From: Geraldine White

To: adam@ruffinappeals.com; John Bowen; Court Of Appeals Filings
Subject: Response to Respondents Motion to Strike The Record on Appeal
Date: Friday, October 9, 2026 12:19:17 PM

Attachments: Geraldine White Record on Appeal Cover Page Corrected.pdf

Geraldine White Final Brief Cover Page Corrected.pdf
Geraldine White Return Motion to Strike 2026-000660 Record Citations.docx (1).pdf
ROA 00660 PAGES 156-189.PDF

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

Dear Court and Counsels.

Attached please find My response Motion to Strike Record On Appeal. The following was
stated in Respondent's motion that was deficient, in which I corrected in the files to follow:

1) Cover Pages were incorrectly labeled. (See Attached Corrected pages)

2) Record On Appeal 156-189 (See Attached file ROA 000660 pages 156-189)

3) Items 17, 18, and 19 of the Index cite to pages that were not included on the record. ( Not
sure what the Respondent is talking about here. The index that covers those pages is item 5
R.p 13-24).

4) Respondent designation of matter dated October 30, 2018 entitled appellant's
declaration....is located Index item 12 R.p 40-66.

5) Record jumps from page 155 to page 190 (not sure what Respondent is talking about.)

6) Appellant's Motion to Reinstate Appeal 2019 is located Index item 17 R.p 116-162

7) Appellant's December 3, 2025 Motion to Set Aside or Vacate is locatedIndex item 18 R.p
163-169

8) Appellant's December 8, 2025 Amend Motion is located Index 19 R.p 170-214

9) Respondent oppositions are located Index item numbers 16 r.p 107-115, 20 215-221, not
sure what other Respondent is talking about.

10) Respondent's Motion to Dismiss or summary judgment is not listed in the Record. (See
Public Index) I believe Respondent is talking about another case as to the Motion to Dismiss
or Summary Judgment.

11) Judge Mullen's Order of November 24, 2025 is located in the other appeal

12) Judge Wegmann's Order is on appeal in this case and is located Index item 5 R.p13-24

13) Appellant was not aware of the existence of a court reporter for these hearings; however, if
transcripts are available it will be ordered.

14) Exhibits from August 21, 2018 default damage hearing are located Index item 32 R.p 200-
201. No other exhibits were entered into the court record at the damage hearing.

15) Remaining designated materials and scope. The restored segment contains the August 22,
2018 Order of Judgment (R. pp. 182—185), Form 4 (R. pp. 186—187), and electronic signature
page (R. p. 188)....
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APPELLANT’S RETURN TO RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO STRIKE THE RECORD
ON APPEAL AND REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO CORRECT THE RECORD

Appellant Geraldine White, appearing pro se, submits this return under Rule 240(e), SCACR, to
Respondent’s motion dated October 1, 2026. Appellant requests permission to serve and file a
corrected Record on Appeal within thirty days of the Court’s order and an express order
suspending and resetting final-brief deadlines. Appellant does not oppose correction of
demonstrated defects. She requests that the Court permit replacement of the record without

dismissal of the appeal or a determination of its merits.

Response to the asserted deficiencies
1. Corrected cover pages. Appellant acknowledges that the cover pages were incorrectly labeled

and requests leave to substitute corrected covers. The proper caption identifies Benny Hudson
Seafood Corp. as Respondent; Geraldine White and Craig White as Defendants, of whom
Geraldine White is Appellant; Appellate Case No. 2026-000660; and Lower Court Case No.
2018-CP-07-00793. John R.C. Bowen and Kori Brett McKeithan should not be named as

Respondents in this appeal.

2. Pages 156—-189. Appellant acknowledges the omission of record pages 156—189 and has now
located the complete 34-page segment bearing those handwritten record numbers, identified as
“ROA 00660 PAGES 156-189.pdf.” She requests leave to restore it in the corrected record.
References below to R. pp. 156-189 identify the numbering on the pages proposed for
restoration; they do not represent that the omitted pages were included in the September 23, 2026
filed or served record. The verified contents are identified below. Appellant requests an

opportunity to cure this compilation defect and reconcile the index.

3. Index items 17, 18, and 19. Appellant does not agree that the referenced documents are wholly

absent from her compilation. Their locations are identified in paragraphs 6—8 below. Appellant





also directs the Court to Index item 5, R. pp. 13-24, for Judge Wegmann’s order. That order is
distinct from the motions listed under items 17—19. Appellant requests leave to reconcile the
index against the actual contents and restore the omitted pages rather than treating an index entry

alone as proof that every referenced page was included.

4. October 30, 2018 declaration. Appellant identifies her Declaration in Support of Motion to Set
Aside Entry of Default, filed October 30, 2018, within Index item 12, R. pp. 40-66. Appellant
disputes Respondent’s assertion that this declaration is missing and requests that this cited
portion be examined. If the filed or served copy is incomplete, Appellant requests leave to

provide the complete designated declaration.

5. Alleged jump from page 155 to page 190. Appellant understands this allegation to concern the
same omitted pages 156—189 addressed above and is uncertain whether Respondent asserts any
additional pagination defect. Appellant requests leave to compare the filed and served copies,
restore that page range, and make the page sequence and index consistent. Renumbering alone

will not cure missing content.

6. Motion to Reinstate Appeal (2019). Appellant identifies Index item 17 as R. pp. 116—-162. The
recovered concluding segment contains the Court of Appeals’ March 21, 2019 correspondence
and caption notice (R. pp. 156—157); counsel’s request for an extension of time to order a
transcript (R. pp. 158-159); its proof of service (R. p. 160); counsel’s March 30, 2019 transmittal
letter (R. p. 161); and an envelope (R. p. 162). These documents identify the recovered contents
of that indexed range; they are not themselves the body of a motion to reinstate. Appellant
requests leave to restore these pages and verify the complete item against R. pp. 116—155 and the

underlying filing.





7. December 3, 2025 motion. The recovered pages contain Appellant’s Motion to Set Aside or
Vacate Default Judgment at R. pp. 163—166, including the signature page dated December 3,
2025 at R. p. 166. The certificate of service follows at R. p. 167, and an unsigned proposed order
appears at R. pp. 168—169. This confirms the contents identified under Index item 18, R. pp.
163—169. The proposed order is not an entered order granting relief. Appellant requests leave to
restore this material and make the index accurately distinguish the motion, service document,

and proposed order.

8. December 8, 2025 amended motion. The recovered pages contain the five-page Amended
Motion to Set Aside or Vacate Default Judgment for Fraud Upon the Court at R. pp. 170-174. Its
first page bears a December 8, 2025 filing stamp, and its signature page is dated December 8§,
2025. The motion’s factual and procedural allegations appear at R. pp. 171-172, its arguments at
R. pp. 172-173, and its requested relief at R. p. 174. The January 2026 motion roster
independently lists the December 3 and December 8, 2025 filing dates for these motions. (R. p.
179.) Restoring these pages will permit both parties to cite what the amended motion actually
states, without resolving preservation or the merits through this return. The recovered segment
also contains materials at R. pp. 175-189, including the August 22, 2018 judgment and Form 4 at
R. pp. 182—-188. Page 189 is the divider identifying Exhibit #2 as the complaint; it is not the
complaint itself. Appellant will reconcile Index item 19, presently identified as R. pp. 170-214,

with the pages following this recovered segment.

9. Respondent’s opposition materials. Appellant identifies opposition materials under Index item
16, R. pp. 107-115, and Index item 20, R. pp. 215-221. Appellant is uncertain what additional
opposition materials Respondent contends are absent beyond those specifically identified in its

motion. Appellant will compare the January 12, 2026 memorandum with the version filed below





and address its designated Exhibits 1-13 to the extent omitted. The presence of the memorandum

itself does not resolve whether all of its attachments are included.

10. Motion to dismiss or for summary judgment. Appellant states that such a motion is not listed
in her record and believes Respondent may be referring to a filing in another case. Appellant
requests identification of the particular motion by case number and filing date, with reference to
the public index. Appellant does not concede that a motion from another case belongs in this
appeal merely because Respondent refers to it; its designation and presentation to the lower court

in this matter must be considered under Rule 210(c), SCACR.

11. Judge Mullen’s November 24, 2025 order. Appellant states that this order is located in the
other appeal. Respondent identifies it as an order in Case No. 2025-CP-07-00718. Its presence in
another appeal does not itself establish inclusion in this record. Appellant requests that any
requirement to include it here be determined by its designation and presentation to the lower

court in this matter, and requests leave to supply it if required.

12. Judge Wegmann’s order. Appellant states that Judge Wegmann’s order on appeal in this case
is included under Index item 5, R. pp. 13—24. Respondent also identifies a December 3, 2025
Order on Pending Motions in Case No. 2018-CP-07-00804. Appellant’s citation to the order
under review should not be treated as a representation that it is the same as that separately
identified order. Any additional designated order properly belonging in this record will be

addressed in the correction process.

13. Hearing transcripts. The recovered papers require clarification of the transcript history.
Counsel’s 2019 extension request states that a Form 4 noted no court reporter and that counsel
mistakenly believed no transcript order was necessary, overlooking an earlier hearing. It then

states that counsel had ordered a transcript on March 30, 2019. (R. pp. 158-159.) Counsel’s





transmittal letter lists a transcript-request letter, reporter correspondence, and a transcript request
form as enclosures. (R. p. 161.) The extension request refers to an August 22, 2018 hearing,
while the judgment identifies the hearing date as August 21, 2018. (R. pp. 159, 182.) The prior
transcript request must therefore be matched to the correct proceeding. The January 2026
courtmail notices and hearing notice also state that hearings are recorded through the Sealed
Virtual Courtroom. (R. pp. 176—177, 180.) Appellant will inquire about that recording as well as
any reporter-prepared transcript. These papers document an earlier request, but do not establish
that a transcript was completed or is included in the present record. Appellant requests time to
verify the prior request, obtain any existing transcript, and make any further required written
arrangements for the August 2018, January 14, 2019, and January 20, 2026 hearings. An index
notation of “Not available” does not establish actual unavailability. If a transcript cannot be
obtained within the correction period, Appellant requests leave to submit supporting

correspondence and seek further directions.

14. August 21, 2018 default-damages hearing exhibits. Appellant identifies these exhibits under
Index item 32, R. pp. 200-201, and states that no other exhibits were entered into the court
record at that hearing. Appellant disputes the assertion that all hearing exhibits were omitted.
Appellant will reconcile this citation with the page range stated for Index item 19 and address

any specifically identified, designated damages material presented below that is not included.

15. Remaining designated materials and scope. The restored segment contains the August 22,
2018 Order of Judgment (R. pp. 182—185), Form 4 (R. pp. 186—187), and electronic signature
page (R. p. 188). The Form 4 includes a section for judgment-index information identifying the
parties and $201,723.27. (R. p. 186.) Appellant identifies that document for completeness; this

return does not ask the Court to determine whether it establishes actual indexing or a lien. The





correction review will also address the November 21, 2019 court letter; any other designated
judgment-roll and indexing materials' for the judgment and appellate cost order; and the
designated docket sheets and case-action records for the three cases identified by Respondent.
Appellant requests directions for disputed or unobtainable items. Restoring this 34-page segment
does not establish that all separately designated materials, opposition exhibits, or transcripts have
been supplied. Materials from related cases must satisfy the requirements for inclusion in this
appeal. Appellant does not seek to introduce new merits evidence through this correction

Process.

Memorandum supporting corrective relief
Rule 210(c), SCACR, requires designated matter, consecutive page numbering beginning with

the index, and complete orders and pleadings subject to the rule’s stated exceptions. It excludes
matters not presented below. Rule 210(e) requires an index, and Rule 210(g) makes filing a
certification of the record’s contents. These requirements support a complete comparison and
replacement of any defective compilation. Appellant acknowledges her responsibility to prepare

a compliant record and does not seek an exemption because she appears pro se.

Rule 207(a)(1), SCACR, governs written transcript arrangements, including payment
arrangements. The proposed correction process must resolve the transcript issue as well as the
document omissions. If a transcript remains outstanding, Appellant requests leave to submit
documented status information and seek appropriate further directions before the correction

deadline expires.

Respondent identifies difficulty converting its initial-brief citations to record citations. A
corrected record and a revised briefing schedule would address that stated difficulty. Under Rule

211(b), SCACR, final briefs must remain identical to the initial briefs except for revised record

' Does not exist. It was never entered into the abstract book of judgment and indexed properly.





references and correction of obvious typographical errors and misspellings. Appellant requests
permission for both parties to make those permitted corrections after the record is corrected,

including replacement of any final brief already filed.

Rule 240(b), SCACR, generally leaves existing deadlines in place unless the rules or a court
order provide otherwise. Appellant therefore requests an express order suspending the final-brief
deadlines while the record is corrected and setting the final briefs due twenty days after service
of the corrected record, or on another date fixed by the Court. Appellant does not contend that
this return itself stays any deadline. However, if respondent would have read the index and the
content, respondent would have noticed that most of documents he claims is missing are located

in record on appeal as cited on the index.

Requested relief
Appellant respectfully requests that the Court allow thirty days from its order to serve and file a

corrected Record on Appeal; permit the corrected record to supersede the September 23, 2026
compilation; and suspend and reset final-brief deadlines as requested above. If the Court strikes
the existing record, Appellant requests that the order expressly permit its replacement within that
period and preserve the pending appeal. Appellant seeks no ruling on issue preservation, the

validity of the judgment, or any other merits question through this return.

Respectfully submitted,

s/Geraldine White October 9, 2026
Geraldine White, Appellant pro se
141 Lamotte Drive #A3

Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
843-681-3947

whitegeraldine91(@gmail.com
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PROOF OF SERVICE

Appellate Case No. 2026-000660

I certify that on October 7, 2026, or shortly thereafter, I served a true copy of the foregoing
Appellant’s Return to Respondent’s Motion to Strike the Record on Appeal and Request for
Leave to Correct the Record on counsel for Respondent by depositing copies in the United States

Mail, postage prepaid and/or via email addressed as follows:

Adam Sinclair Ruffin
1320 Main Street, Suite 300
Columbia, SC 29201

adamsruffin@gmail.com

John R.C. Bowen
P.O. Drawer 21119
Hilton Head Island, SC 29925

john@laughlinandbowen.com

s/Geraldine White October 9, 2026
Geraldine White, Appellant, Pro Se
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
V. CLAIRE ALLEN 1220 SENATE STREET
DEPUTY CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
WWW. SCCOUrs.org

March 21, 2019

Hon. Maureen T. Coffey, Esquire
1 Corpus Christi Place, Suite 105
Suite 105

Hilton Head Island SC 29928

Re: Benny Hudson Seafood v. Geraldine White
Appellate Case No. 2019-000343

Dear Counsel:

This Court has received your notice of appeal, and the case has been assigned the
appellate case number that appears above. Please use this number on all future
correspondence relating to this matter.

All parties to this matter are advised that all filings must comply with the
requirements of Rule 267 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR).
The SCACR are available online at www.sccourts.org/courtreg. Additionally, any
filings submitted by counsel admitted in South Carolina must include counsel's bar
number,

The attention of the parties is directed to the order relating to the inclusion of
personal data identifiers and other sensitive information in documents filed with
the Supreme Court of South Carolina and the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
The order can be found at www.sccourts.org/courtOrders/displayOrder.cfm?order
No=2014-04-15-02. Please note that the responsibility for insuring that information
is redacted or sealed as required by this order rests with counsel and the parties.
This office will not review filings for redaction or to determine if materials should

be sealed.

Vil
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This is to advise that the title in the above matter has been changed to read as
follows:

Benny Hudson Seafood Corp, Respondent,

V.
Geraldine White and Craig White, Appellants.

All future records in this matter should be changed to reflect this title. If you have
any .questions, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  John R.C. Bowen, Esquire
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Marvin H. Dukes, III Circuit Court Judge RBCEWEB

- a4 AT!VCNNOE:LLOEW%

N 6L0¢

Appeliate Case No. 2019-000343 SC
Lower Court Case No: 2018-CP-07-00793 Court OfAPpea]s

Geraldine White and Craig White.................. Appeliants,
V.
Benny Hudson Seafood Corp.....................Respondents.

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

Geraldine White and Craig White appeal the Order of the Honorable Marvin H.

Dukes, III, and also the Order Denying the Motion to Set Aside Entry of Default

£6.00£0d08102#3SVD - SY31d NOWWOD - LH0JdNv3g - AV €L:0)

Judgment. The Order was signed/electronically filed on August 22, 2018.
Petitioners electronically filed a Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment on October
30, 2018 which Judge Dukes denied with a Form 4 Order dated January 23, 2019.
Appellants received Notice of the Form 4 Order on January 28, 2019. On the form
it was noted that there was no court reporter. Appellants’ counsel erroneously
thought therefore that an Order for the transcript was unnecessary. Appellants’
counsel neglected to take into account the transcript from the prior August 22,

2018 hearing. Counsel for the Appellants received notice on March 25, 2019 from





a letter dated March 21, 2019, that the transcript had not been ordered in'
accordance with the Rules.

Therefore, Appellants are respectfully requesting permission to order the
transcript outside of the filing deadlines set by rule 207 of the SCACR.

Attached please find a copy of the letter showing that Appellants’ counsel has
ordered the transcript from the court reporter on March 30, 2019 for the transcript

from the August 22, 2018 hearing along with the completed transcript request

form.

Respectfully submitted,

oy L_—p[k _—

Maureen T r No. 5918
Coffey|Kubec, LLP
1 Corpus Christl Pldee; Suite 105

Hilton Head Island, SC 29928
843.422.4488
coffeykubec.com

Attorneys for the Appellants

March 30, 2019

Other Counsel of Record

John RC Bowen, Esquire
Laughlin & Bowen, PC

PO Drawer 21119

Hilton Head Island, SC 29925
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

R‘BCEWED APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
APR 02 2&19 Court of Common Pleas

SC couﬂ,_Of.Appaa‘sMarvin H. Dukes, III Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No, 2019-000343
Lower Court Case No: 2018-CP-07-00793

Geraldine White and Craig White.................. Appellants,
V.
Benny Hudson Seafood Corp.........coucveiean Respondents.
PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Motion for a REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF
TIME on Benny Hudson Seafood Corp., by depositing a copy of it in the United
States Mail, postage prepaid, on March 30, 2019, addressed to its attorney of

record, John RC Bowen, Post Of‘ﬁce Drawer 21119, Hilton Head Island, SC 29925

March 30, 2019 Respectfully submitted,

J/\pfl/

Maureen T. COfié: Bar No. 5918
Coffey|Kubec, LLP

843.422.4488
mcoffey @coffeykubec.com

Attorneys for the Appellants

£6/00.042810Z#3SVYD - SYA1d NOWWOD - LHO4NY38 - WY €1:0} ¥0 AON 610¢ - 31 ATIVOINOYLD3 T4





COFFEY*RKUBEC

Attorneys at Law

1 Carpus Christi Place, Sulte 105
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928

843.422.4488
Maureen T. Coffey, Esq.

mcoffey@coffevkubec.com

3
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Edward M. Kubec, Esg.

ekubec@coffeykubec.com

March 30, 2019

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings RECEIVED

Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629 APR 02 2019

Columbia, South Carolina 29211 s
C Court of Appeals
RE: Benny Hudson Seafood Corp. v. Geraldine White and Craig White

Case No: 2019-000343

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing Is a Motion for an Extension of Time to order the transcript in the
above case. Also enclosed are the following:

(1)  Proof of service of the Motion for an Extension of Time on the respondent.
(2) A copy of the letter requesting the transcript form the court reporter.
(3) As well as the correspondence with the court reporter.

(4) A transcript Request Form.

Respectfully submitted,

Maureen T. Coffey, SC Ba@ﬂ&.
. Coffey|Kubec, LLP

1 Corpus Christi Place, Suite 105
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928
843.422.4488
mcoffey@coffeykubec.com

(5) A filing fee of $50.

Attorneys for the Appellants
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
) C/A NO.: 2018-CP-07-00793
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP,, )
)
PLAINTIFF, )
)  MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE
DEFAULT JUDGMENT
V. ) e ~N
) a2zl 85
) 725 3
) N
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE ) TEL W
WHITE, ) o :_,“ =
) i o=
DEFENDANTS. ) o3

MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE DEFAULT JUDGMENT Fog FeEnvD v PON
(Rule 55(c) & Rule 60(b), South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure) ~TH & CoUR™|

INTRODUCTION

COMES NOW Defendants Geraldine White (“Movant”), by special appearance and
without waiving any defenses, and respectfully move this Honorable Court to set aside or
vacate the default judgment allegedly entered on or about August 22, 2018, pursuant to
Rule 55(c) and Rule 60(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.

Caption includes Craig White as Defendant in this action because he was in the original
action filed. However, Craig White is deceased as of August 19, 2021 and Geraldine

White is only representing herself in this action.

I. FACTS & PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. On or around April 16, 2018, Plaintiff Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation filed a civil
complaint naming Defendants Geraldine White and Craig White.

2. A hearing was set for August 21, 2018. Attorney Patrick Carr expressly instructed
Defendant Geraldine White NOT to attend.





3. Relying on this instruction, she did not appear, and a purported default judgment was
entered on or about August 22, 2018.

4. The alleged judgment was never recorded, indexed, or perfected as a lien under S.C.
Code § 15-35-810.

5. A related case number 2018CP0700804 was transferred by Marvin H. DukesIII to the
Master-in-Equity, confirming the related action remained active and pending.

6. The Master-in-Equity, James J. Wegmann, failed to address procedural defects,
Defendants’ filings, or the unperfected judgment that was used to file a third Party
Complaint against Geraldine White by Patrick Carr, Esq. the attorney that Geraldine
White attempted to retain for legal representation.

7. Plaintiff falsely claimed Defendant Geraldine White owned a boat despite no title,
registration, or legal ownership. Under S.C. Code § 50-23-70, a bill of sale alone does not
establish legal ownership of a vessel. Also see S.C. e § 50-23-60.

8. Plaintiff withheld dissolution information concerning its corporate status.
9. $15,665.73 was taken based on a judgment that did not exist as a valid lien.

IL. LACK OF NOTICE & DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS

A default judgment obtained without proper notice violates due process. Movant was
misled into non-appearance by Attorney Patrick Carr, Esq.

Supporting authority: Rogers v. Wells, 350 S.C. 479 (Ct. App. 2002); Mictronics, Inc. v.
S.C. Dept. of Revenue, 345 S.C. 506 (Ct. App. 2001).

[II. FRAUD UPON THE COURT

Movant asserts the judgment is void because it was obtained through FRAUD UPON
THE COURT.

Fraud upon the court includes:

« Instructing Defendant not to attend the hearing

« Use of an unrecorded, unindexed, unperfected judgment
« False claims of boat ownership

« Withholding dissolution information





» Misappropriating $15,665.73

Legal standard:

o Chewning v. Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C. 72 (2003)

« Hazel-Atlas Glass Co. v. Hartford-Empire Co., 322 U.S. 238 (1944)

« Great Coastal Express v. Int’l Brotherhood, 675 F.2d 1349 (4th Cir. 1982)
« United States v. Beggerly, 524 U.S. 38 (1998)

Fraud upon the court makes the judgment void ab initio.

IV. UNPERFECTED JUDGMENT

Under S.C. Code § 15-35-810, a judgment must be recorded and indexed to become a
lien. The alleged August 22, 2018 judgment was not.

V. DEFAULT JUDGMENTS ARE DISFAVORED

e Bowers v Bank of Greeleyville (306 S.C.310) - The South Carolina Supreme
Court said: Courts should try to decide cases on the merits, not on technicalities.
That means the judge should lean toward: letting the person defend their case;
giving them another chance; hearing the full story even if they missed a deadline
or didn’t show up one time.

e Wham v Shearson Lehman (298 S.C. 462) - The Court said: Default Judgments
should be the last resort, not the first. The Court ruled that if there is ANY
reasonable excuse or confusion, the judge should set the default aside.

V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
Movants respectfully request that this Court:

1. Set aside or vacate the default judgment;

2. Declare the judgment void and unenforceable;

3. Order Plaintiff to respond to all filings;

4. Order restitution of $15,665.73, plus treble damages;

5. Grant any further relief deemed proper by the Court.





SIGNATURE PAGE FOR MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE DEFAULT
JUDGMENT

Respectfully submitted December 3, 2025

141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

whiteeeraldineY i email.com

843-681-3947





IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
) C/A NO.: 2018-CP-07-00793
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP., )
)
PLAINTIFF, )
) MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE
DEFAULT JUDGMENT
V. )
)
) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
) L2003
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE ) mas 2
WHITE, ) R 5
) 23 o
DEFENDANTS. ) S5
53 =
W, i
MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE DEFAULT JUDGMENTS 3

(Rule 55(c) & Rule 60(b), South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure)

COMES NOW Defendants Geraldine White (“Movant”), by special appearance and
without waiving any defenses, and respectfully certify that a copy of the Motion to Set
Aside or Vacate Default Judgment was served on Plaintiff via email and or US Postal
Service to John R C. Bowen, Esq 92 A Main Street, Hilton Head Island, SC 29926
Johni laughlinandbowen.com. Donald J Davis jdavis yerlaw.com kara S Grevey

kareveviad \{L‘l'l dW.COMm

December 3, 2025

‘Geraldific White sui juris/Movant/Defendant

141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926

whiteeeraldineY g gmail.com

843-681-3947
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
) C/A NO.: 2018-CP-07-00793
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP., )
)
PLAINTIFF, )
) PROPOSED ORDER
V. )
)
)
)
CRAIG WHITE and GERALDINE )
WHITE, )
)
DEFENDANTS. )

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes before the Court on the Motion of Defendant Geraldine White to Set
Aside or Vacate the Default Judgment pursuant to Rule 55(c) and Rule 60(b), SCRCP.

After reviewing the motion, the filings, applicable law, and the record of the case, the
Court finds:

1. The alleged default judgment dated August 22, 2018 was obtained without proper
notice.

2. The judgment was never recorded, indexed, or perfected and therefore is not a valid
lien.

3. The judgment was obtained through fraud upon the court.

4. Relief is warranted under Rule 55(c) and Rule 60(b), SCRCP.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
A. The Default Judgment dated August 22, 2018 is hereby VACATED in its entirety.
B. The judgment is declared VOID and unenforceable.

C. The case shall proceed on the merits.

(B





AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Judge of the Court of Common Pleas

Date:

&1





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

C/A NO.: 2018-CP-07-00793

AMENDED

)
)
)
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP., )
)
PLAINTIFF, )

)

MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE
DEFAULT JUDGMENT FOR FRAUD UPON

THE COURT
V. ) o .~
) I St
) S
)
GERALDINE WHITE and CRAIG ) e o
WHITE, ) ; 2
) =
DEFENDANTS. ) f_f' : , b

AMENDED MOTION TO SET ASIDE OR VACATE DEFAULT JUDGMENT
FOR FRAUD UPON THE COURT
(Rule 55(c) & Rule 60(b), South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure)

INTRODUCTION

COMES NOW Defendants Geraldine White (“Movant”), by special appearance
and without waiving any defenses, and respectfully move this Honorable Court to set
aside or vacate the default judgment allegedly entered on or about August 22, 2018!,
pursuant to Rule 55(c) and Rule 60(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.

Caption includes Craig White as Defendant in this action because he was in the
original action filed. However, Craig White is deceased as of August 19, 2021 and

Geraldine White is only representing herself in this action.

! See Exhibit # 1 Order of Judgment dated August 22, 2018 signed by Marvin H Dukes, I1I

1





I. FACTS & PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. On or around April 16, 20187 Plaintiff Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation
filed a civil complaint naming Defendants Geraldine White and Craig White.

2. Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation lacked standing to file suit because their
Limited Liability Corporation was dissolved on May 23, 2015°. Benny Hudson Seafood
did not apply to reinstate the corporation on or around March 28, 2017*. At the time
relevant to the alleged losses, Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation was administratively
dissolved®. Pursuant to 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 lawfully obtain a judgment in 2018.
Any such judgment is void ab initio. (Lack of Corporate Capacity and Standing)

3. A hearing was set for August 21, 2018. Attorney Patrick Carr office staff,
expressly instructed Defendant Geraldine White NOT to attend. Relying on this
instruction, she did not appear, and a purported default judgment was entered on or about
August 22, 2018. Two months later, October 17, 2018, Patrick Carr, Esq wrote® Geraldine
White a letter stating “We assumed that both of you were parties to the same lawsuit with
identical procedural posture”, "However, we have also learned that the case against you

and Craig White has already resulted in a default judgment against you in the amount of

$201,723.27. Our firm is unable...to represent you..”(See Exhibit3# )

2 See Exhibit # 2 Complaint and Summons dated April 16, 2018 filed by BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD
CORP

3 See Exhibit #3 Secretary of State document showing Benny Hudson Seafood Corporation was dissolved
May 23, 2015

* See Exhibit#4 Application to Reinstate LLC

5 See Exhibit #3 Secretary of State Dissolution document 2015

% See Exhibit #5 Letter from Patrick Carr, Esq. to Geraldine White dated October 17, 2018
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4. Order of Judgment’ was obtained through misrepresentation and fraud upon the
court in violation of Rule 60(b)(3), SCRCP. Barbara Hudson’s sworn statement contained
materially false information, including claims of (1) $30,000 in wreck removal expenses
that never occurred, (2) $25,000 in ‘estimate’ cost unsupported by documentation®, and
(3) °52 weeks of lost revenue in 2016, even though Hurricane Matthew occurred on
October 8, 2016. These false statements were relied upon by the court. (4) Barbara
Hudson mischaracterize Ms. White as the vessel owner not providing any such evidence
to support her allegation (No Title, No Registration) as required by South Carolina law.,
These acts and untruths produced an unjust and unlawful judgment.

5. The alleged judgment was never recorded, indexed, or perfected as a lien
*under S.C. Code § 15-35-810.

6. A related case number 2018CP0700804 was transferred by Marvin H. Dukes
III to the Master-in-Equity, confirming the related action remained active and pending.

7. Plaintiff falsely claimed Defendant Geraldine White owned a boat despite no
title, registration, or legal ownership. Under S.C. Code § 50-23-70, a bill of sale alone
does not establish legal ownership of a vessel. Also see S.C. § 50-23-60.

8. Plaintiff withheld dissolution information concerning its corporate status.

9. $15,665.73 was taken based on a judgment that did not exist as a valid lien.

II. LACK OF NOTICE & DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS

A default judgment obtained without proper notice violates due process. Movant
was misled into non-appearance by Attorney Patrick Carr, Esq.

Supporting authority: Rogers v. Wells, 350 S.C. 479 (Ct. App. 2002); Mictronics, Inc. v.
S.C. Dept. of Revenue, 345 S.C. 506 (Ct. App. 2001).

7 See Exhibit #1 Order of Judgment dated August 22, 2018 with no evidence to support the information
contained in the alleged judgment.

8 See Exhibit #6 Exhibit List of what was submitted to court as alleged evidence (No Evidence)

% See Exhibit #7 Record of Deeds record reflecting no lien against Geraldine White or any property
thereof





IIl. FRAUD UPON THE COURT

Movant asserts the judgment is void because it was obtained through FRAUD UPON
THE COURT.

Fraud upon the court includes:

» Instructing Defendant not to attend the hearing

» Use of an unrecorded, unindexed, unperfected judgment

* False claims of boat ownership

» Withholding dissolution information

* Misappropriating $15,665.73

Legal standard:

« Chewning v. Ford Motor Co., 354 5.C. 72 (2003)

* Hazel-Atlas Glass Co. v. Hartford-Empire Co., 322 U.S. 238 (1944)
» Great Coastal Express v. Int’l Brotherhood, 675 F.2d 1349 (4th Cir. 1982)
* United States v. Beggerly, 524 U.S. 38 (1998)

Fraud upon the court makes the judgment void ab initio.

IV. UNPERFECTED JUDGMENT

Under S.C. Code § 15-35-810, a judgment must be recorded and indexed to become a
lien. The alleged August 22, 2018 judgment was not recorded nor indexed in the register
of deeds office as required by law.

V. DEFAULT JUDGMENTS ARE DISFAVORED

e Bowers v Bank of Greeleyville (306 S.C.310) - The South Carolina Supreme
Court said: Courts should try to decide cases on the merits, not on technicalities.
That means the judge should lean toward: letting the person defend their case;
giving them another chance; hearing the full story even if they missed a deadline
or didn’t show up one time.

e Wham v Shearson Lehman (298 S.C. 462) - The Court said: Default Judgments
should be the last resort, not the first. The Court ruled that if there is ANY
reasonable excuse or confusion, the judge should set the default aside.





V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
Movants respectfully request that this Court:

1. Set aside or vacate the default judgment;

2. Declare the judgment void and unenforceable;

3. Order restitution of $15,665.73'°, plus treble damages;
4. Dismiss this case with prejudice

5. Grant any further relief deemed proper by the Court.

Respectfully submitted December 8, 2025

( )

Geraldine White sui juris’/Movant/Defendant
141 Lamotte Drive #A3
Hllton Head Island SC 29926

843-681-3947

10 See Exhibit #8 HUD Settlement Statement reflection $15,665.73 taken from proceed and wired to
Laughlin and Bowen Law firm
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&% Outlook

Motion "MSETAS-Motion to Set Side Aside or Vacate Judgment, Sevice & Propos” for Case
"2018CP0700793- Benny Hudson Seafood Corp VS Geraldine White , defendant, et al” was added to
a Motions Roster for 1/20/2026 at 2:30 PM

From Courtmail07_DoNotReply@sccourts.org <Courtmail07_DoNotReply@sccourts.org>
Date Thu 1/8/2026 10:31 AM
To  Susan Vogel <susan@laughlinandbowen.com>

Judge Wegmann's Beaufort County Special Circuit Court Motion Roster for January 20th, 2026. Roster
available at: https://publicindex.sccourts.org/beaufort/courtrosters

All hearings are IN PERSON but virtually recorded through our "Sealed Virtual Courtroom" on the Judicial
website.

The moving party is responsible for sending notice to ALL parties, including any pro se parties. Please e-
file all Affidavits, Memos, and all other suporting documents at least 48 hours PRIOR to the hearing.

Question, please contact Judge Wegmann's assistant, Heather McLeod, at hmcleod@bcgov.net.

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain
information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or
disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact
the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any attachments,
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& Outlook

Motion "MSETAS-Amended Motion to Set Aside or Vacate Default Judgment for" for Case
"2018CP0700793- Benny Hudson Seafood Corp VS Geraldine White , defendant, et al" was added to
a Motions Roster for 1/20/2026 at 2:30 PM

From Courtmail07_DoNotReply@sccourts.org <Courtmail07_DoNotReply@sccourts.org>
Date Thu 1/8/2026 10:31 AM

To  Susan Vogel <susan@laughlinandbowen.com>

Judge Wegmann's Beaufort County Special Circuit Court Motion Roster for January 20th, 2026. Roster
available at: https://publicindex.sccourts.org/beaufort/courtrosters

All hearings are IN PERSON but virtually recorded through our "Sealed Virtual Courtroom" on the Judicial
website.

The moving party is responsible for sending notice to ALL parties, including any pro se parties. Please e-
file all Affidavits, Memos, and all other suporting documents at least 48 hours PRIOR to the hearing.

Question, please contact Judge Wegmann's assistant, Heather McLeod, at hmcleod @bcgov.net.

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain
information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or
disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact
the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any attachments.
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 08 f%ﬁﬁuc i @@ﬁx E

S

A B e

fletails

egmann's sSpec oster 4)
Court Agency Beaufort County Common Pleas  |Judge Wegmann Roster id 1489 o
Roster Type Common Pleas Motion Hearings | Roster Begin Date 01/20/2026 Roster End Date 01/20/2026 /\\
Number of motions = 10
# |Date Time |[hr:mn |Description Filing Party Filed Date |Case Sub Type |Plaintiff Defendant Notes
Attorney Attorney
1 101/20/2026 10:00 0:30 Defs Notice of Motion | Planet Fitness 08/05/2025 (2025CP0701528 Person Anthony O'Neil Taylor Kathleen
AM and Partial Motion to Franchising Llc- Talania Brown VS Inj/Other 399 {Dore (843) 522- Goffer (570) 780-
Dismiss DEF Planet Fitness 8112 3833
Franchising Lic John Patrick Tumner
Norris (843) 714-
2518
2 [01/2072026 10:00 0:20 Motion To Amend Talania Brown-PLT {10/10/2025 [2025CP0701528 Person Anthony O'Neil Taylor Kathleen
AM Complaint Talania Brown VS Inj/Other 398 |Dore (843)522- Goffer (570) 780-
Planet Filness 2112 3833
Franchising Lic John Patrick Turner
Norris (843) 714-
25618
3 {01/20/2026 11:00 0:30 Motion To Quash Sub. |Bethany Snow 10/08/2025 |2024CP0700385 Motor Veh Thomas Blase David Cooper
AM And/Orin The Myers-PLT Bethany Snow Myers , |Accid 320 landoli (843) 982- |[Cleveland (843)
Alternative for Pro. Ord. plaintiff, et al VS 0100 577-2026
Elizabeth Anne James Ashley Kevin Duane
Thompson Twombley (843) Hackler (843) 224-
982-0100 5161
4 101/20/2026 11:00 0:30 Amend Motion To Tj Remodeling Lic- | 10/06/2025 [2025CP0701614 Breach of Charles Russ Keep |Payion Uﬁ
AM Amend The Complaint |PLT Ti Remodeling Lic VS  |Cont 140 it Hoover { B05-
Berman Property Group (843) 8426268  |6550 x2617
Lic , defendant, etal
5 |01/20/2028 11:00 Motion to Amend the Tj Remedeling Lic- {09/11/2025 (2025CP0701614 Breach of Charles Russ Keep |Payton Dwight
AM Complaint PLT Tj Remodeling Llc VS  [{Cont 140 1] Hoover (843) 805-
Berman Property Group (843) 8426268 6550 x2617
Llc , defendant, et al
6 [01/20/2026 11:00 0:15 Defs. Harvey & Batiey, I!tam And Battey {09/16/2025 [2025CP0701614 Breach of Charles Russ Keep {Payton Dx
AM P.A.'s Metion to Dismiss | Pa-DE T Remodeling Lic VS {Cont 140 i ggg
and Mem. In Berman Property Group {843) 8426268 6550 x2617
Llc , defendant, et al
7 101/20/2026 1:30 PM {0:15 Motion for Protection Janet Li-PLT 09/12/2025 |2023CP0702115 Real Lee Anne Walters |Robert V. Mathison
from Discovery Janet Li, plaintiff, et al |Prop/Other [(843) 379-0973 Jr.
VS Paul Heitmann 499 (843) 384-7115
Kylyn Nikole
Mondor (843) 524-
3109
J Samuel Scoville
(843) 524-3109
Mark Spencer
Simpson (843) 706
-8888
8 [01/20/2026 130PM [0:15 Motion for a Protective |Carl Tellier-OTH 09/11/2025 |2023CP0702115 Real Lee Anne Walters {Robert V. Mathison
Order Janet Li, plaintiff, et al {Prop/Other |{B843) 379-0973 Jr.
VS Paul Heitrmann 499 {843) 384-7115
._Nﬂuﬂ {843) 524-
3108
J Samusl Scoville
Mack Soomoet.
pencer
Simpson (843) 706
Page: 1

1/812026 11:20 AM
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Court Agency Beaufort County Common Pleas u@a Wegmann 1489 %
Roster Type Common Pleas Motion Hearings | Roster Begin Date 01/20/2026 300«!. m:n_ Date 01/20/2026
Number of motions = 10
# |Date Time |hrimn [Description Filing Party Filed Date |Case Sub Type |Plaintiff Defendant Notes
Attorney Attorney
: -8888
9 {01/20/2026 2:30PM {015 Amended Motion to Set | Geraldine White- 12/08/2025 |2018CP0700793 Person John R.C. Bowen |[Craig White (843)
Aside or Vacate Default |DEF Benny Hudson Seafood |Inj/Other 399 {{843) 689-5700 415-5543
Judgment for Corp VS Geraldine x230 Geraldine White
White , defendant, et al (843) 681-3847
10 {01/20/2026 2:30PM (0:15 Motion to Set Side Geraidine White-  [12/03/2025 |2018CP0700793 John R.C. Bowen Oguo (843)
Aside or Vacale DEF Benny Hudson Seafood 5—35!.@3 Agwg 41
Judgment, Sevice & Corp VS Ceraldine Geraldine White
Propos White . defendant, et al (843) 681-3947
Page: 2

1/8/2026 11:20 AM





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CASE NO. 2018-CP-07-00793

BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP
Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF HEARING

VS.

GERALDINE WHITE AND CRAIG
WHITE,

Defendants.

i e i

TO: DEFENDANT, GERALDINE WHITE:

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a hearing has been scheduled for Tuesday,
January 20, 2026 at 2:30 p.m. before The Honorable James J. Wegmann, Master in Equity and
Special Circuit Court Judge for Beaufort County on the following motions:

i Defendant, Geraldine White’s Motion to Set Aside or Vacate Default Judgment

2. Defendant, Geraldine White’s Amended Motion to Set Aside or Vacate Default
Judgment for Fraud upon the Court

The hearing will be held in person at the Beaufort County Courthouse, 102 Ribaut Road, 2"
Floor, Beaufort, SC 29902 and recorded through the “Sealed Virtual Courtroom”. Attached at
Exhibit A is a copy of the Courtmail Notification and Motion Roster.

LAUGHLIN AND BOWEN, P.C.

By: s/John R. C. Bowen
John R. C. Bowen, SC Bar No. 791
Attorneys for Plaintiff
P.O. Drawer 21119
Hilton Head Island, SC 29925]
(843) 689-5700
john(@laughlinandbowen.com

January 8, 2026

¥
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EXHIBIT # 1

ORDER OF JUDGMENT
DATED AUGUST 22, 2018

SIGNED BY JUDGE
MARVIN H DUKES, III

7 PAGES





Lo

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ; CASE NO. 2018-CP-07--00793
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP )
Plaintiff, ;
Vs. ; ORDER OF JUDGMENT
GERALDINE WHITE AND CRAIG ;
WHITE, )
Defendants. ;
)

This matter came before me on August 21, 2018 pursuant to the authority granted to me
to hold damages hearings and to hear and decide motions in civil Jjury matters by Order of The
Supreme Court of South Carolina dated December 20, 2017. Present at the hearing were John
R.C. Bowen, Esquire, the attorney 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, I 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;

1. On April 16, 2018, Plaintiffs brought this action against defendants Geraldine
White and Craig White alleging gross negligence on the part of the defendants resulting in the
sinking of the White's' boat at the plaintiff's commercial dock facility. The Complaint seeks

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

* According to the pleadings, the 35' boat is owned by Geraldine White and the Captain and
manager in contro! of the vessel was Cralg White who brought It to plaintiff=s dock.
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2 According to the well pled allegations of the Complaint, Craig White, the captain
and manager of the boat, contacted plaintiff’s President, Barbara Hudson, prior to Hurricane
Matthew and requested permission to bring the boat to plaintiff’s commercial dock. Hudson
uncquivocaily denied the request. Nevertheless, and while plaintiff’s representatives were away
from Hilton Head Island during the mandatory evacuation, Craig White brought the boat to the
dock where it sank during the storm. Thereafter, and continuing through today, the owner and
manager of the boat have failed and refused to mark or remove the wreck as required by law, and
have been grossly negligent in their failures. As a consequence, plaintiff has been denied the use
of the commercial dock and has lost earnings and incurred other damages.

3. Plaintiff served Geraldine White personally by delivery of the Summons and
Complaint to her at 141 Lamotte Dr. Hilton Head Island, SC on April 16, 2018. Defendant Craig
White was personally served by the Beaufort County Sheriff’s Office at 132 Squire Pope Road,
Hilton Head Island, SC on April 24, 2018. Affidavits of Service for each defendant are part of
the court’s file on this matter.

4. No answer was filed nor was any appearance made by counsel of behalf of either
defendant, and both Geraldine White and Craig White are in default.

- On May 30, 2018, the Plaintiff filed Affidavits of Default as well as a Motion
for Default Judgment. The Affidavits and Motion were served on the defendants on June 14,

2018 as further appears from 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 August 21, 2018 as evidenced by the Notice of
Hearing sent to the defendants on July 27, 2018, which notice is a part of the Court’s file.

7. On August 21, 2018, a hearing was held before me for the purpose of taking
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testimony on the damages. Appearing at the hearing were John R.C. Bowen, Esquire, counsel for
the plaintiff, as well as the plaintiff’s president, Barbara Hudson. 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 corporation, and
that she has been actively involved in its operation and management since approximately 1973,
She further testified that she had denied defendants’ request to place their thirty-five foot (35')
boat at her dock, and that while she was away from Hilton Head during the mandatory
evacuation for Hurricane Matthew, Mr. White brought the boat to plaintiff’s dock, and tied it to
the dock where it sank. She then testified that she had contacted Geraldine White and Craig
White on numerous occasions thereafter to demand that the boat be removed, however they had
made no effort to remove the wreck which was blocking her commercial dock and rendering it
inaccessible to other vessels.

9. Ms. Hudson introduced an estimate to remove the defendants’ boat from
ShoreShapers, Inc. of Charleston, SC in the amount of $25,000.00, and this exhibit was admitted
into evidence.? 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 earnings 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 the removal of two boats; however Hudson testified that if only
the White boat was removed, the cost would be $30,000.00.

3 She testified that this figure was derived from the average catch of 1,000 lbs per week
delivered to her dock by the average shrimp boat. Since her dock has been unavailable as of this date for
52 weeks of the 2016, 2017, and 2018 seasons, 52,000 Ibs. of product had to be purchased elsewhere at
a cost of 52.00 per pound more for a total loss of $104,000.00.
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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, 2016
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 for a total judgment of $201,723.27.

2. The Plaintiffs shall have judgment against and recover from defendants Geraldine
White and Craig White jointly and severally the sum of $201,723.27 plus interest at the legal rate

from the date hereof until the judgment is paid.

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

Beaufort, South Carolina

August , 2018

4145 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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FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF BEUFORT
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2018 CP-07-00793
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP GERALDINE WHITE
CRAIG WHITE
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
Attorney for : [X] Plaintiff ~ [_] Defendant
Submitted by: JOHN R. C. BOWEN, ESQUIRE or
[ Seif-Represented Litigant
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
O JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
X DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [ See Page 2 for additional information,
| ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ ] Other
O ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): ([ Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;

oo

[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [_] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (i 'CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[ Affirmed; [ Reversed; [ Remanded; [] Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ See attached order (formal order to follow) [] Statement of Judgment

by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

This order {X] ends [[] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX

Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or persomal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP GERALDINE WHITE & CRAIG WHITE $201,723.27
$
$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:
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The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details,

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

‘

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 attorney’s box on this day of 20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

John R. C. Bowen, Esquire

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

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing countles, the date of Entry of J udgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy
of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

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

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: Benny Hudson Seafood Corp VS Geraldine White |, defendant, et al
Case Number; 2018CP0700793

Type: Order/Judgment by Default and Form 4

So Ordered:

s/Marvin H. Dukes III #3069

Electronically signed on 2018-08-22 14:57:22 page 7 of 7
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EXHIBIT # 2

COMPLAINT FILED
BENNY HUDSON SEAFOOD CORP
DATED APRIL 16, 2018
REPRSENTED BY JOHN R C BOWEN

5 PAGES






