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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA    TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD 


COUNTY OF GEORGETOWN    CASE NO.:2026-CP-22-00424 
                                     
** TRANSCRIPTION OF DIGITAL COURTROOM **                           


--------------------------------------------------- 


            August 13, 2026 


   BEFORE:  The Honorable Benjamin Culbertson  


-------------------------------------------------- 


MOHAMAD HAISAM KODAIMATI, 


Plaintiff,  
 
vs. 
 
ERIC JAMES ADAMCZYK, 
 
Defendant. 
 
-------------------------------------------------- 


 


APPEARANCES: 


 
 
      Mohamad Haisam Kodaimati, Esq.                      
         Appearing Pro se. 
 
 
 
     
 
 
 
 
Recorded by:  Digital Courtroom 


Transcriber:  Natalie Dahl, RPR 
              SC Official Court Reporter  
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(TRANSCRIPT NOTE:  This transcript was prepared 
from audio captured using the courtroom's OWL 
recording system.  The source recording contains 
numerous instances of poor audio quality, resulting 
in portions of the proceedings that could not be 
reliably discerned or transcribed.  These instances 
are identified throughout the transcript as 
"inaudible" and reflect limitations of the source 
recording rather than omissions in the 
transcription process or error from transcriber.) 
                                                                                        


          P R O C E E D I N G S 


THE COURT:  Next one is 2026-CP-22-00424.  I


don't have a caption.  It just says -- oh, here it


is.  Mohamad K-O-D-A-I-M-A-T-I versus Eric


Adamczyk.  


Please state for the record your name and who


you represent.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Good morning, Your Honor.  My


name is Mohamad Haisam Kodaimati.


THE COURT:  All right.  This is -- this is --


it's a motion to expedite a ruling on


reconsideration.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Yes.


THE COURT:  All right.  Let me hear from you.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Yes.  Your Honor, my motion


to expedite asks the Court to rule on my motion to


reconsider, which has been pending for over nine


weeks.  The South Carolina Court of Appeals issued


Hudson dismissal on July 2nd, 2026 for the express
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purpose of allowing this Court to issue a final


ruling on that motion.  I respectfully ask the


Court to rule on the motion to reconsider today.  


And since filing that motion, I received a


certified copy of the June 4th hearing.  I


received it on July 29th.  There was a delay


because the transcription company got a.m. and p.m.


mixed up.


After comparing -- Your Honor, after


comparing the transcript to the Form 4 judgment


signed by the Court on the same day, June 4th, I


have identified seven contradictions between what


the Court said on record, and what the Court wrote


in the written judgment, Form 4.  I will walk


through each one briefly.


First, the phantom dismissal.  At Page 4 of


the transcript -- I gave the clerk earlier a copy


of it in case you didn't have it -- the Court asked


the clerk, but there is no -- I'm quoting, "But


there is no circuit court order dismissing the


appeal?"  The clerk answered, "No."  Yet, the Form


4 dismisses my motions due to the dismissal of this


appeal.  The dismissal that the Court just admitted


does not exist.


If I'm sounding -- pardon me, Your Honor, I


 1


 2


 3


 4


 5


 6


 7


 8


 9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25







     5


have an ear infection, so I don't hear myself well


on the right side.


Second, the revived bond ground, on Page 5.


After I cited Section 27-40-800(b) and (c), which


is for the undertaking, the Court abandoned the


bond argument and shifted to questioning April and


May rent.  Yet, the Form 4 dismisses for, quote,


failure to post accessory bond, providing a writ,


in writing, a ground the Court retreated from oral.  


Third, the absent statute.  I cited Section


27-40-800(b) and (c) at Pages 5, 8 and 12 of the


transcript.  The statute declares the tenant


underwriting sufficient to stay execution.  The


Form 4 does not mention the statute, the


undertaking, or the word "sufficient" anywhere.


The controlling statute is completely absent from


the written judgment.


Fourth, no disposition of appeal.  The Form 4


does not -- Form 4 does not check any disposition


box, not "affirmed," not "reversed," not


"remanded," not "other."  The appeal was never


disposed of my judicial order.  Yet, the Form 4


dismisses motions based on the dismissal of this


appeal.


Fifth, the clerk's admission of
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unconstitutional custom.  On Page 3, the Court


asked, quote, "Is there an order of dismissal?"


The clerk answered, "It is a letter."  The Court


confirmed that it is a letter from the magistrate.


The Court then asked, "but there is no court order


dismissing the appeal?"  I'm quoting.  "But there


is no circuit court order dismissing the appeal?"


The clerk responded by admission, "No.  We usually


just use the magistrate" -- there is a little vague


language in the transcript -- "we usually just use


the letter," as the clerk admitted on the record


that the clerk's office has a practice of using


magistrate letters instead of circuit court orders


to dismiss the appeals, which the Court questioned,


actually.


The Form 4 fabricates a bond failure


narrative to conceal that the transcript proves --


to conceal what the transcript proves.  The appeal


was destroyed by clerk acting on a magistrate's


letter without any judicial order, and the Court


questioned that again, more than once in the


transcript.


One minute after the letter arrived, which


was on the 28th of April at 4:09 p.m., it was


docketed, the letter from magistrate, which had no
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date on.  It's in the file.  I can hand you a copy


of it, if you need it.  One minute after that, then


the clerk actually dismissed the appeal, but this


was -- okay.  Hold on a second, please.


One minute after the letter arrived, when


zero dollars were due under the statute.  At that


moment, when the appeal was dismissed, there was no


money due under the undertaking.  The first payment


was due May 1st.  That is about three days before


that.


Then, number six, so the whole thing was


fabricated just on that time.  Number six, the


deliberate omission of magistrate.  At Page 4, the


Court itself called it the magistrate bond, Page 4,


set by the magistrate who had lost jurisdiction.


He was diversed -- divested completely from all


jurisdiction in this court, because the magistrate


has no jurisdiction here, set by magistrate who had


just lost jurisdiction when I filed my appeal on


April 24th.  I filed on the 24th.  The clerk


dismissed it based on the magistrate letter on the


28th.  And there was no payment due at either


time.


The Form 4 drops the word "magistrate," and


calls it an accessory bond, concealing that the
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court -- that the circuit court judgment is based


entirely on a lower court judge's extrajudicial


letter, which is illegal because that's


interference.  Magistrate had no business in this


court.


Number seven, the last one, and the most


critically, the bond amount confusion.  The


magistrate letter, which is on record, states


$7,500 plainly right in the center of it.  The full


judgment amount as a cash bond, which was a


judgment amount they wanted as a cash bond, that


figure, $7,500, never appears in the transcript as


a bond amount, not from the Court, not from the


clerk, not from anyone.  


Instead, at Page 8, I stated my tenant


undertaking offered $600, which was the rent based


on the lease -- offered $600 per month, the


statutory amount, which is -- that is the


(inaudible) fee.  The undertaking form is copied


from the statute, actually.  It's exact.


At Page 10, the Court said he set the bond of


$600 a month -- no, he didn't -- attributing my


undertaking to the magistrate.  The magistrate


never set $600 bond.  The magistrate denied the


$7,500, the full value of the judgment be entered.
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The Court confused my statutory undertaking with


the magistrate's $7,500 cash bond demand.  The Form


4 says accessory bond without specifying which


amount, because the Court did not know which one it


was talking about.


Your Honor, the Form 4 creates a narrative


that the appeal was properly dismissed for failure


to post a bond.  The transcript proves the appeal


was destroyed by clerk using a magistrate letter


without any judicial order one minute after the


letter arrived with zero dollars were due.  There


was no money due at all under the undertaking for


the bond.  It was due three days later.


And the bond the Form 4 refers to was either


the magistrate void $7,500 demand, or my $600.  The


Court confused the two.  Either way, the written


judgment does not reflect what occurred on the


record.


During the void eviction, Your Honor -- I


mean, they came in and they gave me verbal no


trespass on some different address.  Then they


arrested me a month later on another address.  So,


Your Honor, regardless of how the Court rules on my


motion to reconsider, the eviction execution was


unlawful.  I'm, therefore, filing this motion for
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return of property and declaration of void


execution with (inaudible) today.


Your Honor, at the time of the appeal, the


appeal -- I filed the appeal on April 24th, and


Your Honor issued a judgment on June 4th, last


time I was here.  Between April 24th and


June 4th, the appeal was active, and my eviction


happened a few days after.  It happened on April


29th, the forceful eviction happened then.


During this entire time, until June 4th, the


appeal was a mistake because it was perfected at


the time.


At this point, I'm prepared to address the


motion to reconsider, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  I thought that is what you have


been talking about, is the motion to reconsider?  


MR. KODAIMATI:  No.  I mean, if you want to


go -- we filed the motion to reconsider immediately


after the fourth --


THE COURT:  I mean, that's what you have been


arguing, is your motion to reconsider.


MR. KODAIMATI:  No.  That was a motion --


just what I was arguing here is what happened --


THE COURT:  Let me hear you on your motion to


reconsider.  Let me hear from you on that.
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MR. KODAIMATI:  I understand.  The


reconsideration, Your Honor, was -- if you have the


form in there, you can follow with it.  It was --


this was -- what I was describing was a description


of what Your Honor said in the court, in the


transcript.  Unfortunately, I just got the


transcript on the 29th of July; otherwise, I


would have approached it sooner -- I mean last week


-- two weeks ago.


This entire case started from one pitfall to


another, broke the law, there was no five-day


notice.  Here is also proof, which they filed two


days before we were here --


THE COURT:  Sir, I need to tell you.  Do you


know what a motion to reconsider is?


MR. KODAIMATI:  Yes, I do.


THE COURT:  What do you think it is?


MR. KODAIMATI:  No -- I want you to


reconsider your judgment.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Reconsider it based upon


the arguments that you made at the --


MR. KODAIMATI:  Can I continue?


THE COURT:  Let me -- okay.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Your Honor, the judgment


itself, I was never notified.  The envelope was
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returned by the post office because they fabricated


-- they sent the notice for me to go to the court


to the (inaudible).  They hid it for a month, then


gave it to the post office.  So it says "return,


unfound."  So I was never notified.  And the


magistrate filed it on June 2nd, two days --


filed it in this court, on the roster, with a bunch


of papers.  So I was never notified of the court.


I didn't have any due process.  My constitutional


right to appear and be heard was violated.


Violation from -- from the first day.  There was no


five-day notice, like cure or leave or something.


Then -- even though I appeared twice at the


magistrate, and I served an answer to the


complaint, and I demanded a jury trial.  I did all


of that.  They fabricated an address, which is not


mine, sent it, and then this came back, according


to the magistrate, on May 8th, after I got


evicted.  The letter they sent me, and they stamped


it "returned."


So because this case had violated my


constitutional right and several steps, no due


process of any kind, no right to be heard, nothing.


And they knew that.  And then the magistrate hid


this for a month before putting it on the docket.
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They filed it in the court, and they scanned the


whole folder.  They scanned.  And this is actually


from the magistrate folder right there.  He scanned


it into this court.


So this entire -- the eviction was forceful.


There was a forged writ.  The deputy forged the


writ.  And I have a video if you like to see how he


forged.  He admitted forging the writ on record.


He said, Well, I collected the address.  He was


trying to execute it at a different address.  So he


said, No, I'm correcting it.  And then he fled.  He


pulled it from my hand and fled.  He said, I'll go


to the judge.  Because I told him, I confronted


him, I said, You are breaking the law.  You did a


forgery by a sheriff.  He said, I'll be back.  He


never came back.  That was the 27th, 48 hours


before the eviction.


They prepared -- they brought (inaudible)


with them.  They came in.  No notice.  Barged in,


basically.  Get out or we arrest you.  And it was a


hostile -- extremely hostile, unlawful eviction.


And even though at that time the appeal was


perfected, appeal perfected with the undertaking


due three days later, starting.  And, in fact, the


appeal would become -- would kill the appeal, if
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you don't pay after five days after the due date.  


So I had, technically, until May 6th to


make first payment, which was $600.  So they


evicted me on the 29th, in the morning.  


So, I mean, I could start counting how many


-- how many -- areas of broken laws.  I mean, the


sheriff himself -- would you like to see the video?


It's clear.  I confronted him.  On the video, I


said, "Record it too, I'm recording."  He knew


that.  And he pulled it -- he took the writ and


wiped it out, 1692, and put 1746 right on there.


And there was another deputy with him, and he ran


away when I confronted him.  He basically -- he ran


away, only to come back 48 hours later with bunch


of sheriff, Lieutenant Jackson and three other


guys, the four of them, with two big trucks, came


and towed my motorhome, my half-a-million-dollar


motorhome, basically.  


So they came and threw me out by force.  No


24-hour notice.  Nothing.  Just basically forceful


eviction.  Then, a month later they arrested me for


trespassing when I was trying to serve a document


to the landlord, even though he gave me -- he said


no trespassing at 1746 when they evicted me.  He


said don't come back in here, or we arrest you.  I
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said, Okay.  I went to his house, another address,


to serve, and the sheriff came and arrested me.


Spent three days in jail over trespass charge


because I was serving the court paper -- actually


one of the court's papers.


So this is my motion to reconsider, Your


Honor.  And I believe they don't have a leg to


stand on.  And even -- but the last time you were


not really given the opportunity.  I'm going to be


fair to you and the court and everybody, you were


not given the opportunity to even look at these


motions or the reconsideration, or any of this.


The whole thing was based on magistrate, John Love,


letter, which admitted under the transcript I gave


-- you can see it.  Read it.  They basically use


this transcript, $7,500, if you don't pay it, we'll


continue with this.  


The clerk cannot -- cannot issue the circuit


court judge -- you said yourself, There was no


judicial order?  There is -- no judge issued an


order for dismissal of the appeal.  And you


questioned that.  You questioned that twice, and on


the record.  I read it to you earlier.  


So I'm basing it on what you said, Your


Honor, this entire thing.  This whole -- this whole
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thing should be set aside, dismissed.  This is all


invalid.  


He even gave him the judgment -- they were


asking for $3,000.  He gave them 7,500, maximum he


can, even though that is illegal.  In a default


judgment when the other party is not there, the


statute says clearly the maximum you can give is


what they ask.  You can't give them above and


beyond what they ask.  These are all statutes


broken, a dozen statutes got broken in this same


case.  It's ironic.  It's really amazing,


absolutely amazing.  I've -- I've -- people have


told me this, they have never seen a


landlord/tenant case that has so many violations


from day one.


There was no notice.  And, by the way, even


the magistrate record when they went to court


without me, I took the transcript, and he asked the


landlord, Did you give him a five-day notice?  He


said, No.  He still let it go.  He still moved on


and gave him a judgment 250 percent more than what


he asked.


So there is, obviously, a problem there.  And


I'm not going to blame or accuse anybody.  I'm


talking about the facts only.
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I can't remember everything at this time,


because I don't sleep much because I've been


sleeping in my car, Your Honor.  They took my


motorhome for the past three months -- more than


three-months, three-and-a-half months now.  I've


been homeless.  And extreme prejudice I've


experienced with this case.


Either way, I need the motion to return my


property.  It is -- either way you rule, I filed it


earlier this morning.  I think the clerk gave you a


copy of it or should put a copy of it in there.


Either way, I want a ruling on that, if you can, to


return my motorhome.  Because, regardless, there


was -- the appeal was intact on June 4th, and my


eviction happened more than a month before that, on


April 29th.  So the appeal was in effect when I


was evicted, Your Honor, which voids everything.


Thank you, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  All right.  All right.  I'm going


to deny your motion to reconsider.  I've looked


back, and it seems pretty clear to me.  You had an


appeal, you failed to post the bond, the bond


results in the automatic dismissal of the appeal.


So I will stay by my prior ruling.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Your Honor, may I say
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something?


THE COURT:  You already argued your case.


Thank you.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Are you going to dismiss the


-- both?


THE COURT:  The order is just going to say


that your motion to reconsider is denied.


MR. KODAIMATI:  And how about the other one,


the reconsider?  Because there are two of them.


THE COURT:  Yeah.  All of your motions to


reconsider are denied.  


MR. KODAIMATI:  Okay.  Now, how about my


motion to get my property back?


THE COURT:  I have not seen that.  It's not


on my roster.  It's not in front of me.


THE CLERK:  Sir, I can't put it on the roster


because this was already published.  You just filed


it.


MR. KODAIMATI:  I understand.


THE COURT:  Yes.  It will be put on a roster


in the order that it was filed.  Every time -- I


mean, we've got motions being filed every day from


attorneys all across the State.  And when they file


them, it goes on a roster.  And when yours reaches


the top, it will be scheduled for a hearing.
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MR. KODAIMATI:  I appreciate you tolerating


procedure, Your Honor.  I know it's hard for you.  


So the two -- the motion to reconsider and


the expedite motion to reconsider, you are going to


dismiss?


THE COURT:  I've just dismissed those.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Both of them.  Okay.  So what


is remaining is basically the one I filed today,


the motion to get my motorhome back, that's it?


THE COURT:  I don't know.


MR. KODAIMATI:  Okay.  I understand.  She


just said.  


Thank you, Your Honor.  I appreciate your


time.


THE COURT:  Thank you. 


(Whereupon the hearing concluded.)
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