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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE PROBATE COURT.. -
) CASE NO. 2011ES0700659 =
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) T
= R
T s
— -~ i
IN THE MATTER OF ESTATE OF ) =y - T
WILLIAM SCOTT DAVIS, SR. ) ORDER F. o= =
) < =
PN

This matter comes before this Court on William Scott Davis, Jr.’s Motion to Vacate
Judgment of Probate Court for Fraud upon the Court (“Motion to Vacate™), dated August 7,
2015, filed with this Court on August 13, 2015.

It appearing to this Court that the matters set forth in the Motion to Vacate are res
Jjudicata under this Court’s Order of Judgment of October 17, 2013, which has been upheld on
appeal to the Circuit Court for the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, by Order of the Circuit Court
dated April 23, 2015, filed April 24, 2015. More thaﬁ three months have elapsed since entry g}f )
the Circuit Court’s Order, and this Court has received no notice of the filing with an appropriate
appellate court of any appeal from the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Court’s Judgment.'

Therefore, it is ORDERED that the Motion to Vacate be and is hereby DENIED.

//L/L —
Kenneth E. Fulp, Jr., Judge
Beaufort County Probate Court.

Beaufort, South Carolina

August / 7, 2015 '
T

' On August 13, 2015, together with the Motion to Vacate, this Court received from William Scott Davis, Jr. a
Notice of Motion to Stay 24™ April 2015 Judgment Pending Appeal, which appeared from its caption to be
addressed to the Beaufort County Court of Common Pleas, referencing Case No. 2013-CP-07-02792 (sic), and that
Notice of Motion has been forwarded to the Beaufort County Clerk of Court. However, such Notice of Motion did
not include any information or documentation of the filing with an appropriate appellate court of an appeal from the
Circuit Court judgment.
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This matter comes before this Court on William Scott Davis, Jr.’s Motion for Full
Disciosure, etc. (“Motion for Full Disclosure”), dated August 10, 2015, filed with this Court on
August 18, 2015.

It appearing to this Court that the matters set forth in the Motion for Full Disclosure are
res judicata under this Court’s Order of Judgment of October 17, 2013, which has been upheld
on appeal to the Circuit Court for the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, by Order of the Circuit Court
dated April 23, 2015, filed April 24, 2015. More than three months have elapsed since entry of
the Circuit Court’s Order, and this Court has received no notice of the filing with an appropriate
appellate court of any appeal from the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Court’s Judgment.'

Therefore, it is ORDERED that the Motion for Full Disclosure be and is hereby

DENIED.

/{/‘ —

Kenneth E. Fulp, Jr,, Judge
Beaufort County Probate Court

Beaufort, South Carolina

August /7,2015

'On August 13, 2015, this Court received from William Scott Davis, Jr. a Notice of Motion to Stay 24™ April 2015
Judgment Pending Appeal, which appeared from its caption to be addressed to the Beaufort County Court of
Common Pleas, referencing Case No. 2013-CP-07-02792 (sic), and that Notice of Motion has been forwarded to the
Beaufort County Clerk of Court. However, such Notice of Motion did not include any information or
documentation of the filing with an appropriate appellate court of an appeal from the Circuit Court judgment.
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COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) =g

IN THE MATTER OF ESTATE OF ) ORDER AWARDING FEE = &

WILLIAM SCOTT DAVIS, SR. )  TOGUARDIANAD LITEM i &
) <o

WHEREAS, by Order entered on October 31, 2011, this Court appointed H. Fred Kuhn,
Jr., Esquire, as guardian ad litem for William Scott Davis, Jr., who had commenced a formal
testacy proceeding herein, in forma pauperis, and appeared to be imprisoned in Virginia at that
time; Mr. Kuhn represented William Scott Davis, Jr.’s interests in the prosecution of said formal
proceeding, including discovery, trial on the merits, and appeal of this Court’s judgment to the
Circuit Court for the Fourteenth Circuit, and such representation as guardian ad litem was
continuous from Mr. Kuhn’s appointment until thirty days after affirmation of this Court’s
judgment by Order of the Circuit Court entered on April 24, 2015; Mr. Kuhn rendered highly
professional service and expended over 40 hours of time in discharging his duties as guardian ad
litem, accordingly to his verified affidavit filed herein; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Kuhn’s services as guardian ad litem, for a party who apparently was
unable to privately retain his own counsel, were necessary and beneficial to the orderly and
proper litigation of the aforementioned formal proceeding, and, in the interests of justice, Mr.
Kuhn should be awarded a reasonable fee for such services to be paid from the above-referenced
estate, in accordance with S.C. Code Ann. § 62-1-111,

NOW, THEREFORE, it is ORDERED that H. Fred Kuhn is awarded a fee of $2;500.00
for his services as guardian ad litem in the aforementioned formal proceeding, the fee to be paid

from the Estate of William Scott Davis, Sr., before distribution and settlement of the estate.

w’




AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

e .

Kenneth E. Fulp, Jr., Judge
Beaufort County Probate Court-

Beaufort, South Carolina

August! 7, 2015
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This matter comes before this Court on the following Motions of William Scott Davis, Jr.
(“Mr. Davis”™), all dated August 22, 2015, and filed with this Coﬁrt on September 8, 2015: Two
Motions to Stay this Court’s Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015, which Motions purport to give
Notice of Appeal of said Orders and request appointment of “Appellant Counsel”; and one
Motion seeking to compel H. Fred Kuhn, Jr., Esquire (“Mr. Kuhn”), former guardian ad litem for
Mr. Davis, to provide Mr. Dévis with copies of court records and possibly other documents.
(The three Motions are hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Current Motions.”)

This Court’s Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015 denied Motions filed by Mr. Davis on
August 13 and 18, 2015, respectively, because the matters set forth in both Motions were and are
res judicata under this Court’s Order of Judgment of October 17, 2013, which has been upheld
on appeal to the Circuit Court for the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, by Order of the Circuit Court
dated April 23, 2015, filed April 24, 2015. More than four months have elapsed since entry of
the Circuit Court’s Order, and this Court has received no notice of the filing with an’appropriate
appellate court of any appeal from the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Coul;i’s Judgment.'

Inasmuch as this Court’s Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015 did not agijudicate a formal

proceeding, but simply denied motions to stay, vacate, or grant other relief-with respect to the

' On August 13, 2015, this Court received from William Scott Davis, Jr. a Notice of Motion to Stay 24" April 2015
Judgment Pending Appeal, which appeared from its caption to be addressed to the Beaufort County Court of
Common Pleas, referencing Case No. 2013-CP-07-02792 (sic), and that Notice of Motion was forwarded to the
Beaufort County Clerk of Court. However, such Notice of Motion did not include any information or
documentation of the filing with an appropriate appellate court of an appeal from the Circuit Court judgment.

1
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Judgment which had been affirmed on appeal, there appears to be no legal basis for an appeal of
the Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015, and the purported Notice of Appeal contained in the
Current Motions is, therefore, ineffective.

A second Order entered by this Court on August 19, 2015 awarded a fee to Mr. Kuhn,
payable from the above-captioned estate, for his services as guardian ad litem for Mr. Davis in
the formal proceeding adjudicated by this Court’s Order of Judgment of October 17, 2013. The
guardian ad litem appointment was terminated thirty days after affirmation on appeal of said
Order of Judgment. 1t appears that Mr. Davis would have standing to challenge the Order for
payment of the guardian ad litem’s fee only if the aférementioned Order of Judgment had been
reversed on appeal, such that Mr. Davis continued to be an “interested person” with respect to
the estate, under S.C. Code Ann. § 62-1-201(23). However, as set forth above, the Order of
Judgment was affirmed by the Circuit Court on appeal, and it does not appear that an appeal has
properly been taken from the Circuit Court’s ruling. Consequently, Mr. Davis’ Current Motions
show no ground to stay enforcement of the Order awarding the guardian ad litem’s fee.

The requests made in the Current Motions for the appointment of appellate counsel for
Mr. Davis should be addressed, if at all, to the appropriate appellate court, if an appeal were
properly taken from the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Court’s Judgment of October 17,
2013. No formal proceeding with respect to the decedent’s estate is now pending in this Court,
nor did the Orders of August 17 and 19, 2013 adjudicate any formal proceeding, so there is no
basis for the appointment by this Court of an attorney for Mr. Davis at this time.

Similarly, the Current Motion to compel Mr. Kuhn to provide to Mr. Davis copies of
Court records or other documents should be addressed, if at all, to the appropriate appellate

court, if an appeal were properly taken from the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Court’s

2
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Judgment of October 17, 2013. No formal proceeding with respect to the decedent’s estate is
now pending in this Court, and there is no basis for this Court to order Mr. Kuhn to provide
documents to Mr. Davis.

For the foregoing reasons, it is ORDERED that the Current Motions be and are hereby

DENIED.

——

Kenneth E. Fulp, Jr., Judge
Beaufort County Probate Court

Beaufort, South Carolina

September /&, 2015
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This matter comes before this Court on a document submitted by William Scott Davis, Jr.
(“Mr. Davis™) entitled “Notice of Appeal,” dated September 5, 2015, captioned with the above-
referenced case name and number, and filed with this Court on September 14, 2015. The
document purports to give notice of appeal of “all judgments of 2015,” requests a “Stay of
Judgment” pending “appeal to the Circuit Court of Common Pleas, including this Court
[illegible] Order 3™ Sep [sic] 2015.” The document also appears to request this Court to forward
to Mr. Davis “Copy of Transcript” for purposes of appeal, and to order “Att Khn” [sic] --
presumably (based on prior filings by Mr. Davis) referring to attorney H. Fred Kuhn, Jr., former
guardian ad litem for Mr. Davis -- to furnish Mr. Davis with copies of an appeal brief and other
documentation.

This Court’s Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015, and September 3, 2015, denied Motions
filed by Mr. Davis on August 13 and 18, 2015, and Septémber 1; 2015, respectively, because the
matters set forth in those Motions were and are res Jjudicata under this Court’s Order of
Judgment of October 17, 2013, which has been upheld on appeal to the Circuit Court for the
Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, by Order of the Circuit Court dated April 23, 2015, filed April 24,

2015. More than four months have elapsed since entry of the Circuit Court’s Order, and this



Court has received no notice of the filing with an appropriate appellate court of any appeal from
the Circuit Court’s Order affirming this Court’s Judgment.'

On September 8, 2014, this Court received from Mr. Davis, inter alia, two Motions fo
Stay this Court’s above-mentioned Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015, which Motions purported
to give Notice of Appeal of said Orders. Thereafter, by Order of September 10, 2015, this Court
found that its-Orders of August 17 and 19,A 2015 did not adjudicate a-formal proceeding, but
simply denied motions to stay, vacate, or grant other relief with respect to the Judgment which
had been affirmed on appeal (and which does not appear to have been appealed further to an
appropriate appellate court), and that there did not appear to be any legal basis for an appeal of
the Orders of August 17 and 19, 2015. Accordingly, this Court’s Order of September 10, 2015
ruled, inter alia, that the purported Notice of Appeal contained in the Motions to Stay were
ineffective and denied those Motions.

For the same reasons, the purported Notice of Appeal of “all judgments of 2015,” first-
mentioned above, appears ineffective and, therefore, the relief requested in the Current Notice is

denied.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

—————

Kenneth E. Fulp, Jr., Judge
Beaufort County Probate Court

Beaufort, South Carolina

September /7,.2015

"On August 13, 2015, this Court received from William Scott Davis, Jr. a Notice of Motion to Stay 24" April 2015
Judgment Pending Appeal, which appeared from its caption to be addressed to the Beaufort County Court of
Common Pleas, referencing Case No. 2013-CP-07-02792 (sic), and that Notice of Motion was forwarded to the
Beaufort County Clerk of Court. However, such Notice of Motion did not include any information or
documentation of the filing with an appropriate appellate court of an appeal from the Circuit Court judgment.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT CASE NUMBER (ﬂ?yw
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS R
William Scott Davis Jr Dorothy Baines Davis
FEB 22 2016
0f Agpazis
PLAINTIFF(S) - DEFENDANT(S)
Attorney for: [_] Plaintiff [_] Defendant
Submitted by: [ ] Self-Represented Litigant

g

O
»
O
X

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.

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): [CJ Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);
O Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settléd); R [ othér: ~ — ) :

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 40(j) SCRCP; (] Bankruptcy;

[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or [ other:

modify arbitration award,
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

(] Affirmed; [ Reversed; [0 Remanded;  [X] Other: Motion to proceed-in forma g‘a’uper'is.DEN‘IEDf

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 personal 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)

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

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.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

CPFORMA4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 3/2013)
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2016-279-017— Oﬁ@@ﬁﬁ'
VED

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

\\\ JUDICIAL cmgtu FEB 2 22 2016

EQ“” 0f Appeals

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )
)
)
. . )
Dillica Sea Wauy & )
Plaintff ) MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT TO--
)
)
)
)

COUNTY OF  Reaifn e 'L

PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

D( \-\\ ?)c\m (\mmi )
Defendant. ) FILE NO. %/é—c/—cyy_@z@/

Vl/'! \ \"\-( A gu,\\ (\g\ U\ x\/ being duly sworn, state that | am the Plaintiff and that

i do not have the funds available to pay the costs of filing and service in the present:matter, 1

hereby request that the complaint be filed and service made without costs.

- Sworn to and Subscribed before me
thigﬁ_ ~ day of}"'ﬂ7 ,2

)
)
- ¢ y \ S5
i ) Signature of Plamtlff ore
-y

//‘71’ A cf)'ﬁ /A Person Filing Complaint on Behalf of
[17 = 1 7) inti

Plaintiff

My Commission expires
{ .~ ORDER

U] Leaveis granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the filing fee.

[J Leaveis granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the service cost.

%e is demed to proceed in forma gaupen
| L e :

Dated: %/L , 201((

ﬁw ,  South Carolina

The Court may assess costs against either par\fy at hearing.

NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF:

SCCA 405CP (10/10)



For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on , and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on’, to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

William Scott Davis Jr #101423 Peidmont Regional Jail Po
Box 388 Farmville, VA 23901 )

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

Lynn Geren - Staff

Court Reporter Jerri Ann Roseneau - Clerk of Court

--——- 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.

CPFORM4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 3/2013)
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\Lu'\ N dhe O \sanh by o Federal Medical Center

3301 Leestown Road
Lexmgion, KY 40511-8799

January 27, 2016

The Honorable W. Earl Britt
Senior United States District. Judge
‘Bastern District of North Carollna

- “Westeérn-Division - - - = — - - = -
P.0, Box 25670 '
Raleigh, NC 27611

RE: DAVIS, Jr., William
Scott

Case No. 5:14-cr- 00240-

R BR

Reg. No. 84944-083 ..

Dear Judge Britt: oo
?

In accordance with your court order, and pursuant to the ‘
provisions of Title 18, United States Code, Section- 4241, .a mental ¢
health evaluation of William Scott Davis, Jr. has been completed. ;n
the opinion of our evaluating clinician, Mr. Davis-is nodt presently
competent to stand trial. It is the opinion of our evaluator that if., .
he is committed for treatment under the provisions of Title 18, '

_United States Code, Section 4241(d), there is a. substantial Qe
probability he would attain the capacity to permlt a trial to proceed !
;n the foreseeable future. Enclosed is a report containing this ... .-/
opinion. Additional copies are included for distribution to the
appropriate attorneys. ’ ‘

If I can be of further assistance to the court in'this’matter,
‘please contact me or the evaluating clinician, Dr. Betsy Campbell at
(859) 255-6812.

wm’ﬁv Abp&\‘\m (Loeu;\'{:‘\'\ e QQ’\A  Sincerely,
G 0 Yo f*(’-(vb\f\\vw\ oy Celwmv L

ew, Sdin. RAEMETTER e ——
A‘(Q)r Mppect®

z;(L\Q | “ﬁfftj; ‘

Francisco J. Quintana
Warden
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLL . JUDGMENTIN CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT o
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2013 CP-07-02729
WILLIAMS SCOTT DAVIS JR. .
05 APR 24 51
L ]‘FF(S) ‘\NH R pi g 23 ALY T . - : _ .
PLAINI 5 AUFORT coiﬂﬁfr GRNDANTE) b G
, - CLERK 1" “iR010Attorney for : [] Plamuff D Defendam
Submitted by: BEAUFORT COUNTY MASTER IN EQUITY or
[ Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by j jury. The issues
have been tned and a verdict rendered.

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.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK-REASONY: [} Rule 12(0), SCRCP; { JRuie 41(),— . .
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [] Other .
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [} Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [_] Bankruptcy;

[(] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or. modify

arbitration award; [_] Other

X DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
X 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) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court: ’

00RO

THIS CAME BEFORE ME AUGUST 25, 2014 ON THE APPEAL OF WILLIAM SCOTT
DAVIS JR., FILED OCTOBER 28, 2013. AFTER HEARING FROM BOTH PARTIES |
HEREBY DENY THE APPEAL AND AFFIRM THE PROBATE ORDER.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ends [_] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal 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)

$

$

$

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

Sl

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011) - 4 Page 1 of 2
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The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes conceming the amounts contained in this

form may be addreséed by way of n”  n pursuant {d the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Am~ ‘s to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not avaiy. . at the timé the form and final order are submittec  ae judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and res 1A should yefer to the official court order for judgment details.
W 3069 WYY =

Circuit Court Judge r7ry / Judge Code Date

For 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:

FRED H. KUHN JR. STEPHEN E. CATER

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)
CLERK GF COURT

Court Reporter: n/a

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011) ’ Page 2 of 2
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STATE OF SOUFHEARGERIA, | ) : _
et Fo ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF /Ne/ [rroerter—) |
) |4 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
WO v m e AL D ¥ )
Plaintiff ) MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT TO
) PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
VS. ) . :
) "%
(Don“\ Dalnes (Onae ) =

Defendant. ) FILE NO, f;l CYE- ¢¢-0 7 O 124

‘.')

1, U\)\\\\LW] %\L‘Du L )( being duly sworn, state that | am the Plaintiffér} that ‘::

hereby request that the complaint be filed and service made without costs.

Sworn to and Subscribed before me

this | $Ftay of Ve pi~. 2 2019
17 | :

)
)
| | )
== ik e e ; VI A=
)

M\South Carolina . ( Sighature of Plaintiff or

Person Filing Complaint on Behalf of
My Commission expires i@“l A’ - Plaintiff

ORDER

U Leave is granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the filing fee.
U Leave is granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the service cost.
m/ Leave is denied to proceed in forma pauperis.

Dated: Q’;ﬁ ., 2015
T&M » South Carolina
M |

NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF:  The Court may assess costs against either party at hearing.

SCCA 405CP (10/10) °
Wilkia Seets Ony vv Apeed 2\ Beo\l cordlion
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF _ Reci fore k )
) CASENO.: 2633 -CP- ©07-0O7) 29
. )
WA Litm Heo \-\~T) Abls O ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
VS, )
. )
Dorerhy @ aiac Davd )
‘ Defendant. )
Plaintiff’s Attorney: Pxim 6% — Defendant’s Attorney: - - =
M Tveil Kuha )7, BarNo. '@(\«;crl.-\\ %) A\\em , Bar No
Address: - Address:
_isel /(/Or \*\n 3"\‘V(LL xa&\u&d\ 3 2444 e
I Phone: _B4D - §7 4 - Sy Fax Phone: Fax
E-mail: Other: E-mail: Other:

[ JMOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and III)
[ JrorM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)
[ JPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and IiI)

SECTION I: Hearing Information

Nature of Motion: i’m \,/, Mebiiy o r qun(_uk ! m/(.i Seadi
Estimated Time Needed: ' Court Reporter Needed: DYES/D NO

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

EK)Vritten motion attached
[JForm Motion/Order A :
I'hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order.

Willew - b Doy pw g—7¢~15 .20

Signature of Attorney for [ ] Plaintiff /(] Defendant Date submitted

SECTION III: Motion Fee

%}AID - AMOUNT: §
EXEMPT: [[] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
(check reason) [_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect
%digem Status [ State Agency v. Indigent Party
O Sexually Violent Predator Act  [_] Post-Conviction Relief
(] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy
] Motion for Publication [_] Motion for Execution (Rule A9, SCRCP}
] Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions
Name of Court Reporter:
[] Other:

JUDGE’S SECTION
[} Motion Fee 1o be paid upon filing of the attached | JUDGE CODE

order.

[:l Other: Date: . , 20
CLERK'’S VERIFICATION
Collected by: Date Filed: , 20

(] MOTION FEE COLLECTED: $

[ JCONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE: §

SCCA 233 (11/2003)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) A |"(’ [ALs
) IN THE COURT OF &
COUNTY OF )
B ‘ ) JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Wil etk Oavy Y ) ,
Plaintiff ) MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT TO
) PROCEED IN FO ’iut,_l’i AVPERILS
vs. ) . 'é" .Y E@
)
by Do ) FEB 22 2016
Defendant. ) FILENO. dAS-so2yg), . .
\%Cwmmpe Is
L A0Mn Scay Oy D being duly sworn, state that I am the Plaintiff and that

I do not have the funds available to pay the costs of filing and service in the present matter. |

hereby request that the complaint be filed and service made without costs,

: QVbeh 1{) and Subscribedsbefore me . )
3 \«_ this " ] ,-"iay of ,2 0/5 )
_f“_, ] - 3 - _ )
Y 22N ) <

)

)

. AL I— W e, Yoy SBa A
Signature of PlaintifT or

= —Notary Public & %o Wﬁ .
A EUTEN N NF & e[ Te— Person Filing Complaint on Behalf of

= e My Com*n. alon expires - 20 — ] // //7 Plaintiff

'}- ~ o
Tl

LR

ORDER

L] Leave is granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the filing fee.
O] Leaveis granted to proceed in forma pauperis without payment of the service cost.

L] Leave is denied to proceed in forma pauperis.

Dated: , 2

JUDGE/CLERK OF COURT
,  South Carolina

NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF:  The Court may assess costs against either party at hearing.

SCCA 405CP (10/10)
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