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

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP.,
Plaintiff,
..VS_

MARTIN GOVAN,
Defendant,

MARTIN GOVAN,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
and )
)
Third Party Plaintiff, )

)
-Vs- )
)
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE )
)

)

Defendant(s), Pro Se.

CASE NO: 2018-CP-00804

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF

TIME TO ANSWER AND
THIRD PARTYCOMPLAINT

Defendant(s), Geraldine White, pro se, respectfully request(s) an order granting

defendant(s), pro se, an additional 30 days in which to move, plead or otherwise respond to the

Plaintiff’s Complaint/ Amended Answer and Third Party Complaint. I (we) am (are) looking for

an attorney who can assist in this case. I was being represented by Counsel; however, Counsel

decided to stop representing me, Geraldine White, in the midstream of this case.

October 23, 2019

Lamonte Dr. #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
Telephone: 843-681-3947





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA OF BEAUFORT COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 14" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

MARTIN GOVAN.

[HIRD PARTY PLAINTIFF,

ANSWLER TO THIRD PARTY
COMPLAINT

VS. Case No:2018-CP-07-00804

GERALDINE WHITE and CRAIG WHITE

— e e N e N e e e

THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT (s)

COMES NOW the third party Defendant. Geraldine White, (hereinafier. “White™).
reserving all rights to amend the Answer in accordance with South Carolina Rules of the Court.
responding/answering Complaint of the third party Plaintiff(s) herein, Martin Govan and would

respectfully show the following unto this Honorable Court:

PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. Third Party Plaintiff, Martin Govan. is a citizen and resident of Beaufort County.
South Carolina.

2. Third Party Detendant Geraldine White is a citizen and resident of Beaufort County,
South Carolina.

3. Third Party Detendant Geraldine White was a co-owner (in name only) of a vessel
named “Papa’s Grace™ that was allegedly parked/tied up at the dock of Benny Hudson’s Secafood
Corp. with permission’ at the time of the Hurricane Mathew In October 2016.

4. The acuon complained of in the Third-Party Complaint allegedly occurred within

Beautort County i October 2016.

! See Exhibit #1 and #2 Affidavits
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5. Jurisdiction and venue are proper for the foregoing reasons.
6.  All answers and factual recitations contained herein above and below shall be
restated and incorporated as to cach defense. counterclaim, cause of action, ratsed herein,

FOR A FIRST DEFENSE

7. Third Party Defendant admits only so much of the allegations contain within the
Plaintiftf"s Third-Party Complaint as could be construed to allege that at all times relevant. this
Defendant Geraldine White was co-owner (in name only) with Craig White of the subject boat.
named Papa’s Grace. and that this boat was legally docked at Benny Hudson Seafood Corp. with
express knowledge. permission and consent of Benny Hudson Scatood Corp representative,
Tonya Hudson. to Defendant’s belief and knowledge (See Exhibit #1 Craig White Affidavit and
See Exhibit #2 Rudy Simmons Atlidavit). There was no written lease agreement nor any written
contract entered into between these parties, and that in October 2016, this boat suffered disabling
damage as the result of an act of God with the passage of Hurricane Matthew, and that as a result
of Hurricane Matthew this boat sunken in the absence of insurance coverage or public assistance
providing for removal. and that this Defendant White has been unable to retrieve or remove the
boat since the time despite all attempts to do so.

FOR A SECOND DEFENSE

8. This Third-Party Defendant White would show that the Third-Party Plaintiff claim
could not be feasible in the absence of joining into a singular civil action all other boats. vessels,
and their owner that were sunken at or near this property due to the Hurricane Matthew and/or
other acts of God. Therefore Defendant White would show that the Third-Party Plaintift has
tailed to join necessary and indispensable parties in this action, and therefore. pursuant to Rule

19 SCRCP, and all other applicable law. this Defendant White requests that Plaintift™s Third-

A
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Party Complaint be dismissed against her. and/or that this action be joined with the other similar
civil actions already filed.
FOR A THIRD DEFENSE
9. This Defendant White pleads Act of God as a complete defense and bar to Third-
Party Plaintfl™s action against her.
FOR A FOURTH DEFENSE
10. This Detendant White pleads the statute of frauds as a complete defense and bar to
Third-Party Plainuff™s action against her.
FOR A FIFTH DEFENSE
1. This Defendant White pleads assumption of risk as a complete defense and bar to
Plaintif™s action against her.
FOR A SIXTH DEFENSE
12. This Defendant White pleads the doctrine of abandonment as a complete defense and
bar to Third-Party Plaintift™s action against her.
FOR A SEVENTH DEFENSE
13. This Defendant White pleads the doctrine of unclean hands as a complete defense and
bar to Third-Party Plaintif”s action against her.
FOR AN EIGHTH DEFENSE
I4. This Defendant White pleads the doctrine of failure to mitigate damages as a
complete defense and bar to Third-Party Plaintiff"s action against her.
FOR A NINTH DEFENSE

15, This Detendant White would show that to the extent that Third-Party Plaintift

0800.0d08102#3SVO - SY31d NOWWOD - LH04NVY3g - INd 8%°L 62 10 6102 - 37114 ATTVOINOYHLO3 13





Complaint raises the application of Federal: Law pursuant to Title 33 409 U.S.C.A. (the Wreek
Removal Act), without admitting any violation of Federal Law, this Third-Party Defendant
White would show that this Court lack subject matter jurisdiction over this action. as the entire
action is preempted based upon the application of Federal Law. In addition. the Federal Law
known as the Wreck Removal Act is a matter of law enforcement or executive branch action
rather than judicial branch action. and under the express terms of this stature there is no private
civil cause of action created thereunder. Theretore. this Defendant White pleads preemption as a
complete defense and bar to Third-Party PlaintilT™s action against her.
FOR A TENTH DEFENSE

16. This Defendant White would show that Third-Party Plaintiff”s Complaint fails to state
tacts enough to constitute a cause of action against this Third-Party Defendant. and therefore,
this Defendant White prays the Third-Party Plaintiff”s Complaint be dismissed pursuant to Rule
12(b)(6) SCRCP. and all other applicable laws.

FOR AN ELEVENTH DEFENSE

17. This Detendant White would show that upon information and belief. this action
touches upon and concerns sunken vessels due to acts of God within the navigable waters of the
United States of America. and therefore, Defendant White respectfully submits that this Court
lacks subject matter jurisdiction in this action.

FOR A TWELFTH DEFENSE

I8. This Detendant White would show that this action is governed by Federal Law.,
and or Maritime Jurisdiction. and or matters exclusive under the control of the Executive Branch
(or law enforcement agencies). and therefore, this Defendant White prays that this Third-Party

Complaint be dismissed pursuant to Rule 12(b)(1). SCRCP. and all other applicable law.

Y
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FOR A THIRTEENTH DEFENSE

19. This Defendant White would show that any damages or injuries claimed by Third-

Party Plainut?’ i this action. all of which are expressly denied. were due to and caused solely by

the negligence or gross negligence of third party plaintift or entities over whom this Detendant
White exercised no authority or control. and therefore. this Defendant White pleads lack of
privity and lack of proximate cause as a complete defense and bar to Third-Party Plaintiff’s
Complaint against her.
FOR A FOURTEENTH DEFENSE

20. This Detendant White would show that if any injuries or damages were suffered by
Phird-Party Plaintiff in this action. all of which are expressly denied. then such injuries or
damages were due to and caused solely by or in part by the Third-Party Plaintift™s own
negligence or gross negligence, and therefore. this Detendant White pleads the doctrines of
contributory negligence and or comparative negligence either as a set off or a complete defense

and bar to Third-Party Plamtitt™s Complaint against her.

ADDITIONAL ANSWER TO THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT
21. Third-Party Detendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintiff™s Complaint 27 that
Defendant’s commercial fishing vessel was berthed at Benny Hudson Seatood Corp's, dock
without permission, consent or authorization from Benny Hudson Scafood Corp. Plaintiff (See
L-xhibit #1)
a. Detendant White was told by co-detendant Craig White and Rudy Simmons
that Tonya Hudson. gave them permission to tie up the boat to the Plamtiff’s

dock.

ol
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22. Third-Party Delendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintift”s Complaint 28 that
Third Party Defendants, or their agents or employees, at a time prior to Hurricane Matthew,
docked and tied Papa’s Grace on the starboard side of the Josie N. 11 without Third Party
Plainutt’s permission. consent. or authorization and demand strict proot thereot.

25, Third-Party Defendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintift™s Complaint 29 that
During the course of Hurricane Matthew, Third Party Defendants commercial fishing vessel,
Papa’s Grace. sunk at Plaintift™s dock. which in turn caused Third Party Plaintitt™s vessel to sink
at Plaintif”s dock and demand strict proof.

24. Third-Party Detfendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintift™s Complaint 30 that
Due to the positioning of the vessels, Third Party Defendants™ vessel, Papa’s Grace, sunk in front
of and next to Third Party Plaitiff™s vessel and demand strict proof thereof.

25, Third-Party Defendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintit™s Complaint 31 that
Due to the positioning of the vessels, salvage of Third-Party Plaintift™s vessel cannot be
accomplished without first salvaging Third Party Defendants’ vessel. Papa’s Grace and demand
strict proof thereot.

26. Third-Party Defendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintitt™s Complaint 32 that
Ihird Party Defendants have tailed and refused to salvage Papa’s Grace to date despite repeated
requests and ctlorts to do same and demand strict proof thereof.

a) Third-Party Defendant made many attempts to send people to investigate.
analyze. and to take pictures of alleged boat debris: however, Plaintift agents
and’or employee denied them access. stating that it was private property. The
were denited aceess to that arca cach time.

27. Third-Party Defendant deny allegations of Third-Party Plaintift”s Complaint 33 that

i3
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Third Party Plaintiff’s vessel. Josie N. I would not have sunk if Third Party Defendants and/or

their agents or employees did not tie up and moor Third Party Detendants s essel, Papa’s Grace,
to Third Party Plaintiff’s vessel during Hurricane Matthew and demand strict proof thercof.

28. Third-Party Detendant states that co-defendant’s affidavit states that Third-Party
Detendant's vessel was secured properly. tied correctly and with the permission of Tonya
[Hudson. Necessary precautions were taken to prepare Papa’s Grace for Hurricane Matthew and
had Papa’s Grace berthed at the Plaintitt™s dock in a seaworthy manner.

FOR A FIFTHTEENTH DEFENSE

29, Third-Party Defendant restates the fore going paragraphs as il fully set forth herein
Verbatim.

30. Third-Party Plaintift had a duty to find a safe harbor. to properly maintain and take
reasonable precautions to prepare his commercial vessels for extreme weather, to not tie or moor
their commercial fishing vessel to and/or near Third Party Defendant’s vessel. and to take
reasonable precautions to not allow their commercial fishing vessel 1o cause damage to Third
Party Defendant’s vessel. and to take reasonable efforts to salvage and remove his sunken vessel
from its current location after the passage of Hurricane Matthew.

31. Third-Party Plaintiff had enough advance warning and knowledge of Hurricane
Matthew to position his commercial vessel in a seaworthy manner. to guard against damages
posed by Hurricane Matthew prior to its arrival. to untie and not moor his vessel 1o and/or near
Lhird Party Defendant’s vessel and to take other proper actions to guard against causing damage
to Third-Party Defendant’s vessel and Plaintf's property.

32. Third Party Plaintift™s breached the duties of care he owed to Third Party Defendant

3o
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and others by his careless. negligent, grossly negligent. reckless. willtul, and wanton conduct in

one or more of the following particulars:

a. FFailing to remove his commercial vessel to a sale harbor prior to Hurricane
Matthew:
b FFailing to properly maintain or prepare his commercial vessel for extreme weather

to prevent their vessel from damaging other vessels:
C. Failing to free his vessel from other vessels to prevent his vessel from damaging
other vessels:

d. IFailing to properly secure his vessel:

(¢

IFailing to properly position his vessel to prevent his vessel from damaging other
vessels:
f. IFailing to take such other reasonable precautions as would normally be taken by a

prudent person under the given circumstances:

¢ IFailing to remove his sunken vessel:
h. Violating the statutes and common law of the State of South Carolina and the

United States: and.
ks Such other and turther acts of negligent. reckless. and wanton conduct to be

demonstrated by the evidence at trial.

S}
(V5]

As a direct and proximate result of the careless., negligent. grossly negligent,
reckless, willtul, and wanton acts and omissions of Third Party Plaintiff herein, Third Party
Detendant has sulfered damages. including but not limited 10, property damage. loss of earning

capacity due to the sinking of his vessel, fear and anxiety, mental anguish. loss of income.

inconvenience. loss of enjoyment ol life. attorney s fees and costs incurred in defending

¢t
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Plaintiff’s action. and such other ittems of harm to be demonstrated by the evidence presented at

trial.

34 Further. any damages suttered or caused to be suffered by Plaintift Hudson in this

action were due to and caused primarily or solely by Third Party Plaintuff based upon the
careless. negligent. reckless. willtul. and wanton acts previously outlined herein. and therefore,
should any finding of culpability or financial impact result to Detendant White, which is

expressly denied. then Third Party Defendant White shall be entitled to contribution and’/or

indemnity from Third Party Plaintift Govan.

(95
N

Third Party Plaintift is not entitled to judgment against the Third-Party
Defendants for actual damages. for punitive damages. for the costs of this action, for
prejudgment interest on all special damages. for post judgment interest. and for such other.
Chird-Party Plaiuft was negligent. and this case should be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.
lack of merit. lack of evidence to substantiate his claim against Third-Party Defendant White.

36. Third-Party Plaintft failed to mitigate his damages. Getting the boat debris should

have been completed at cost and the Third-Party Defendant could have been sued for the cost of

debris removal.

37. Third-Party Plaintuf? failed to provide the Third-Party Defendant or this Court any
factual evidence that any of the debris from Papa’s Grace is located as alleged and caused any
damage 1o his vessel.

38. Third Party Defendant White denies any allegations set forth in Third-Party
Plaintift™s Complaint and demands strict proof thereot.

WHEREFORE. having raised his Amended Answer and Third-Party Complaint herein,

this Third-Party Defendant. Geraldine White, prays that Plaintift™s Complaint be dismissed for
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lack of jurisdiction. Lack of merit. lack of evidence and lack of failure to mitigate his damages.
Third-Party Defendant pray s that this Court would award costs and expenses incurred in
responding to same. lor judgment against Third-Party Defendants for actual damages. for
punitive damages and the cost of defending this action. and for further reliet as this Court deems

Just and appropriate.

Rc,xié;lf Iy Submitted /

|/ C‘i" 2. _Cﬂ (\]u

2 P

—~
=
7

Dated October 29. 2019 By /7 I/ ,
Geraldfhe White

141 Lamonte Drive# A3
Hilton Head Island. SC 29926
1el:843-681-3947

Gerriwhite 144« gmail.com

10
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-07-00804
) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-07-00793
)
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP, et al,)
Plaintiffs, )
)
V. ) COUNTERCLAIM OF
) THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT
) GERALDINE WHITE
)
MARTIN GOVAN )
Third-Party Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
)
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,)
Third-Party Defendants.)

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JAMES ] WEGMANN,MASTER-IN-EQUITY

COUNTERCLAIM OF DEFENDANT/T HIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT
GERALDINE WHITE

Defendant and Third-Party Defendant, Geraldine White (“Counterclaimant”), appearing sui juris,
respectfully submits this Counterclaim against the following parties:

Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation (“BHSC”), Barbara Hudson (in her individual and official
capacity), Martin Govan, Patrick “Pat” Carr, and Carr Legal Group, LLC (collectively

“Counterclaim Defendants™).

L. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter and parties pursuant to the laws of the State
of South Carolina.

2. Venue is proper in Beaufort County, South Carolina, because the events giving rise to this
Counterclaim occurred within this jurisdiction.

q0
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I1. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

3. In April of 2018, Benny Hudson Seatood Corporation, through its president Barbara Hudson.
filed a lawsuit against Geraldine White, Craig White', and others®, even though BHSC had been
administratively dissolved in 2015% and was not reinstated until March 29, 2017.

4. Under S.C. Code § 33-44-1208, a dissolved corporation lacks capacity to bring a new lawsuit,
rendering the original filing invalid.

5. BHSC and Barbara Hudson made false and exaggerated claims®, including alleging a full year
of revenue loss from Hurricane Matthew in 2016, which occurred in October, and falsely claiming
$30.000 in wreck removal expenses that were never incurred.

6. BHSC and Barbara Hudson also falsely alleged that Geraldine White owned the vessel
involved, when ownership actually belonged to Craig White. The only document presented, a bill
of sale, does not establish ownership under South Carolina law, which requires registration with
the Department of Natural Resources.

7. Geraldine White, Craig White, Martin Govan, and Deborah Govan jointly visited the law office
of Patrick “Pat” Carr of Carr Legal Group, LLC seeking legal advice and representation regarding
the pending lawsuit.

8. Shortly after that meeting, Carr’s office contacted Geraldine White and told her she did not
need to appear for the hearing scheduled on August 21, 2018.

9. Relying on that advice in good faith, Geraldine White did not attend the hearing, and a default
judgment was entered against her.

10. On October 17, 2018. Patrick Carr sent a letter to Geraldine White (attached as Exhibit
25-25A) admitting that he had mistakenly assumed that Geraldine White, Martin Govan, and
Craig White were part of one case, and that he could not represent her due to that error.

I1. In that same letter, Carv instructed Geraldine White to find another attorney immediately to
file a motion to set aside the default judgment.

' See Exhibits 12-12D Case No 2018CP0700793

* See Exhibits 9-9M Case No 2018CP0700792 and 32-32d Case No 2018CP0700804

* See Exhbibits 1-4a SC Secretary of State May 23 2015 dissloved - March 29, 2017 application reinstated
* See Exhibits 24-24 g Order of Judgement dated August 22, 2018

2
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12. Despite acknowledging his mistake, Patrick Carr and Carr Le
Martin Govan’ in the same matter, creating a clear conflict of interest and breach of professional
duties.
13. Subsequently, Carr assisted or allowed Martin Govan to sue Geraldine White, resulting in her
being named as a Third-Party Defendant® in this case.
14. As a direct result of these actions, Geraldine White suffered a wrongful

default judgment, the
loss of $15.665.737, emotional distress, reputational harm. and

ongoing litigation expenses.

I5. Additionally, the affidavit of witness Charles Abner® confirmed tt
question was caused by another vessel that struck Govan'’s boat, not
Craig White.

1at the sinking of the boats in
by any action of Geraldine or

ITI. CAUSES OF ACTION

COUNT I - FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION

16. Counterclaimant incorporates all prior paragraphs as if fully stated herein.
17. BHSC, Barbara Hudson, and Martin Govan knowingly made false representations of material
facts, including false loss claims, fabricated expenses, and false statements ot‘ownership"‘,
intending to deceive the Court and injure Geraldine White.

I8. These misrepresentations caused the wrongful judgment and direct financial

loss of
$15,665.73.

COUNT I — CONVERSION
19. Counterclaimant reasserts all previous paragraphs.

20. The Counterclaim Defendants wrongfully took and retained $15,665.73'

belonging to
Geraldine White, without lawful Justification, thereby committing conversion

> See Exhibits 79-79b Consent Order to Substitute Counsel add Patrick Carr as Govan's Attorney dated October 8,
2018

¢ See Exhibits 80-80L- Third Party complaint and summons Aug 22 2019 81-81 I is Answer to third party
complaint

7 See Exhibits 73, 76-76b money wired to John R C Bowen
% See Exhibits 34-34a Charles Abner Affidavit

* See Exhibit 24-24g John R C Bowen mischaracterized Geraldine White as Owner
1% See Exhibits 73, 76-76b wired/diverted funds to John R C Bowen

3
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COUNT III - CIVIL CONSPIRACY
21. Counterclaimant re-alleges all prior paragraphs.

22. BHSC, Barbara Hudson, and Martin Govan acted jointly and in concert to file and pursue a
fraudulent lawsuit to deprive Geraldine White of property and money.

23. Their acts were deliberate, malicious, and intended to cause harm.

COUNT 1V - NEGLIGENCE, BREACH OF DUTY, AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST
(Patrick “Pat” Carr / Carr Legal Group)

24. Counterclaimant reasserts all prior allegations.

25. Patrick “Pat” Carr and Carr Legal Group owed Geraldine White a duty of care and
professionalism once they accepted her as a client and provided legal advice.

26. Carr breached this duty by advising Geraldine White not to attend her August 21, 2018
hearing, directly resulting in a default judgment against her.

27. Carr admitted this mistake in a letter dated October 17, 2018 (Exhibit 25-25a).

28. Despite this admission, Carr and Carr Legal Group continued to represent Martin Govan,
creating a conflict of interest under Rules 1.7 and 1.9 of the South Carolina Rules of Professional
Conduct.

29. Carr’s continued representation of an adverse party and participation in subsequent claims
against Geraldine White constitutes negligence, breach of fiduciary duty, and bad faith.

COUNT V - ABUSE OF PROCESS AND MALICIOUS PROSECUTION

30. Counterclaimant incorporates prior paragraphs.

31. The Counterclaim Defendants misused the judicial process by filing false claims,
misrepresenting ownership, and pursuing actions lacking factual and legal foundation.

32. Such conduct constitutes abuse of process and malicious prosecution.
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COUNT VI - VIOLATION OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES
ACT (UTPA)

33. Counterclaimant reasserts all allegations above.

34. The acts of BHSC, Barbara Hudson, and Martin Govan constitute unfair and deceptive acts in
trade or commerce under S.C. Code § 39-5-20.

35. Their conduct was willful, malicious, and intended to cause harm.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE. Counterclaimant Geraldine White respecttully requests that this Honorable
Court:

A. Declare the prior judgment void and set aside the default entered on August 21, 2018;

B. Enter judgment against the Counterclaim Defendants jointly and severally for the return of
$15,665.73, plus interest;

C. Award treble (triple) damages for willful fraud and violation of the South Carolina Unfair
Trade Practices Act;

D. Award compensatory and punitive damages for emotional distress, reputational harm. and
financial loss;

E. Award reasonable costs and fees: and

F. Grant such other relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Respecttully submitted, /

e i . L L. L ki 5 (4 November 7, 2025
Geraldine White

Third-Party Detendant and Counterclaimant, Sui Juris

Address: 141 Lamotte Drive, Apartment A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

Email: Whitegeraldine9 l(@gmail.com

Phone: 843-681-3947
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP.,

PLAINTIFF,

V.

MARTIN GOVAN,
DEFENDANT,
and
MARTIN GOVAN,
THIRD PARTY PLAINTIFF,
V.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE
WHITE,

THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS.

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvVvvvvvvvvvvv

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

C/A NO.: 2018-CP-07-00804

MOTION TO TRANSFER CASE
TO BEAUFORT COUNTY MASTER
IN EQUITY

Now comes the Defendant / Third Party Plaintiff, Martin Govan, by and through his

undersigned counsel, seeking an Order from this Court transferring this action to the

Beaufort County Master in Equity for further proceedings and conclusion of this case. In

support of this Motion, Defendant Govan would show that the underlying claims brought

in this matter involving Plaintiff Benny Hudson against Defendant Govan have been fully

resolved by way of a voluntary settlement agreement, and the only issue remaining in the

case involves Defendant Govan’s claims for reimbursement of expenses incurred from

Third Party Defendants Craig White and Geraldine White based upon their culpability in

this matter.

Prior to filing this Motion, counsel for Defendant Govan has attempted in good faith

U\
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to consult with all interested counsel in order to seek consent to the relief sought herein.
It is understood that attorney Bill Bowen, acting on behalf of Plaintiff Benny Hudson,
consents to this request for transfer to the Beaufort County Master in Equity or takes no
position on the matter given that Plaintiff's claims are fully paid and settled by way of a
release agreement. In addition, counsel for Govan has attempted numerous times to
communicate with attorney Charles Houston who previously appeared in this action as
counsel for Third Party Defendants Craig White and Geraldine White. However, it has
become impossible to garner responsive communication from attorney Houston and/or
the Third Party Defendants White, and it is unclear whether attorney Charles Houston is

still actively practicing law or acting as counsel in this matter.

Respectfully submitted:

/s/ Patrick W. Carr

Patrick W. Carr

SC Bar No. 15585; Fed. I.D. No. 07190
CARR LEGAL GROUP, LLC

1917 Lovejoy Street

Beaufort, South Carolina 29902
Telephone: (843) 738-2277

Dated: May 29, 2025 Facsimile: (877) 327-2097
E-mail: patrick@carrlegal.com
Beaufort, South Carolina Attorneys for Defendant Govan

A
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
)
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP,, ) C/A No.:2018-CP-07-00804
Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
)
MARTIN GOVAN,, )  DEFENDANT [SIC] GERALDINE WHITE’S
) OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION
) TO TRANSFER TO MASTER-IN-EQUITY
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CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,)

Third Party Defendants [SIC})
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DEFENDANT [SIC] GERALDINE WHITE’S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S
MOTION TO TRANSFER TO MASTER-IN-EQUITY

Third Party Defendant Geraldine White (“Defendant” [SIC]), by and through her sui juris
appearance, respectfully submits this Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Transfer this
matter to the Master-in-Equity and states as follows:

1. No Consent to Transfer - Plaintiff seeks to transfer this case to the Master-in-Equity
pursuant to Rule 53, SCRCP. However, Defendant [SIC] does not consent to such
transfer. Under South Carolina law, reference to the Master-in-Equity generally requires
the consent of all parties, unless the action is one that falls exclusively within equity
jurisdiction (e.g., mortgage foreclosures, partitions, accountings, trust administration).
See S.C. Code Ann. § 14-11-10 et seq.; Rule 53(b), SCRCP.

2. Right to Jury Trial -This action involves legal claims and factual disputes for which
Defendant [SIC] is entitled to a jury trial. Pursuant to Rule 38(a), SCRCP and Article 1, §
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14 of the South Carolina Constitution, the right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate.
Referral to the Master-in-Equity would improperly deprive Defendant [SIC} of her
constitutional right to a jury trial. Defendant [SIC] Demands a jury trial.

3. Nature of Claims Do Not Warrant Equity Jurisdiction -The claims alleged by Plaintiff
are not exclusively equitable in nature. Plaintiff seeks relief that includes damages and
legal determinations properly within the jurisdiction of the Court of Common Pleas.
Accordingly, the case does not fall within those limited categories where reference
without consent is permissible. See, €.g., Ex parte Johnson, 251 S.C. 205, 161 S.E.2d 819
(1968) (holding that reference may not be compelled where legal issues predominate).

4. Prejudice to Defendant-Transferring this case to the Master-in-Equity would prejudice
Defendant by depriving her of the procedural safeguards afforded in Common Pleas
Court, including her right to jury trial, full discovery procedures before a presiding circuit
judge, and appellate review originating from a proper record in the trial court of general
jurisdiction.

MOTION TO DISMISS

5. In addition, Geraldine White moves for dismissal of the Third-Party Complaint under
Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP.

6. The claims asserted against her are based on alleged ownership, possession, or control
of a boat that is the subject of the litigation.

7. At no time relevant to this matter did Geraldine White own, possess, lease, or exercise
dominion or control over the boat. She has never held title to the vessel or conducted
business regarding it.

8. Under South Carolina law, liability cannot attach to one with no ownership or
possessory interest in the property at issue. See Jones v. Daley, 363 S.C. 310, 609 S.E.2d
597 (Ct. App.2005).

9. Accordingly, the Third-Party Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted.






I11. RELIEF REQUESTED
WHEREFORE, Geraldine White respectfully requests that this Court:
a. Deny the Motion to Transfer to the Master-in-Equity;

b. Dismiss with prejudice all claims asserted against her in the Third-Party Complaint;
and

c. In the alternative, retain said case in the Court of Common Pleas

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

Respectfjilly submitted,

7

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

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

843-681-3947

whitegeraldine91 (@gmail.com
August 22, 2025






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORPORATION,

V.

MARTIN GOVAN, Defendant / Third-Party

V.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,
Third-Party Defendants.

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORPORATION,

V.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,
Third-Party Defendants.

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

CASE NOS.: 2018-CP-07-00804
2018-CP-07-00793

CONSOLIDATED MOTION FOR JUDICIAL INQUIRY, SANCTIONS, RESTITUTION,
RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT (RULE 60(b)), AND MOTION TO DISMISS

NOW COMES Third-Party Defendant Geraldine White, appearing pro se, and

respectfully moves this Honorable Court for consolidated relief as outlined below. This single

motion combines three related requests — for judicial inquiry and sanctions, for restitution and

return of funds, and for relief from judgment under Rule 60(b) — so as to avoid duplicative fees






and judicial burden.

L. INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

1.

On August 22,2018, 2 default judgment was entered against Geraldine White in the
amount of $201,723.27.

As of January 10, 2025, Plaintiff claims a total balance with interest of $318,423.32.

No judgment lien was ever recorded in Beaufort County against parcel TMS
R510-0005-0010-0000 (approximately 0.50 acres).

On January 10, 2025, at the closing of the sale of that parcel, the closing attorney Kori
Brett McKeithan wired $15,665.73' from Ms. White’s proceeds to Attorney John R.C.
Bowen, who claimed the funds on behalf of Plaintiff.

The transfer occurred without a recorded lien, court order, or authorization from Ms.
White free undue influence and duress.

Plaintiff’s claimed damages include a “52-week loss of revenue in 2016,” even though
Hurricane Matthew struck in October 20162 and could not have caused a full year of loss.
The same law firm family handled related litigation: Attorney John R.C. Bowen and his
brother William M. Bowen each represented Plaintiff in separate actions arising from the
same events.

II. MOTION FOR JUDICIAL INQUIRY AND SANCTIONS

8.

10.

1.

The Bowen brothers’ simultaneous representation of the same plaintiff in related cases
creates an appearance of collusion and violates Rules 1.7 and 8.4 of the South Carolina
Rules of Professional Conduct.

Moreover, the deposition of Tonya Hudson® was taken before Amanda Bowen,
Stenographic Reporter and Notary Public, at the law office of William M. Bowen, P.A.
Because Amanda Bowen shares the surname of both attorneys and conducted the
deposition in their office, this creates an appearance of impropriety and calls into
question the neutrality of the record.

Ms. White requests a judicial inquiry directing each Bowen to disclose any familial or
employment relationship with Amanda Bowen and for production of the original audio
and stenographic notes.

12. She further requests sanctions for any violation of ethical duties or misrepresentation to

the Court.

1 See Exhibit “B” HUD Settlement Statement Page 3

2 gge Exhibit “A” copy of Judgment dated August 22, 2018 page #3, footnote #3 “She testified that “her
dock has been unavailable as of this date for 52 weeks of 2016, 2017, and 2018 total $104,000
(Impossible Hurricane Matthew occurred mid October of 2016)

3 See Exhibit “C-C1 Deposition Tonya Hudson used in court June 30, 2021 and August 11, 2021

2






[I1. MOTION FOR RESTITUTION AND RETURN OF FUNDS

13. Under Rule 69 SCRCP and § 15-39-310 et seq. of the South Carolina Code, collection of
judgments must occur through lawful execution and levy.

14. Absent a recorded lien or court order, neither Plaintiff nor its counsel had authority to
intercept Ms. White’s closing proceeds.

15. The $15,665.73 transfer constitutes conversion and unjust enrichment.

a. On December 11, 2024, John R.C. Bowen sent an email to Saralyn O’Leary,
Joseph DuBois, closing attorney’s office falsely asserting that “my client has
agreed to allow me to release the judgment lien only as to this property and to file
a partial satisfaction of judgment™. In truck, no judgment lien existed on the
subject property. This false statement misled the closing attorney into wiring
$15,665.73 from Ms. White’s sale proceeds to Bowen’s office. Such conduct
constitutes fraud, deceit, and unlawful interference with property rights,
warranting restitution, sanctions, and referral to disciplinary authorities.

16. Ms. White moves for an order compelling Plaintiff and/or Kori Brett McKeithan to return
the funds with interest and to provide a complete accounting of all funds taken.

IV. MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT (RULE 60(b))

17. Relief is warranted under Rule 60(b)(3) and (4) because the 2018 judgment was obtained
through fraud and misrepresentation.

18. The claimed “52 weeks of lost revenue in 2016” is factually impossible® and illustrates
fabrication of damages.

19. The Bowen brothers’ dual representation and subsequent use of a reporter from their own
office compromised the integrity of the proceedings.

20. The judgment should therefore be vacated as void for fraud upon the court (Chewning v.
Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C. 72 (2003)).

V. MOTION TO DISMISS FURTHER ENFORCEMENT AND ANCILLARY ACTIONS

21.Third-Party Defendant moves to dismiss all post-judgment enforcement or collection
actions related to the August 22 2018 judgment for the following reasons:

a. Lack of Subject-Matter Jurisdiction. The Court lacked jurisdiction to permit
extra-judicial collection (wire diversion) without a recorded lien or writ.
b. Lack of Jurisdiction over Property. No lien was recorded against parcel

+ See Exhibit D, (email correspondence dated December 11, 2024 between John R. C. Bowen and

closing attomey's office.)
5 See Exhibit “E” Page 3 of Order signed by Judge Marvin H. Dukes, Il dated August 22, 2018 footnote 3
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R510-0005-0010-0000; therefore, the Court never obtained jurisdiction over that property
or its proceeds.

c. Fraud and Misrepresentation. The judgment and subsequent enforcement are tainted by
falsified damages and undisclosed conflicts.

d. Denial of Due Process. The seizure of proceeds without notice, hearing, or lawful
process violates the Fourteenth Amendment and Article 1, § 3 of the South Carolina
Constitution.

22. Ms. White therefore requests that the Court dismiss and permanently enjoin any further
enforcement, garishment, or execution efforts based on this judgment and declare prior
diversions null and void.

VI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Third-Party Defendant Geraldine White respectfully prays that this Court:

a. Conduct a judicial inquiry into the conduct of John R.C. Bowen, William M. Bowen, and
Amanda Bowen;

b. Order disclosure of any familial or professional relationships and production of the original
deposition records;

c. Order restitution and return of the $15,665.73 plus interest;

d. Vacate the 2018 judgment for fraud upon the Court,

e. Dismiss these cases with prejudice; and

e. Award costs and such other relief as justice requires.

1ly submitted,

October 6, 2025

Geraldine White, Third-Party Defendant (sui juris)
141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

843-681-3947

whitegeraldine91@gmail.com






IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

CASE NOS.: 2018-CP-07-00804
2018-CP-07-00793

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,

V.

MARTIN GOVAN, Defendant / Third-Party
Plaintiff,

V.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,
Third-Party Defendants.

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,

V.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Third-Party Defendants. )

)
AFFIDAVIT OF GERALDINE WHITE

I, Geraldine White, being duly sworn, depose and state as follows:

1. Background and Parties

1. 1am the Third-Party Defendant in the above-captioned action and make this affidavit

based on my personal knowledge.
2. This affidavit supports my Consolidated Motion for Judicial Inquiry, Sanctions,
Restitution, Relief from Judgment (Rule 60(b)) and Motion To Dismiss.

\H
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2. 2018 Judgment

3. On August 22, 2018, a default judgment was entered against me in the amount of
$201.723.27 in favor of Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation.
4. As of January 10, 2025, Plaintift’s counsel claims the judgment, with interest, totals

$318.423.32.
No lien or transcript of judgment was ever filed or recorded in Beaufort County against

wn

the real property described below.

32025 Real Estate Closing and Improper Transfer

6. The property sold was TMS R51 0-0005-0010-0000. approximately 0.50 acres, located in
Beaufort County, South Carolina.

7. On January 10, 2025, during the sale closing, the closing attorney Kori Brett McKeithan
wired $15.665.73 of my proceeds to Attorney John R.C. Bowen, who represents the
Plainutt.

. [ did not authorize this transfer. There was no recorded lien or court order directing
payment of my procecds to anyone other than me.

9. This action deprived me of my rightful inheritance and constitutes a wrongful diversion

of funds.

4. Fabricated Damages

10. Plaintiff’s President, Barbara Hudson, claimed “52 wecks of lost revenue in 2016.7

1 1. However, Hurricane Matthew struck South Carolina in October 2016, and therefore could
not have caused a full year’s loss.

12. This inconsistency shows that the damages presented to the Court in 2018 were

materially inaccurate and misleading.

5. Conflict of Interest and Reporter Impropriety

13. Attorneys John R.C. Bowen and William M. Bowen are brothers and both represented
Benny Hudson Seafood in related actions involving the same factual matters and
co-defendants.

14. The deposition of Tonya Hudson was taken before Amanda Bowen, Stenographic
Reporter and Notary Public, at the law office of William M. Bowen, P.A.

15. Because the reporter shared the same surname and worked within opposing counsel’s
office, this raises a serious appearance of impropriety and potential conflict of interest.

-
\02
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6. Relief Requested

16. I request that the Court:
a. Conduct a judicial inquiry
and Amanda Bowen:
b. Order restitution and return of the $
2025 closing;
c. Vacate the 2018 judgment obtained through traud and misrepresentation;

into the conduct of John R.C. Bowen, William M. Bowen,

15.665.73 wrongfully taken from the January 10,

d.Dismiss these cases with prejudice; and
e. Grant such other relief as the Court deems just and equitable.

17 On December 11, 2024, Attorney John R.C. Bowen emailed the closing attorney's office
claiming that “my client has agreed to allow me to release the judgment lien only as to
this property and to file a partial satisfaction of judgment.” There was no recorded
judgment lien on the property. The false representation caused improper disbursement of
$15.665.73 from my sale proceeds. A truc and correct copy of that email 1s attached

hereto as Exhibit E

7. Verification
[ affirm that all statements contained herein are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

information, and belief, and that T make this atfidavit in good faith.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAVGIT.

/

1’_*\1{% s , A ~-—«.’_/—/_L_,_.f;4,_,;’_f;+. October 6, 2025
(Yeratdine White Third-Party Def¢ndant (sui juris)

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

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED

Before me this (»  dayof /. 12w 2025
Y
L
Notary Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires:
3

\Ov
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CASENO. 2018-CP-07-00793

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

St N

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP
Plaintiff,
ORDER OF JUDGMENT

V8.

GERALDINE WHITE AND CRAIG
WHITE,

Defendants.

e e et N S o N Nt N

This matter came before me on August 21, 2018 pursuant fo the authority granied 10 me
to hold damages hearings and to hcar and decide motions in civil jury malters by Order of The
Supreme Cuonrt of South Carolina dated December 20, 2017. Present at the hearing were Jobn
R.C. Bowen, Esquire, the attomey for the plaintiff, and Mrs. Barbara Hudson, President of the
plaintiff corporation. No appearance was made by defendant Geraldine White or defendant Craig
White. Prior to commencing the hearing, and after the appointed time therefore. [ thrice called
the names of the defendants in the halls of the Beaufort County Courthouse without rEsponse.

Pursuant to Rule 55(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and upon the
plaintiff’s Motion for Default Order, the court finds that:

L On April 16, 2018, Plaintiffs brought this action against defendants Crraldine

White and Craig White alleging gross negligence on the part of the defendants resultng in the

sinking of the White's' boat at the plaintiff's commercial dock facility. The Complainit seeks

actual damages, punitive damages, and pre-judgment interest.

S

1 According to the pleadings, the 35' boat is owned by Geraldi
White who brought it to plaintiff=s dock.

NN

ne White and the Captain and

manager in controt of the vessel was Craig
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2, According to the well pled allegations of the Complaint, Craig White, the captain
and manager of the boat, conlacted plaintiff's President. Barbara Hudson, prior to Humcane
Matthew and requested permission to bring the boat to plaintiff’s commercial dock. Hudson
unequivocally denied the request. Nevertheless, and while plainuff's representatives were away
from Hilton Head Island during the mandatory evacuation, Craig White brought the baat to the
dock where it sank during the storm. Thereafter, and continuing through today. the owher and
manager of the boat have failed and refused to mark or remave the wreck as required by law, and
have been grossly negligent in their failures. As a consequence, plaintiff has been deniied the use
of the commicrcial dock and bas lost camings and incurred other damages.

3 Plaintift served Geraldine Whitc personally by dclivery of the Summons and

Comnplaint to her at 141 Lamotte Dr. Hilton Head Island, SC on April 16, 2018. Defendant Craig,

Whitc was personally served by the Beaufort County Sheriff's Office at 132 Squire Pupe Road.

Hilton Head Island, SC on April 24, 2018. Affidavits of Service for each defendant arc part of

the court’s file on this matter.

4. No answer was filed nor was any appearance made by couasel of behalf of cither

defendant, and both Geraldine White and Craig White are in default.
N, On May 30, 201 8, the Plaintuff filed Affidavits of Default as well as a Motion

for Default Judgment. The AfTidavits and Motion were served on the defendants on June 14,

2018 as further appears {rom the Certificate of Service which is in the Court’s file. No response

was made by or on behalf of the defendants.

6. The court scheduled a hearing for Augus

Hearing sent to the defendants on July 27, 2018, which notice is a part of the Court’s fite.

£ On August 21,2018, 2 hearing was held before me for the purpose of taking

t21,2018 as evidenced by the Notice of

£640020d408402#3SVD -
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testimony on the damages. Appesring at the hearing were John R.C. Bowen, Esquire, ounsel for
the plaintiff, us well as the plaintifl’s president, Barbara Hadson. No appearance was made by
the defendants or any counsel on their behalf.
8. Ms. Hudson testified that she is the president of the plaintiff corporatior, and
that she has been actively involved in its operation and management since approximatsly 1973.
She further testified that she had denied defendants’ request to place their thirty-five fuot (359
boat at her dock, and that whilc she was away trom Hilton Head during the mandatory
cvacuation for Hurricane Matthew, Mr. Whit¢ brought the boat to plaintGifT’s dock, and ticd it to
the dock where it sank. She then testified that she had contacted Geraldine Whitc and Craig
White on numecrous occasions thereafter to demand that the boat be removed, however they had
made no cffort to remove the wreek which was blocking her commercial dock and rcndering it
inaccussible to other vessels.
9. Ms. Hudson introduced an estimale (o remove the defendants’ boat from
_ ShoreShapers, Inc. of Charleston, SC in the amount of $25,000.00, and this exhibit was admitted
into evidence.2 She further testified that the company had incurred total damages of $146,880.00

as a result of the defendants’ gross negligence, and delineated as follows:

A. Lost eamings from dockage charges - $12,880.00
B. Lost Revenue on shrimp sales - $104,000.00°
C. Cost of wreck removal - $30,000.00

2 This estimate was based on th
the White boat was removed, the cost would be $30,000.00.

e removal of two boats; however Hudson testified that if only

d from the average catch of 1,000 Ibs per week

delivered to her dack by the average shrimp boat. Since her dock has been unavailable as »f this date for
52 weeks of the 2016, 2017, and 2018 seasons, 52,000 Ibs. of product had to be purchase: elsewhere at

a cost of $2.00 per pound more for a total loss of $104,000.00.

3 ghe testified that this figure was derive

\04
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NOW, THEREFORE, upon motion of the plaintiffs and consideration of the pleadings,

the Court's file, evidence, and testimony of the plaintiff’s representative,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT:

1. Plaintiff is entitled to an award of* (1) actual damages in the amount of
$146,880.00; (2) pre-judgment interest on the cost of wreck removal from October 8, 1016
through the date hereof in the amount of $4,843.27*; and, (3) Punitive damages of $50,000.00 for
defendants’ willfulness and gross negligence fora total judgment of $201,723.27.

2 The Plaintiffs shail have judgment against and recover from defendants Geraldine
White and Craig Whitc jointly and severally the sum of $201,723.27 plus intcrest at the lcgal ratc

from the date hereof until the judgment is paid.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
Marvin H. Dukes, 111 Special Circuit
Court Judge

Beaufort, South Carelina

August , 2018

4 145 days In 2016 at 7.50%, 365 days In 2017 at 7.75%, and 233 days in 2018 at 8.5%
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FORDE 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IMEN
, . JUDGM N )
N o SIMENT IN A CIVH, CASE
IN TUE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2018 CP-07-00733
_BENNY HUDSON SEAFQOO CORP GERALDINE WHITE
G m o we . ~ o _CRAIG_ MTE
?}AINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S) o T
; 7 Attarncy for : [< Plaiatiff | Defendanmt |
'! Submitted by: JOHN R. C. BOWEN, ESQUIRE | or
L | LJSelf-Represented Litipant

DISFOSITION TYPE (CHECK QNE)
d JURY VERDICT. Thiz setion came hefore the-court for a tral by jury. The issucs
have been tried and a verdict rendered
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came ta trial or hcaring hefore ihe court.
The issues have been tried ar heard and a decision rendered. []-See Page 2 for sidition (Linfenpaon,
ACTION DISMISSED (CI/ECK REASON): [ Rute 12(b), SCRCP; (J Rule 41(a).
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); D Rufe 43(k), SCRCP (Sctuled): [:] Other
ACTION STRICKEN WQM {3 Rule 40(), SCRCP; [] Bankruptey:
[[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or medify
arbitration award: [ ] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF AFFEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (/LUK (PPLIC 4B a0 Xh
[ Affinned; [} Reversed: [} Remanded; 0 Ower

NOTE:  APTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL. OR
ADMINISTRATIVL: AGENCY OF THE CIRCUTT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL
1T IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ Sce antached order (formal order ta follow) [ Statement of Judgment

by the Court:

O a &

00

ORDER INFORMATION
This arder [X] cads (] docs not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

. INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX |
i Coniplete thls scction below when the Judgment uffects title (o real or personal property or if any swount !
| should be enrolled. If there Is no judgment Information, indicate “N/A™ in one of the boxes belew. r

Ze e i et

t Judgment in Favor of Judgmeat Agalnst ! Jl_!dgmel'u Amount To be Enrolled :
L {List mamc(s) helaw) i (List naine(s) below) | .. (Listamount(s) below) _‘
P — S B - o e ——— B T T |
| BENNY HUDSON SEAFQOD CORP GERALDINE WHITE & CRAIG WHITE | $201,723.27

{ S i
! S, - ; S
. -1 - 1 |
| P |
\_——." g l __ ‘,,4,,._.,1_,_,.,,_, ————— e
.‘l It uaa;cm»‘ri_crlat‘)c the property, includiog tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

| :

‘ i

| . — = o - SR |

\
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'rThc fadgment mfmifm ahove _hna been prvided by the submitting purty. Dispates comsening the amouats contained in tis

oo namy v addrexsend by way of motivn pursuant (o the SC Rules of Civit Pegcedure. Amounts i be computed ruch as interest
or additional ('uxahlc costs not available at the time the form and final order arc submitted (o the judge may be provided tg the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and rescsrchers should refer fo the offi

; . . cial court order fur judgmeat details,
E~Flling Note: In E-Flling counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge ~ Judge Code Dale

Dale

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

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

John R. . Bawen. Esquire

”~

1=

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(8) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Repurter:

E-Fiing Node: 1n K-Filing counthes, the date of Entry of Judgment ik the snme date ms reflected on the Electrnale File
Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgmeat ahove is nol required ia thote counties. The d'erk wilt mall 2 copy
of the judgement tn particx who are ant E-Filers or who are appesring pro se. Sce Rulc 77(d), SCRCP.

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

This action came to trial or heanng before the court, The issues have been tricd or heard and @ decision rendercd.
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caplion: Benny Hudson Seafood Corp V'S Geraldine White , defendant, etal

Case Number: 2018CP0700793

Type: Order/Judgment by Default and Form 4

" So Ordered:

s/Marvin H. Dukes {11 #3069

Electronicelly signed on 2018-08-22 14:57:22  page 7of7
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BENNYHUDSONSEAFOODVSMARHNGOVAN
2018-CP-07-00804 - TONYA HUDSON

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICTAL CIRCUIT
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP.,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NUMBER
2018-CP-07-00804

MARTIN GOVAN,

Defendant,

;nd

mfARTIN GOVAN,

| Third Party Plaintiff,

ve.

CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,
Third Party Defendants.

B b L D TP /

J The deposition of TONYA HUDSON, a
witness in the above-entitled cause, taken
erauant to Notice and agreement, before Amanda
Bbwen, S8tenographic Reporter and Notary Public,
at Law Office of wWilliam M. Bowen, PA, 52 New
Orleans Road, Suite 202, Hilton Head Island,

South Carolina, on the 1B8th day of February

2020, commencing at or about the hour of

10:15 a.m.

800-791-1100 www.coastalcourt.com

@){ COASTAL COURT REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES

Exhibit 1
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BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD vs MARTIN GOVAN
2018-CP-07-00804 - TONYA HUDSON

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLREAS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
BTATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BRAUFORT
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP.,
Plaintifg,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NUMBER
2018-CP-07-00804

MNARTIN GOVAN,

Defandant,

and
MARTIN GOVAN,
Third Party Plaintiff,
vs.
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE WHITE,

Third Party Defendants.

The deposition of TONYA HUDSON, a
witness in the above-entitled cause, taken
pursuant to Notice and agreement, before Amanda
Bowen, Stenographic Reporter and Notarxy Publig,
at Law Office of William M. Bowen, PA, 52 New
Orleans Road, Suits 202, Hilton Head Island,
S8outh Carxolina, on the 1l8th day of February

2020, commencing at or about the hour of

10:15 a.m.

COASTAL COURT REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES
800-791-1100 www.coastalcourt.com

Wb

¥0080Q0e3B80REABT VO SBFIINDANGO 1IEIITIISNAIGESS VOO ZRDZ ATAVA XTI KO HD T3







