COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

FORM 4 0
STATE. OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE ’7&
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2011 CP-32-01109 /¢'

_Adele ). Pope _Glaria P. Carley, et al.

PLAINTIFE(S) ' DEFENDANT(S)

Attorney for : (] Plaintiff ] Defendent
Submitted by: COURT or

[ Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT, This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issucs
have heen tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to wial or hearing before the court.
The issues have heen tried or heard and a decision rendered.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ Rulc 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); (] Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (X Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptey;
[ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacatc or modify
arbitration award; [] Other

D DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT ({CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[ Affirmed; [J Roversed; ) Remanded; [] Other

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

IT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [] See attached order (formal order to follow) < Statement of Judgment
by the Court: Defendant'’s Motioﬁ for Summary Judgment is DENIED. Reviewlng the factors outlined in
Rule 1.5, RPC, Rule 407, SCACR, the court finds that the fee agreement is neither unreasonable nor
unconscionable. Although Plaintiff may not have devoted significant time and labor to the matter, and
she was not precluded from other employment, Plaintiff nevertheless was instrumental in finalizing the
settlement in question. Furthermore, this Is a contingency fee arrangement that is typical of probate
cases. The fee only provides for compensation of one-third (1/3) of the amount above the settlement
Defendant negotiated without advice of counsel. Finally, Plaintiff is a certified specialist in estate and
probate law, and had a longstanding relatlonship with Defendant. The fact that Defendant wa'i"@dviseﬁ.\
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by her son, wha is a licensed attorney, also militates against a finding that the agreementis
unconsclonable. Therefore, Plaintiff is entitled to the fees earned under the agreement, .Accorgingly, i
Piaintiffs Motion to for Summary Judgment and her Motion to Strike Defendant's unconscionability U}‘

defense are GRANTED. . y 'i et
ORDER INFORMATION ‘ L. O
This order [] ends [X] does not end the-case. o)

Additional Information fur the Clerk «

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects titke ta real or personal property or if any amouot
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in onc of the boxes below.
Judgment in Favor of | Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrollcd
(List name(s) below) - (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

$
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If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

— ..

The judgment information above hus been provided by the submitting parly. Disputes conceming the amounts contained in this
form may be ad ed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil I'rtncedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or addition:

clerk. Nof

¢ availablc a1 the time the form and final order are suhmitted to the judge may be provided to the
earchers should refer to the official court arder for judgment details.

2159 _2/13/2013
Circuft Court Judge Judge Code Date
For Clerk of Court Office Usc Only :

i
-~y of 20— and a copy muilcd (irst class or

placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this22 day of 420 Q _to atiorneys of record or
to partics (when appearing pro se) as follows:

This judgment was entered on the

Adam f?;ﬁvemail CoClK AEL~ Stephan\c N/ Weissenstein 5 ﬂf’f‘iy
_ 7/ Dessa Balj§rd WL kAl
- David W/ Siddons
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT
Court Reportcr: Margaret Woods
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
Adele J. Pope,
Plaintiff;,
Vs.
Gloria P. Corley, and
Samuel M. Corley, individually
And as Trustee of the M. L. Corley

Marital Trust,

Defendant.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Case No. 2011-CP-32-01109

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Beth Cogan, an employee with Ballard Watson Weissenstein, do hereby certify that on

March 11, 2014, I served a copy of Notice of Appeal in the above-captioned case on the

following individual(s) by placing the same in United States Mail, with sufficient first-class

postage affixed, addressed as follows:

Mr. Adam T. Silvernail, Esquire
Law Office of Adam T. Silvernail, LLC
PO Box 1898
Columbia SC 29202 1898

Charlie ‘Bru’ McDonald Pender, Esquire
2001 Assembly Street, Suite 201
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Beth Carrigg
Lexington County Clerk of Court
205 East Main Street
Lexington, South Carolina 29072

fm Lt

Beth Cogan, Paralege'ﬂ

March 11, 2014
West Columbia, South Carolina




