. January, a month
later, Ms. White shows up at Liberty Oak Law Firm in person,
executes all the typical closing documents, seller's
affidavit, the deed. Closing attorney had Ms. White initial

g\f\
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MR. DUBOIS 17

each page of that group of paperwork as proof she read it and
looked at it and agreed. From the disbursement from the

sale -- the selling -- the buying/purchasing attorney, and
that was Robert Dowing (phonetic), wired the money of $16,000
directly to John Bowen's law firm, I guess, to distribute to
Benny Hudson's Seafood Company and somebody. All of that
happened. And that all happened in January of 2025. And no
problem. Everybody's happy. Closing happened.

Ms. McKeithan gets a second contract a couple months
later and does a title search. And this second contract's for
a larger parcel, 3.2 acres. This is undeveloped property on
Union Cemetery Road in Hilton Head. And it's for over a
million dollars and the numbers are bigger now.

THE COURT: And she had a 1/10 interest.

MR. DUBOIS: She had a 1/10 interest in that. Same
process. Contacts John Bowen, gets the payoff. Tries to
negociate. He says I lost a whole $130,000 (indiscernible).
Same thing. Sends Ms. White a overnight UPS, because she
doesn't have email back then. He sends it to her overnight
UPS. (Indiscernible), she's going to have to (indiscernible)
again. Not going to get any proceeds.

And then three years later, she [iles and instant lawsuit
alleging against Ms. McKeithan for one of two things. First
thing, Mrs. McKeithan didn't report John Bowen to ODC. Okay.

There's no duty that Ms. McKeithan has to report John Bowen to
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MR. DUBOIS 18

ODC because Geraldine White suspected he's done something
wrong. We looked in the Rules of Procedures. There is no
violation. There's no duty there. So that's (indiscernible).

The second thing that Ms. White asked in her petition
that we'd move to be dismissed, that Ms. McKeithan be
(indiscernible) restrained from transferring any money to
(indiscernible). Respectfully, that's moot. Under this
lawsuit filed, Ms. McKeithan thoughtfully withdrew as counsel.
Later on, Ms. White Lransferred that -- her interest in that
three-acre parcel to her sister, Rosa, for ten dollars. So
she doesn't even cwn that property anymore as of July
(indiscernible). And without a duty, without -- with the
second property being moot as to whether it's going to be
transferred at all, and without any sort of an affidavit,
McKeithan is an attorney. You have to have an affidavit that
she did something wrong in order to sue her and have any kind
of (indiscernible) claim.

For those three reasons: Mootness, no legal duty under
the Rules of (indiscernible) conduct for Ms. White, and no
affidavit of an attorney that says she did anything wrong, the
claims against Ms. McKeithan ought to be dismissed. And
that's -- we laid that all out in our memorandum. But
(indiscernible) vyou're welcome to read over all the
memorandum.

Thank you.





MS. WHITE 19

THE COURT: Ms. White, do you want to respond to that?

MS. WHITE: Yes.

Well, Your Honor, is everything that I stated before is
{(indiscernible)at the same time.

THE COURT: (Indiscernible) .

MS. WHITE: This is all coincide together. However, I’'m
going to have this corrected. I did not own a vessel. I1've
tried to tell them that since 2018. I was just a delivery
person that someone asked me -- my family -- we were taught to
help each other out when they're in the crisis by need. I was
called -- which I stated before, by my sister Rosa. She was
sending Craig $20,0000 to help him get the vessel. However,
Craig didn't have any record for the bank account or anything.
So she calls me and she asked me, would I take this money
because the person he bought from wanted cash, $18,000 in
cash. Rosa felt that she could not trust Craig to handle that
type of money, but she didn't have no means of getting this
money to this person in cash.

See I took -- I went -- someone drove us Lo wherever the
boat was. And I paid this person -- went to the bank when I
got in Brunswick, Georgia, got the $18,000. They wanted it
cash. What happens? This person took the money. This is
Craig. He's a grown man. I'm just getting the money. And he
was walking away. And I called him back, and I said, "Mister,

you can't just take -- I cna't just give you $18,000 in cash
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MS. WHITE 20

and you walking away and I have nothing to show for it.™"

And he turned around, he went somewheres, and he came
back. I wasn't even thinking about nothing about no Bill of
Sale. I just wanted something showing that I delivered his
$18,000 in cash. He wrote something and he told me to sign
it. I did. Craig signed and I signed. I do not own the
vessel. What happened between Craig and Barbara Hudson --
because Craig is deceased now. I can't speak for him. He
can't talk to me. But I can recall some of the things he told
me. He was authorized to put the boat down before the storm
came. A vicious storm came.

I was in Atlanta, Georgia. I never seen the boat or
nothing. 1 don't know what was going on. He told me once I
got something out of him, I didn't even know what it was all
about. He said that he had a verbal contract with Barbara
Hudson and her daughter, Tonya Hudson, to put the boat there.
From that, Barbara Hudson would receive the best of their
crop. And he asked her, what is that? She said, the shrimp,
the large shrimp that we catch. Barbara Hudson had a gripe
against that (indiscernible). I don't what price it was.

Because Craig was a grown man. [ wasn't in his care. 1
wasn't in his business. I don't know anything. When I saw,
(indiscernible). When I did, T called my sister in
(indiscernible). I said, whatever is going on, you and Craig

have to handle it. I cannot do it. I don't know what's going
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MS. WHITE 21

on. I ended up in Hilton Head Hospital because I was all
confused. I don't know what's going on. Now, all of this is
coming back. I can't speak for Craig. I throw away all his
notes and everything else.

So what I'm trying to put =-- I have what I recall once I
went back into what was going on. And this is the latest we
have with Ethan. What happened -- the property was sold some
time in January -- before that. They keep calling me, telling
me Lhat my sister Edith (phonetic) signed for a property to be
sold. Okay. I -- she said to me, I'm sending it -- because
she was always —-- and don't call me, don't ask any question.

I will send you your money.

I kept getting calls from salesman. And she kept saying
to me. We -- they're going to sell the property. And in
order for property to be sold and for everybody to get their
money, you have to sell -- you have to sign. And I said,
well, can -- you put my portion of money in an escrow until T
can clear what is going on with me. They told me there was no
such thing as an escrow. I even spoke to John Bowen. 1 asked
him -- I said, well, in order to satisfy my family, I went --
and T will sign. But can you put my portion, which is
$15,665.73 in escrow. They told me, "No, there is no such
thing." Now, I'm totally confused. I don't know what to do.
They say that I was —-- I didn't understand what was going on.

They were absolutely right. I was like in a fog.
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MS. WHITE 22

I was driven down there by a person who -- Edith knows
somebody. I didn't even where I was going. I was placed into
a room. The attorney was over here. The person that drove us
was there. I was in the middle. I don't know what's going
on, because right now I’m thinking, I don't know what they're
going to do with me and for me. If I knew what was going on,
I would have brought somebody there to be my witness. I
was -- like, you have to sign it in order for the sale to go,
in order for your family to receive their money, you have to
sign. And I had signed. But that's what I did, under
pressure, not on my own behavior and my own behalf, because
that's not me. I'm not that person who just signs something
like that.

Then another sale came through, 3.2 acres of the land.
And we got -- I got -- something was sent down to -- from John
Bowen again, stating that -- sent me something saying that,
you gobt partial payment. That's what he said. We took the
$15,665.73, a partial payment of what you owed. I said, well,
that can't -- I said, I don't owe anything, but you can have
that if -- then he said, no. As long as you have property in
your name and if you sell anything, you have to pay this debt
off, which is right now probably, must be half-a-million
dollars by now, because everything incur a financial thing.

So the whole key is -- and Barbara Hudson, of all the

people in my family and all the people on Hilton Head, she
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COURT TAKES UNDER ADVISEMENT 25

wanted this property that I had and attaching me because of a
vessel that I knew nothing about -- just delivering money --
how it was operating, all that. I am deathly afraid of all of
that work. I don't know even know what was happened. And --

THE COURT: Ms. White, what I'm going to do is this. I'm
going to go back and I’m going to look through the lawsuit,
the 2018 lawsuit. Let me go through it. I think there are
some procedural challenges that you have as far as this
current lawsuit is concerned. But let me go back and look at
everything. Let me consider everything. And then I will
probably ask someone -- potentially for a (indiscernible)
order; I may order the (indiscernible) myself.

But I certainly have heard you and I certainly do
(indiscernible). So I appreciate it.

MS. WHITE: Thank you, Your Honor, and I appreciate it.

THE COURT: You also have three motions that you filed,
and they were to strike the Moticon to Dismiss, Motion for
Equity for Writ Demand Aid, and also I ncte in this Schedule
to (indiscernible) Damages Hearing and to order a return of
the money.

Those will be proper in front of me depending on what I
do with these two motions. So right now, we're just going to
mark them as resolved. And then, you should get something
from the clerk, too. Okay?

MS. WHITE: Thank you, Your Honor.
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CLOSING ARGUMENT BY MS. WHITE 24

THE COURT: I appreciate it. That you, ma'am.

MS. WHITE: If you'll allow me, I have a closing
statement, something I wrote. Can I show you?

THE COURT: Certainly. If you want to. <Certainly.

MS. WHITE: Your Honor, this case is not about
complication law. It is about accountability. It's about
whether attorneys and corporations can misuse the court system
to take money and property from an elderly woman without any
lawful lien or ownership proof.

The record shows that Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation
was not legally active when they claimed these losses, that
they lied about losing an entire year of revenue, and they
collected damage they'd never paid out. Then, they and their
attorneys used the judgment to interfere with my family's
civil procedure, something they had no legal right to do.

I have not come to this Court empty-handed. I have
documents, time lines, and testimony that support everything I
have said. The tax (indiscernible), Motion to Dismiss, and
justice requires that I be given a chance to present them
fully. At my age, I am not fighting for more than money; I am
fighting for the dignity, for the truth, and for every wrong
people have done who has never been -- who has been taken
advantage of by people who thought they could get away with it
and justice for all.

I respectfully ask this Court to deny the Motion to





{indiscernible)

CLOSING ARGUMENT BY MS. WHITE

and orderly instated in the amount of

$15,665.73, plus damage. However, in the attorney fee,

this case to proceed so this truth can fully be heard.

Thank you,

THE COURT:

Your Honor.

Thank you, Ms. White.

(At 4:44:32 p.m., the hearing concluded.)

END OF TRANSCRIPT.
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CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION

BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISSOLUTION

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP.

171 SQUIRE POPE RD
HILTON HEAD ISLAND . SC 29926-1747
Date of Dissolution:

MAY 23, 2015
21143038

na Code of Laws §33-14-200 provides that the South Carolina Secretary of State's Office shall

' South Caroli
corporation for the following reasons.

administratively dissolve a

I
(1) The corporation does not pay any franchise laxes, taxes payable under Chapter 7, of Tite
' 12, or penaliies imposed by the law,

; (2) The corporation does not deliver its annual raport to the Department of R
ts due;

| (3) The corporation is withoul a register
| (4) The corporation does not notify the S

registered office has been changed, that its registered
| ragistered office has been discontinued; or

ation's period of duralion stated in its articles of incorporatton axpires

evenue when it

ed agent or registered office in this state,

ecretary of State that its registered agent or
agent has resigned, o that its

(5) The corpor

the South Carolina Department of Revenue, it appears that

Based on the records provided by
tion has failed to meet the requirements of

after proper statutory notice, the above named corpora
(1) and/or (2) as set forth above.

of South Carolina Code of Laws §33-14-200, the above

Now therefore, under the authority
y dissolved as of the date of this Certificate of

named corporation is administrativel

|
Dissolution.
Mark Hammond
South Carolina Secretary of Slate
' Inquiries concering this administrative dissolution should be directed to the South Carolina
Department of Revenue, Corporate Section, Columbla, SC 20214-8100 or (803) 896-1730.
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Saralyn O'Leary T —————————

S e - T WO S

John Bowen <john@Iaughlinandbowen.com>

From:
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2024 251 PM
To: Saralyn O'Leary; Joseph DuBois
Cc: Susan Vogel
Subject: RE: Hudson v White
Importance: High
Saralyn:

Thanks very much for your e-mail.

sterms” with which she can agree, and the property cannot be sold

il be only partially satisfied from the proceeds of sale of this property,
continue to draw compound interest until the full balance is paid
td will not be released from the judgment absent confirmation of
nt of the net proceeds due to our office.

Ms. White is confused. There are no
untess/until we are paid. The judgment wi
and the remaining batance of the judgment will
or the judgment expires. The property being so
the amount of net proceeds due Ms. White and payme

November 12, 2024, my client has agreed to allow me to release the

d to file a partial satisfaction of judgment in return for payment of 100% of
any case required 1o do by law if a partial payment is
court. If you will please send us a copy of the

t showing the details of the transaction and the amount of net proceeds to which
e happy to send you a letter confirming that we will release the property and file

As | told Joe previously inmy e-mail of
iucgmentlien only asto this property-an
the proceeds due to Ms, White. This is something that 1 amin
made, and the partial satisfaction is atso filed of record with the
completed settlement statemen
Ms. White will be entitled, | willb
partial satisfaction upon our receipt of the payment.

e, | believe that there were 13 children some of

As | also told Joe, and while | do not know who the other 9 heirs ar
ial judgment against any interestin

whorm have now passed away. Please be advised that there is a very substant
the Estate that Craig White may have had as well.

Thanks again,

JRCBV

John R.C. Bowen

Laughlin & Bowen, P.C.

P.O. Drawer 21119

Hiltan Head lsland, SC 29925

Office: (843) 689-5700

FAX: (843)689-9300

Cell:  (843)384-3561

E-Mail: john@laughlingndhowen.com
NOTICE:

The information contained in this comm

unication is confidential, may be attorney-client privileged, may constitute
inside information, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. It Is the property of Laughlin & Bowen, P.C.
Unauthorized use, disclosure, or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly prohibited. If you have

received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately either by return e-mail or by telephone at

843-689-5700, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CASE NO. 2018-CP-07-00792

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP
PlaintifT,

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL
(THIS ENDS THE CASE)

\'S.

MARK HENRY MINEAU

Detendant.

The within action having been settled by the parties, plaintiff hereby voluntarily dismisses

the claims in the within action with prejudice pursuant 10 SCRCP Rule Ala)1).

LAUGHLIN & BOWEN. P.C.

By: s John R.C. Bowen
John R.C. Bowen, SC Bar # 79)
P.O. Drawer 21119
Hilton Head Island. §C 29925
Tel. (843) 689-5700
Fax. (843) 689-9300
lohnva laughlinandbowen.com

December 19, 2018
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