
From: Andrew Holliday
To: Court Of Appeals Filings; David Paavola; Mark Bible; James W. Logan, Jr.; Kimberly R. Manley; Angelia Shaw
Subject: Ratliff v. Oconee County, 2025-000982 Motion to Supplement Record
Date: Monday, October 5, 2026 11:20:54 AM
Attachments: Globe Proof of Service 10-5-2026.pdf

Defense Exhibit 1.13 A and B.pdf
Motion to Supplement Record.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Please find a Motion to Supplement the Record attached for the above referenced matter along
with a proof of service for the same.

Thanks,

Andrew Holliday

----------------------------------------------
Andrew K. Holliday
Attorney at Law
Derrick, Ritter, Williams, & Morris, P.A.

Post Office Box 795
Seneca, South Carolina 29679

Office: (864) 882-2747 
Fax:     (864) 882-2705

WARNING! WIRE FRAUD ADVISORY: Wire fraud and email hacking/phishing attacks are on
the increase! If you have an escrow, closing, or other transaction with us and you receive
an email containing Wire Transfer Instructions, DO NOT RESPOND TO THE EMAIL!
Instead, call our office immediately, using previously known contact information and NOT
information provided in the email, to verify the information prior to sending funds.

PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication (including any attachments) is being sent by or on behalf of a lawyer
or law firm and may contain confidential or legally-privileged information. The sender does not intend to waive any privilege, including the
attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this communication. If you are not the intended recipient, you are not authorized to intercept,
read, print, retain, copy, forward or disseminate this communication. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the
sender immediately by email and delete this communication and all copies, and destroy all physical copies (if any).

CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, please be advised that any US Federal
Tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the
purpose of (I) avoiding penalties under the internal revenue code or (II) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any
transaction or matter addressed herein. This advice may not be forwarded (other than within the taxpayer to which it has been sent)
without our express written consent.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


In the Court of Appeals 


_____________________ 


 


APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 


The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh 


 


Case No. 2022-CP-37-00447 


Appellate Case No. 2025-000982 


_______________________ 


 


Frances J. Ratliff, Edward J. Ratliff, Jr., James L. Ratliff, 


Lucretia B. Morgan, Sherri Akers Crisp and Amy Cawthon, 


 


       Appellants, 


 


v. 


 


Oconee County, Globe, a South Carolina Limited Partnership, and Farmes, a South Carolina 


Limited Partnership, 


 


       Respondents. 


___________________________ 


 


____________________ 


PROOF OF SERVICE 


____________________ 


 


I certify the Respondents’ Motion to Supplement the Record in this matter has been served on 


David L. Paavola, counsel for Appellants, by email sent to his primary e-mail address listed in the 


Attorney Information System, paavola@conlaw.com, on October 5, 2026.  


     s/ Andrew Holliday    


Andrew K. Holliday, SC Bar No. 101754 


     Derrick, Ritter, Williams & Morris, P.A. 


     P.O. Box 795 


     Seneca, SC 29679 


     (864)882-2747 


     Attorney for Globe and Farmes 
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In the Court of Appeals 
 


 


APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 


The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh 


 


Case No. 2022-CP-37-00447 


Appellate Case No. 2025-000982 
 


 


 


Frances J. Ratliff, Edward J. Ratliff, Jr., James L. Ratliff, Lucretia B. Morgan, Sherri 


Akers Crisp, and Amy Cawthon, 


 


Appellants, 


 


v. 


 


Oconee County, Globe, a South Carolina Limited Partnership, and Farmes, a South Carolina 


Limited Partnership, 


 


Respondents. 
 


 


 


RESPONDENTS’ MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD 
 


 


 


 


James W. Logan, Jr., SC Bar No. 3385  


LOGAN & JOLLY, LLP  


Post Office Box 259  


Anderson, SC 29622  


(864)226-1910  


Attorney for Respondent Oconee County  


 


Andrew K. Holliday, SC Bar No. 101754  


Derrick, Ritter, Williams & Morris, P.A.  


P.O. Box 795  


Seneca, SC 29679  


(864) 882-2747  


Attorney for Globe, a South Carolina Limited  


Partnership, and Farmes, a South Carolina  


Limited Partnership







The Appellants hereby move pursuant to Rules 212 and 240, SCARC, to supplement the 


Record on Appeal with trial exhibits that were not included in the Appellant’s Record on Appeal 


Respondents’ counsel sought the consent of the Appellants Counsel on September 4, 2026. 


Appellants’ Counsel replied on September 27, 2026 that they would not consent. The documents 


attached as Exhibit A are exhibits that were introduced at trial. These exhibits are notable and 


important to include in the Record as they directly contradict Appellant’s claims that “Appellants’ 


chain of title does not identify their property as being located on a public road” (Appellant’s Final 


Brief, Pg 1). Exhibit A was introduced at trial along with numerous other historical deeds and plats 


of surrounding properties which clearly show that Ellenburg Road was designated as a public road 


decades prior to the Ratliff’s purchase of their property. Exhibit A makes clear that the Appellant’s 


property, once owned by T.B. Ellenburg, is located along a public road identified as South Carolina 


Road No. S-37-201. This is in direct contravention to Appellant’s claims that their chain of title 


does not identify their property as being located on a public road. 


 


While numerous other documents included in the record make clear that Ellenburg Road is a public 


road, the inclusion of this additional Exhibit is central to this appeal. Exhibit A shows that Appellants 


own chain of title identified Ellenburg Road as a public road in 1966. As such, Respondents’ motion to 


supplement to the Record on Appeal should be granted. 


 


 


James W. Logan, Jr., SC Bar No. 3385  


LOGAN & JOLLY, LLP  


Post Office Box 259  


Anderson, SC 29622  


(864)226-1910  


Attorney for Respondent Oconee County  
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Seneca, SC 29679  


(864) 882-2747  


Attorney for Globe, a South Carolina Limited  


Partnership, and Farmes, a South Carolina  


Limited Partnership
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and reverted to Oconee County. As shown by the SCDOT sworn testimony set forth below, this 


was an erroneous premise. 


Respondents’ central argument in this appeal is also based on this erroneous premise. 


Respondents argue that Ellenburg Road was a state road before the creation of Lake Keowee and 


after the creation of Lake Keowee the state abandoned Ellenburg Road to Oconee County. 


(Respondents’ Br. 2, 8-9). As with the Order, once this erroneous premise is corrected, 


Respondents’ argument fails. 


The SCDOT’s sworn testimony is clear, Ellenburg Road was never a state road and, as 


such, it was never state-maintained or abandoned by the state to Oconee County as part of the 


creation of Lake Keowee. Once this erroneous premise is corrected, the Order is no longer 


supported by the facts and the law. The SCDOT’s testimony is central to this appeal. As such, 


Appellant’s motion to supplement to the Record on Appeal should be granted. 


 


 


 


 


 


/s/ David L. Paavola 


David L. Paavola, SC Bar No. 100714 


Kenison, Dudley & Crawford, LLC 


1122-B Barnwell Street 


Columbia, South Carolina 29201 


(864) 242-4899 


paavola@conlaw.com 


Attorney for Appellants 


Columbia, South Carolina 


March 8, 2024 
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