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INTRODUCTION

This is a partition action involving jointly owned property in Lee County, which
includes a note and mortgage, three parcels of real property (Britton Farm, a fertilizer
plant, and a 32-acre tract), and a vast quantify of personal property consisting of vintage
automobiles along with parts and tools in the buildings/sheds on the 32 acres. The
property is jointly owned by members of the family of the late C. Wofford Josey,
Wofford gave the property to his sons, Stanley and Cecil, as tenants in common with
equal shares. Cecil is now deceased and his 50% is held by the Josey Family Trust
which holds 46% and his four children: Cecil L. Josey, Jr., Spencer Josey, Courtney
Gamble, and Elizabeth Ann Geddings, with 1 % each. (Collectively referred to as
“Cecil’s Heirs™). Cecil L. Josey, Jr. (known and referred to as "Rainey”) initiated this
action by petitioning for partition.

The Special Referee ordered partition in kind and gave Stanley the note and
mortgage, Britton Farm, the Fertilizer Plant, all the antique cars and a portion of the parts
and tools while Cecil’s Heirs received the 32 acres and the rest of the parts and tools.
The Special Referee gave Stanley 180 days to remove his personal property from the 32
acres, but due to hostility between the parties and harassment by Stanley, the Special
Referee limited Stanley’s access and required him to give advance notice of when he
would be on the 32 acres. The Order includes the specific prohibition that: “Stanley
shall not enter the property except on those dates and times designated for removal of the
items of personal property.” [APP. 48; Amended Order, p. 6.]

Stanley filed a notice of appeal with the Court of Appeals and made a motion in

the trial court for a stay pending appeal. Rainey Josey also made a motion in the trial



court to amend the order, seeking to further limit Stanley’s access to the 32 acres because
he had been causing trouble, but he was not even removing any of the personal property
item. The Special Referee denied both motions, but in his order, he did clarify the intent
of his partition order: “The only purpose for this Defendant, Stanley D. Josey, to enter
upon the 32 acres was for the removal of personal property awarded to him. His access
to this property awarded to the remaining properties should be limited to such removal of
personal property. ... (I)ntent of the Order was for Mr. Stanley Josey to have the right to
remove items of personal property as designated at specific times and the only purpose
for him going on the 32 acres subject to this partition suit was for the removal of his
personal property awarded him pursuant to the above referenced Orders.” [APP. 77;
Order, filed March 31, 2012, pp. 2-3.]

This matter is currently before the Court on Stanley’s Petition for a Writ of
Supersedeas seeking this Court’s permission to leave his personal property in the
buildings on the 32 acres and to allow him daily access to that property during the
pendency of this appeal. These Respondents respectfully request that the Court deny the
petition because, as the Special Referee could well see, the record shows a history and
pattern of behavior by Stanley that ranges from physical assault and destruction of
property to harassment and intimidation. If Stanley wants his property, he needs to get it
and go, but there is no good reason that Cecil’s Heirs should have to endure his constant
daily presence on the 32 acres.

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
As required by S.C. Code Ann. § 15-61-25, Rainey gave all the Defendants

notice, pursuant to, of their right of first refusal to purchase the interests in the property
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in his compla.int. [APP. 1; Complaint.] By his answer, Stanley asked the Court to
equitably divide the personal property and the Britton Farms and the Fertilizer Plant, but
he invoked his right of first refusal and gave notice that he wanted to purchase the 32
acres. [APP. 8; Answer and Counterclaim, filed October 20,2010.] By counterclaim,
Stanley also sought a declaratory and injunctive relief giving him an easement for ingress
-and egress to the 32 acres over an asphalt driveway on Rainey’s home.'

The Trust and Spencer, Courtney, and Elizabeth Ann (hereinafter, “the Trust
Defendants”™), also gave notice that they were invoking their right of first refusal to
purchase the 32 acres ({18). [APP. 27; Answer & Reply, filed March 8, 2011.]

The matter was referred to the Honorable Haigh Porter, as Special Referee, who
conducted a trial on the merits, and thereafter, issued his ordering partition in kind of all
the property. The Special Referee declined to grant any of the non-petitioning parties the
right to purchase, determined that a public sale would create chaos, and held that the
assets could be divided fairly and equitably. As noted above, the Special Referee gave
Stanley the note and mortgage, Britton Farm, the Fertilizer Plant, all the eight vintage
automobiles and a specified portion of the parts and tools, and he gave Cecil’s Heirs the
32 acres and the rest of the parts and tools. [APP. 30; Order, filed July 7, 2011.}

The Special Referee gave Stanley 180 days to remove his personal property from
the 32 acres and provided specific requirements regarding the logistics of the removai,
including: “Stanley shall not enter the property except on those dates and times

designated for removal of the items of personal property.” [APP. 35; Order, p. 6.}

! Stanley later filed an amended answer, counterclaim and cross-claim, asserting
additional causes of action for false imprisonment, malicious prosecution, and abuse of
process founded on allegations that the Plaintiff and Co-Defendants had filed warrants
against him for malicious injury to property and trespass. [APP. 15.]
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On July 14,2011, Stanley served a Rule 59 motion for a new trial, and on July
19, 2011, he filed an “Addendum” to supplement his Rule 59 motion. [APP. 39, 41;
Motion, Addendum] The Special Referee denied the motion, and issued an amended
order that restated his findings and conclusion virtually verbatim with no substantive
changes other than the consequence that Stanley’s 180-day removal period restarted.
|APP. 43; Amended Order, filed August 9, 2011.]

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Family History and Property Acquisitions

When Wofford Josey died on November 4, 1998, he left considerable properties
to his sons, Cecil and Stanley, including the properties at issue in this partition action:

1. Note and Mortgage due Josey Marital Trust with outstanding principal
and accumulated payments with an appraised value of $19,376;

2. Britton Farm consisting of 30 acres of wooded upland in southeast Lee
County appraised at $38,0007;

3. A fertilizer plant consisting of 4.6 acres on Harris Street in Bishopville
appraised at $30,000°;

4, 32.98 acres appraised at $65,960 (82,000 per acre) with nine (9)
buildings/sheds separately appraised at $61,000%; |

5. Vintage Automobiles, including’

2[APP. 383; Plaintiff’s Ex. 1.] These valuations are not challenged by Stanley on appeal.
[APP. 400; Plaintiff's Ex. 2.]
‘[APP. 406; Plaintiff’s Ex. 3.] The plant is not currently operational.

> Stanley he does not challenge the valuations on appeal.




a 1922 Velie appraised at $20,000,
a 1926 Essix appraised at $2,500
a 1966 Ford appraised at $1,500,
a 1924 Nash appraised at $2,500,
a 1919 Model T. Truck appraised at $2,500,
a 1960 MGA appraised at $2,5000,
a 1928 Studebaker appraised at $2,500, and
a 1922 Jewett appraised at $3,500; and
6. Parts and Tools appraised at $45,900.° [See APP. 51; Plaintiff’s Ex. 30,
attached to Order.]
Cecil had given his 50% share to a trust he created (“Josey Family Trust”); his four
children — Rainey, Spencer, Elizabeth Ann, and Courtney are the beneficiaries. [APP.
125; Tr. 47.] The Trust has conveyed 1% to each of the four children. [APP. 125; Tr.
47.]
The Special Referee stated that “[t]he real bone of contention is whether the 32.8
acre parcel should be partitioned, allotted or sold.” [APP. 32; Order, p. 3.] The 32
acres, which is located in Lee County on Elliott Highway, abuts a parcel of 8.4 acres,
which is personally owned by Rainey Josey as his residencé. This parcel had been part

of a larger parcel that Stanley and Cecil inherited from Wofford, but Stanley and the

® Rainey and Spencer prepared the appraisal of the parts and tools. [APP. 49; Plaintif_f‘s
Ex. 28.] Stanley did not introduce any appraisals to challenge the valuations; and he
does not challenge the valuations on appeal.



Trust sold it to Rainey in 20017. [APP. 108-09; Tr. 29-30.] The 32 acres also abuts a
tract of 3.5 acres that Wofford gave to Cecil in 1994, where Cecil raised his children and
where their mother live. Cecil deeded this tract to the Josey Family Trust in 2001. [APP.
105-06, 111, 129; Tr. 27-28, 32, 51.]

As identified in the appraisal, the nine (9) buildings and sheds on the 32 acres
consist of: 40 x 80 woodsided shed/enclosure with a tin roof; 26 x 41 covered shed with
a tin roof; 36 x 41 enclosed with a shed; 27 x 60 workshop with concrete floor and
aluminum roof; 21 x 101 car storage with 10 door metal frame; 40 x 60 workshop with
steel frame; 32 x 90 enclosed with rear shed CCB/Wood; 36x 60 Hoover building; and a
two-story cabin 2150+ square feet. [APP. 406; Plaintiff’s Ex. 3.] In addition to the
jointly-owned vintage automobiles listed above, the nine buildings contain year’s worth
of car parts and equipment. Rainey and Spencer compiled a list of various big items
(valued at more than $500) and grouped other items based on type and location. [APP.
49; Plaintiff’s Ex. 28.] Upon visiting the property and viewing the buildings, the Special
Referee reported that he was “awestruck” by the great quantity and the magnitude of any
attempt to appraise them by item.®

There was also a family partnership, Stoney Run Farms, which Wofford had
created, and while that partnership is not part of the partition action, certain facts

regarding those properties and the dissolution of the partnership are relevant to Stanley’s

7 Wofford bought the property in 1954 and built a home several years later which Stanley
and Cecil called home until they were grown and gone. [APP. 214; Tr. 136.]

¥ The parties also stored their own personal property in the buildings on the 32 acres. For
example, each of these Respondents has their own vintage automobiles stored there.
[See App. 50; Plaintiff’s Ex. 29 — listing personal items.}



claims of unfaimess. The partners were Wofford, his sons Stanley and Cecil, and his
grandchildren/Cecil’s four children.” [APP. 102; Tr. 24.] In 2010, the Stoney Run
partnership was dissolved and the assets wefe distributed. As part of that dissolution,
Stanley received 181 acres, which abuts his home'® along with @ 1000 acres of
farmland, timberland, and bottomland. [APP. 117-22; Tr. 38-43.]

Stanley claims that the 32 acres “is the base of the Josey family’s farming
operation.” [Petition, p. 2.] However, the record will show that Wofford Josey had
stopped farming long before his death, and simply rented land to others who actually
farmed. Stanley avers in his affidavit that he operates a 1,500 acre farm and he needs to
store his heavy farming equipment in the building and sheds, and complains that he is
having to store his equipment on his own property exposed to the weather. However,
according to Stanley’ own trial testimony, had not worked on the farm since many years
ago and he retired 13 years ago when his father Wofford died, and he has been living off
the income he receives from renting the farmland. [APP. 221, 303-06; Tr. 143, 225-28.]

Family Dissension and Escalation to Physical Assault, Injury to Property and Law
Enforcement Involvement

The troubles between Stanley and Cecil’s heir started in 2006 over the fact that
Stanley would not help with the upkeep on the jointly owned properties. [APP. 141-42;
Tr. 63-64.] For the next several years, they went about getting the properties appraised

and trying to divide the properties. Then in 2009, things took an ugly turn when Stanley

®Stanley does not have any children.

' Wofford deeded the land to Stanley for his home on the same day he deeded the 3.5
acres to Cecil. [APP. 220; Tr.142]




and his wife trespassed into Rainey’s office on his privately owned land and Stanley
assaulted Rainey.!' [APP. 145; Tr. 67.]

The problems continued into 2010, with Stanley turning on radios at the cabin at
full volume and leaving them on day and night. Although Stanley claims that his
purpose was to scare the squirrels away,12 the noise was a big problem to Rainey and
their mother because the cabin was so close to Rainey’s house (90 yards) and their
mother’s house (60 yards). Whatever his motivation, Stanley’s actions showed
complete lack of respect for Cecil’s family right to live in peace and quiet. At first,
Rainey would unplug the radios, but Stanley would come right back and plug them in, so
Rainey finally just turned the electricity to the cabin off. [APP. 154-56; Tr. 76-78.]

Another problem was the fact that Stanley started trespassing on Rainey’s
property to use the asphalt driveway."> The paved portion of the driveway runs from the
road to Rainey’s carport and then becomes a little dirt road that goes over to the cabin on
the 32 acres. [APP. 216; Tr. 138.] When the troubles escalated, Stanley began driving
fast up and down his driveway so Rainey issued a no trespassing notice to Stanley to stay
off his land and the tract owned by the Trust where their mother lives. [APP. 216; Tr.
79-80, Plaintiff’s Ex. 26.]

Stanley claims that he retained an easement across that driveway when he sold

the property to Rainey in 2001: I didn’t think when Rainey bought that property that

' Stanley and his wife both admitted in their trial testimony that Stanley grabbed Rainey
by the collar. [APP. 299, 340-41; Tr. 221:23-25; 262-63.]

12 TAPP. 266-69; Tr. 188-191.]

13 prior to the troubles, Stanley mostly had been using the north access to the buildings
on a dirt road shared with their neighbor.13 [APP. 214-17; Tr. 136-39.]




that easement would go away. I thought once an easement, always an easement is the
way | thought things worked. Just because you buy a piece of property where a man’s
been going up and down it for fifty (50) years, that doesn’t cut him off from going in and
‘out of it.” [APP. 286-87, 325; Tr. 208:20 — 209:1; Tr. 247:1-14.]. Although Stanley
asserted a counterclaim to determine his right to an easement over the driveway, he had
not pursued the issue on appeal.

Because his home abuts the 32 acres, Rainey and his family suffered most from
Stanley behavior. For example, even after Rainey issued the no trespass notice, Stanley
would drive his truck right up to the property line at night and just shine his headlights at
the house, which disturbed Rainey’s children sleeping. [APP. 159-60; Tr. 81-82.] Then,
in August 2010, Stanley disassembled part of the children’s tree house and destroyed
azaleas in Rainey’s own yard, and Rainey called the police and had Stanley charged with
malicious injury to personal property and trespassing. [APP. 161-62; Tr. 83-84.] At
one point, Rainey recorded Stanley yelling profanity, cussing and threatening, and a Lee
‘County Magistrate who issued a mutual restraining order.'* [APP. 183, 202-03; Tr. 105,
124-25.]

However, these Defendants were also affected by Stanley’s harassment. For
example, Stanley would park his boat or stack materials in the buildings purposefully to
block access by the other co-owners. [APP. 164-65; Tr. 86-87.] Stanley also trespassed

on property held by the Josey Family Trust."” Their mother, who lives on Trust property,

YA previous effort to obtain a restraining order had been denied because Rainey did not
have sufficient evidence. [APP. 182, 201-02; Tr. 104, 123-24.]

1> A courtesy summons was issued to Stanley for trespassing (to hunt) in October 2010."
[APP. 163; Tr. 85.]




testified to an incident in the summer of 2010 when Stanley had a fit of temper and was
raising and shaking what appeared to be pipe; while Stanley was not trespassing, she was
afraid for her safety and Rainey’s family safety.'® [APP. 243-44; Tr. 165-66.] Spencer
and Courtney each testified how they also have been affected. Courtney no longer uses
the cabin for family outings, as she once did, because she wants to avoid the trouble.
[APP. 350; Tr. 272.] Spencer has an antique automobile that he is working on, and
Stanley has dismantled some of the parts and scattered them around in different
buildings. [APP. 365-68; Tr. 287-290.]

The Record Clerk from the Lee County Sheriff’s office testified that they had
eight (8) incident reports of calls to the property in one year (4/30/10 — 4/10/11). [APP.
413, 272; Plaintiff’s Ex. 4 — Incident Reports; Tr. 194.]

Continuing Post-trial Harassment by Stanley

Stanley’s harassment continued after the trial. During the 180 days following
entry of the order directing him to remove his personal property from the 32 acres,
Stanley’s attorney notified Rainey’s attorney that Stanley would be on the property for
days and weeks at a time: July 20-22, July 27-29, August 3-6, August 9-12, August 16-
19, August 23-26, August 30-31, all of September 2011. [APP. 62; Affidavit of Rainey
Josey, Ex. 2 — attorney letters.] However, Stanley removed very little if any of his
property. Instead, Stanley was recorded making lewd, obscene and vulgar gestures
towards the security cameras installed by Spencer. In addition, Stanley tried to claim the

right to use the cabin for day and weeks at a time in the fall and winter of 2011 for his

'6 Stanley admitted that he was frustrated that Rainey was taking a picture/video of him,
and took a rubber hose and beat on a metal table in one of the buildings. [APP. 299; Tr.
221.]
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exclusive use, even though the order only gave him access to the 32 acres for the sole
purpose of removing his personal property. [APP. 75; Affidavit of Spencer Josey, dated
October 10, 2011; Tr. 249.]

When the Special Referee denied Stanley’s request for a stay, he made it very
clear that Stanley was only allowed on the 32 acres for the sole purpose of removing his
property during that 180-day period. However, Stanley’s harassment did not end.

The attached affidavit of Rainey Josey shows that in November 2011, frightened
Rainey’ children with his shouting & cursing and the Sheriff’s Department was called to
the property yet ggain. [Ex. A; Affidavit of Rainey Josey.] Stanley has not returned to
the 32 acres since November 2011.

Stanley did ask to retrieve his boat (which was never part of the joint property),'’
and an arrangement was made, through the attorneys, for Rainey to pull the boat out of
the shed and park it on the north access road adjacent to the asphalt driveway where
Stanley retrieved it. Thereafter, Stanley has made repeated requests through counsel for
access to return his boat to the 32 acres; however, Rainey has refused to allow Stanley to
use the 32 acres as his personal boat storage. [Ex. A; Affidavit of Rainey Josey.]

DISCUSSION
Rule 241(a), SCACR

As a general rule, the filing of the Notice of Appeal would automatically stay the

order on appeal. Rule 241(a), SCACR. However, the Special Referee’s order falls

within exceptions to the general rule found in Rule 241(b), namely, the division and

'7 Stanley’s boat had been stored at his home until this disagreement started. Then,
sometime in 2010, he began parking it on the 32 acres adjacent to Rainey’s house. [Ex.
A; Affidavit of Rainey Josey.]
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delivery of the cars and parts/tools falls with the exception in Rule 241(b)(2), and the
division of the parcels of real property falls within the exception in Rule 241(b)(4). : In
addition, the restriction on Stanley access to the 32 acres is in the nature of an injunction
or restraining order that falls within the exception of Rule 241(b)(8).

Rule 241(c)(2) provides that when presented with a petition for a supersedeas, the
Court should consider whether such an order is “necessary to preserve jurisdiction of the
appeal or to prevent a contested issue from becoming moot “ In this appeal, Stanley does
not challenge the Special Referee’s decision to award him Britton Farms and the
Fertilizer Plant or the personal property he was awarded; rather, Stanley is challenging
the award of 32 acres to Cecil’s Heirs. He wants to buy the 32 acres with the nine
buildings or have it divided so that he can maintain his personal property in some, if not
all, of the buildings.

At this point, the Respondents have not moved to compel Stanley to remove his
property. However, they have not allowed him on the property since the 180 days
expired. In this petition, Stanley is asking the Court to allow him to leave his property on
the 32 acres and he is also asking for regular/daily access (30 hours per week between 7
am-7pm) to his personal property on the 32 acres during the pendency of this appeal.

These Respondents respectfully submit that the type of order that Stanley Josey is
seeking is not necessary to preserve jurisdiction of the appeal or to prevent a contested
issue from becoming moot. Stanley’s complaints about the he cannot afford to move and
store his property and his insistence that he needs access to maintain his cars and store

his farm equipment do not affect jurisdiction or threaten to moot any issue raised on
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appeal. On the other hand, Stanley’s past conduct proves that he should not be allowed
such regular access to the 32 acres.
A. The Issues Not Preserved for Appeal

First, the Respondents would point out that Stanley has not raised any issue on
appeal challenging the Special Referee’s ruling and order restricting his use of the 32
acres or the timetable for removal of his property. Second, Respondents maintain that
Stanley has not preservéd his challenge to the unfairness of giving him part of the
personal property and making him move it and store it elsewhere. The merits of this
issue are fully presented in the Respondents’ Initial Brief, which is submitted herewith;
however, for the purposes of this Return, Respondents would ask the Court to note that
Stanley did not offer any evidentiary basis for his argument about his moving and storage
expenses and he did not ask the Special Referee to make any adjustment in the division
to factor in his expenses. |

The Court will see that Stanley’s argument of “unfa/irness” at trial was he is
entitled to, and deserves, the 32 acres, or at least half of it, because he is the sole
surviving son [App. 292-93, 294, 317-18; Tr. 214:24 — 215:7; Tr.216:3-12; Tr. 239:25 -
240:11.] The Court will also see that that Stanley did not raise any issue in his Rule 59
motion about the fairness of the partition or about his moving and storage expenses.
And, while Stanley did attempt to raise the issue of his expenses during his oral argument
at the motion hearing, it was untimely and lacked any evidentiary basis because Stanley

never proffered even an estimate of his anticipated expenses.. [APP. 443; 8.2.11 Tr. 11.]



B. Stanley Does Not Need Access to the 32 Acres.

Stanley avers his in Affidavit submitted with his Petition that he needs access to
the 32 acres during the pendency of this appeal because his antique cars need
preventative maintenance. Specifically, he avers that he needs to check and maintain the
air pressure in the tires and polish the metal components on the cars at least weekly, and
that he needs to have regular/daily access (30 hours per week between 7 am-7pm).
However, Stanley’s current “urgent” need to take care of his cars and the amount of time
he supposed needs (30 hours a week between 7am -7pm) is rebutted by the evidence.

The evidence at trial shows that Stanley went almost a year without having access
to the buildings and his antique cars. (App. 279; Tr. 201.) Since trial, Stanley has not
been on the 32 acres since November 2011, and although the Special Referee issued his
order denying him a stay in March 2012, he has waited for five month to file the Petition
before the Court. During the post-trial time period in which Stanley had been granted
180 days of access to remove his personal property, surveillance showed that he rarely
spent more than an hour. For example, in July 2011, Stanley was on the property from
Wednesday 7/20 to Friday 7/22, and Wednesday 7/27 — Friday 7/29 for periods of 15
minutes, 20 minutes, 30 minutes, 45 minutes. Another example is during September
2011, when Stanley was on the property everyday from Monday 9/12 to Sunday 9/18 for
periods of 40 minutes, 3 minutes, 1 hour, 15 minutes, 33 minutes, 3 minutes, 4 minutes.
(App. 62; Affidavit of Rainey Josey, Ex. 2.) These examples tend to show that Stanley
does not need access to the 32 acres for 30 hours a week, and the amounts of time tend to

dispute the believably that Stanley was actually working on his antique cars during his
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daily visits. Rather, they tend to show that Stanley was using his court-granted access
just to harass the Respondents.

Stanley also complains that his boat is being damaged because Rainey will not let
him return it to storage in one of the buildings. Howe.ver, the evidence from Rainey
Josey’s affidavit establishes that Stanley historically had stored his boat at his own home,
and he did not even begin storing his boat in one of the buildings on the 32 acres until the
family dissension escalated in 2010.

C. Stanley’s Ability to Pay his Moving and Storage Expenses

Stanley claims that moving his property will require “substantial expenditure”
and that he has no ability to store the property, and he claims that “he cannot afford to
move it from the only place it has ever been stored.” (Petition, p. 4.) However, Stanley’s
claims regarding the expenses are unsubstantiated and his claim that he cannot afford to
pay those expenses is contradicted in the record a trial and as supplemented with this
Return.

The evidence adduced at trial shows that Stanley is a man of considerable assets.
Stanley has received $87,000 in property in this partition by the award to him of the note
and moftgage, Britton Farm, and the Fertilizer Plant. In addition he has the home his
father gave him, the property he received when the Stoney Run Farms family partnership
was dissolved. As evidenced by the title search submitted herewith and attached as
Exhibit B, the County land and tax records show that land Wofford gave Stanley in is
valued for tax purposes (2011) at $117,680. In addition, the properties he received from
the Stoney Run Farms dissolution are valued (as of 2011) collectively at $1,615,295, all

of which is debt free.
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Finally, Stanley’s claim that he lacks the financial resources to move and store
his personal property is rebutted by his own testimony at the trial that he had arranged to
obtain $3.4 million overnight when he wanted to buy Cecil’s children out of Stoney Run
and all the joint property. [APP.277; Tr. 199:18-23]

D.  The History of Stanley’s Disruptive and Harassing Conduct

While Stanley has claimed that he can live peaceably with the Respondents and
he has promised that will “strictly abide” by any terms of access set by the Court, the
evidence of record proves, as the Special Referee found it “pretty obvious” that the
parties do not get along, and it is not in their best interest to own this property together or
adjacent to each other. [APP. 184; Tr. 106:21-23; Tr. 304:8-12.] The undisputed
evidence shows that the Sheriff’s Department has been called out to Rainey’s property on
nine occasions and Stanley is facing criminal charges for malicious injury to property
and trespassing.

The Special Referee anticipated there would be problems during Stanley’s
removal of his personal property and he urged the parties “to keep cool heads and remain
civil.” [APP. 48; Amended Order, p. 5.] However, Stanley ignored his advice, which
the Respondent submit show that allowing Stanley access to the 32 acres for 30 hours a
week will inevitably lead to more problems.

E. The Driveway on Rainey’s Property

As described above that there are two access points to the 32 acres, an asphalt
driveway across Rainey’s land and a dirt Road shared with the neighbor. The Special
Referee directed that Stanley was to use the dirt road when removing his personal

property, and now Stanley is asking this Court to let him use Rainey’s driveway to access
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the 32 acres during the pendency of this appeal, arguing that: “There is no principled
reason why Stanley should be barred from continuing such use during the pendency of
this appeal.” [Petition, p. 7.] The primary legal reason that Stanley should not be given
access to the driveway is because the driveway is on Rainey’s land, and Stanley did not
retain any legal easement to continue to use it after he sold his Y interest to Rainey in
2001. The other, equally important reason, is that Stanley has used that driveway to
harass Rainey’s family. Further, there is no evidence that Stanley could not use the dirt
road, if necessary, to access the 32 acres. While the dirt road is partially owned by a
neighbor, Stanley testified that the Josey family has been using it for years and he has not
offered any evidence that the neighbor has made any effort to keep him off or restrict his
use of that road in recent time. [APP. 302-03; Tr. 224-25.]
CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, the Respondents respectfully request that
this Court deny the Petition for Supersedeas. In the alternative, if the Court determines
that Stanley Josey should be allowed access to the 32 acres pending appeal, Respondent
would request that the matter be referred back to the Special Referee to determine the

specific terms and conditions of any such access.

Respectfully submitted,

Daniel W. Stacy, Jr.

Oxner & Stacy, P.A.

90 Wall Street, Unit B

Pawleys Island, SC 29585

(843) 235-6747 // 843-235-6650 FAX
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separate Appendix were served on Appellant and co-Respondent Cecil L. Josey, Jr. by
depositing said copy in the U.S. Mail, with sufficient first class postage, addressed to his
Counsel of Record of as listed below:

John S. Nichols

Blake A. Hewitt

Bluestein, Nichols, Thompson &Delgado, LLC
P. O. Box 7965

Columbia, SC 29202

Patrick M. Killen
28 N. Main Street
Sumter, SC 29150

S. Bryan Doby
Jennings & Jennings
P.O. Box 106

Bishopville, SC 29010 i §

Deborah H. S
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EXHIBIT A




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Cecil L. Josey, Jr.
Respondent

AFFIDAVIT OF CECIL L.
JOSEY, JR.

versus

Stanley D. Josey, Courtney Gamble
Spencer Josey, Elizabeth Ann
Geddings, Cecil L. Josey, Jr. as
Trustee of the Josey Family Trust,

Defendants.
Of whom Stanley D. Josey is the,
Appellant,
And Courtney Gamble, Spencer Josey,
Elizabeth Ann Geddings, and Cecil

L. Josey, Jr., as Trustee of the
Josey Family Trust are,

M e e e M N n e M e e e e e e e e et e et e

Respondents.

PERSONALLY appeared before me, Cecil 1. Josey, Jr., who
being duly sworn, deposes and says: that to my knowledge, the
last time Stanley Josey was present on the property adjacent to
my home unsupervised was on Monday, November 7, 2011. That on
November 7, 2011, my children, ages 9, 12 and 14, had the day
off from school and were at our home while my wife and I were at
work. I received a call at work from my 14 year old daughter
who was upset and told me that she had been outside by herself

when Stanley Josey parked his truck on the 32 acres



approximately 30 yards from my property and he began shouting &
cursing in the direction of my home. My daughter became so
frightened she locked herself in the house with her two brotheré
and then called me. I instructed my daughter to get the
restraining order out, and I told her that I would call the
police immediately. I called the Sheriff’s Department and they
sent out a deputy to my home on November 7, 2011, but Stanley
had already left before I got homg and before the Deputy
arrived. (See attached incident report). Affiant further
states that upon information and belief, that shortly after the
incident on November 7, 2011, my attorney spoke with Stanley
Josey’s attorney, Blake Hewitt, about Stanley’s out of control
behavior; and thereafter Stanley has not been back on the 32
acres unsupervised.

Affiant would further state that his father, Cecil Josey,
' and his grandfather, Wofford Josey, quit farming in about 1973
and began cash renting most of the land at that time. To the
best of my recollection, by 1973, Stanley had already left the
farming operation and gone to work for an outside employer.
When my father quit farming, he began an antique car restoration
business, and a few years later Stanley came to work for my

father. Stanley worked for my father until my father died in

2001.




Affiant would further state that to his knowledge, Stanley
Josey does not actively farm anything more than wildlife food
plots for hunting and a garden. He does cash rent about 577
acres of cropland to a farmer/producer, M. T. Simpson Farms.

The farm equipment, owned by Stanley which has been stored on
the 32 acres is more than 30 years old and has historically been
stored outside, not inside any buildings.

Affiant states that to the best of his knowledge, Stanley’s
boat was always stored at his home until this disagreement began
toward the later part of 2008. Then, sometime in 2010, Stanley
began parking it on the 32 acres adjacent to my home. At one
point he stored it in building 7, Cecil’s main shop. He then
- began storing his boat in building 6, the farm shop,
intentionally blocking access to my personal farm equipment I
had stored in this building. In the spring of 2012, Stanley
asked to come get his bocat. By communication between our
attorneys, I agreed to pull the boat out of the shed and park it
on the north access road adjacent to the driveway to my home at
a specific time. I, along with another individual, moved the
boat at the designated time, and Stanley picked it up a few
minutes later. Stanley has, through his attorney, asked to
return the boat to the 32 acre property, however, we have

refused.



The current location and status of all the antique cars are
just as they have been for the last few years. They are all in
reasonably safe buildings. Some of Stanley’s cars are stored in
the same buildings with my cars, my brother’s cars and my two
sister’s cars.

By tax records and by personal observation, Stanley has 2
storage facilities located around his home as shown on the
attached aerial depiction. The building to the southwest of his
home has been in place for an extended period of time. The
building directly north of his home was built in 2010 and
according to the building permit, was constructed as a pole

storage building.

SWORN to before me this 26T

Day oﬁfieptemﬁifm\3012

NOTARY PU C FOR 8C
My Commission expires
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AGENCY 1.D. INCIDENT REPORT CASE NUMBER NCIC
) L A . ‘ ma. |enTo.
$C0310000 Lee County Sheriff Department 11-03-0089
UNTTS | TYPEVICTIM
INCIDENT TYPE COMPLETED | FORCED ENTRY PREMISE TYPE ENTERED | I incividual
. 20(Residence/Home) O Busincss
- lo; [ Financial ins
1. 13C - INTIMIDATION B YES OO NOJ 00 YES O NO 8
2 o ves O no| O YES O No 'Dwﬁ’ubﬂc
- D Other
e 0 ves g no| O.ves o wo 8‘,3:{:2:1,’",,
5 INCIDENT LOCATION (SUBDIVISION, APARTMENT AND NUMBER, STREET NAME AND RUMBER) I zipcooe WEAPON TYPE.
u>_, 3542 ELLIOTT HWY, BISHOPVILLE, SC 29010-
INGIDENTDATE | 24 HR.CLOCK | TO DATE 28 KR CLOCK —SSPATCHDATEMME4HR. QLOCK. ] LOGATION NO.
. TE & TIME - TIME ARRIVED (EP&Y. TWME -
03/21/2011 19:15 . 03/21/2011 20:55 03/21/2011 20:55 21:27 - 21:50
COMPLAINANT'S NANE (LAST, FIRST, MIDOLE) RELATIONSHSP TO SUBJECT | RESIDENT |RACE| SEX | AGE ETH. HOME PHONE EMPLOYER PHONE
SAME AS VICTIM """ [usou ° 0
"I ADDRESS oty STATE ZIP CODE LOCATION NO.
VICTIM'S NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE) R IONSHIP TO SUBJECT | RESIDENT [RACE] SEX | AGE ETH. HOME PHONE G; EMPLOYER PHONE
JOSEY, SHAND WINGFIELD T i® 1® |‘@sov|ulrF 40 | N |(803) 453-5837 2| H
‘_. HEIGHT WEIGHT “HAIR EYES FAGIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULIARTIES, ECT,
Sl sor | 130
E ADDRESS ary STATE P CODE LOCATION NO.
G| 3542 ELLIOTT HWY LYNCHBURG sC 29080-
> | visisLEINJURY VicT. 3 O YES No [ EXPLAN- COMPLAINT OF NON-VISIBLE INJURiES: [] YES Ml wo
VIGTIM (NO. 1) USING: ALconoL. [Jves no [ unxk Il . DRuGS: D ves o O unx B TYPE: i
TWOMANVEH. [1  ONEMANVEH. [J  DETECTIVESPLASMT. [J oTieR O [ atone O assisteo O * J - This Jurisdiction S — State O - Out of State U ~ Unknown
BB SUSPECT | NAME, (LAST, AIRST, HIDOLE) RACE] SEX | AGE ETM. | DATE OF BIRTH | HEIGHT | WEIGHT HARR EYES
{0 runaway | JOSEY, STANLEY WIiM 59 | N [05/22/1951] 6'01" | 198 | BRO - Bro
g O wantep FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATTOOS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULIARTIES, ECT. ' .
slo -
8 i ADDRESS ary STATE| &P CODE LOCATION NO.
3|9 “*7 | 5108 ELLIOTT HWY. LYNCHBURG sC | 29080- |
,?, 0 san SUBJECT (NO. 1)USING: ALCOMOL LJ YES mO [ unx Bl | ARRESTED NEAR OFFENSE scene [ vEs No BB "~ DATEMME OF OFFENSE DATE/TIME OF ARREST
1 suMKONS prucs: CJvés no 1 unx Wl TOTAL # ARRESTED 0 " 0312112011 19:15
R/O RESPONDED TO INCIDENT LOCATION IN REFERENCE TO SUSPECT STANLEY JOSEY LURKING IN THE AREA OF
VICTIM/COMPLAINANT SHAND JOSEY'S RESIDENCE. MR JOSEY WAS GONE FROM THE AREA PRIOR TO R/O'S
ARRIVAL. MRS JOSEY DID HAVE IN HER POSSESSION A COPY OF CONDITIONS ISSUED BY A LEE COUNTY
MAGISTRATE THAT WAS ADDED TO A PENDING COURTESY SUMMONS. THE CONDITIONS PERTAINED TO ANY
DIRECT/INDIRECT CONTACT WITH HER OR HER IMMEDIATE FAMILY BY STANLEY JOSEY (SEE ATTACEED).
Y| coMPLaINANT WAS VISIBLY DISTURBED AT THE TIME R/O MADE CONTACT WITH HER AT HER RESIDENCE. MRS
‘_ A v
é JOSEY STATED THAT AT APPROXIMATELY 1915 HRS STANLEY JOSEY ARRIVED AT A CABIN ON THE PROPERTY. SHE
% STATED THAT AT APPROXIMATELY 1950 HRS SHE NOTICED A DIESEL TRUCK ACROSS THE POND IDLING WITH NO
g -

LIGHTS ON. SHE STATED THAT AT APPROXIMATELY 2006 HRS SHE BEGAN TO FEAR FOR HER SAFETY AND DECIDED

TO CALL HER HUSBAND WHO WAS AWAY FROM THE RESIDENCE AT THE TIME. MRS JOSEY STATED SHE BECAME

AFRAID TO THE POINT WHERE SHE TURNED bFF ALL THE INTERIOR AND EXTERIOR LIGHTS TO THE RESIDENCE

BECAUSE SHE FELT HE GOULD PROBALY SEE HER FROM HIS VANTAGE POINT. AT APPROXIMATELY 2025 HRS MR

FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION
0 ves xo B

JURISDICTION OF THEFT " JURISVCTION OF RECOVERY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY LAW ENFORCEBENT AGENCY
_{ rvee @roum) I I ’ TOTAL VALUE
o + »
(B orouen SThLK e [HiRRSs1ERT
> | bAuAGED
E -BURNED ya ‘f o/
% RECOVERED {b/o‘g ~{120
! sexep
a
COUNTERFEIT
w SUBJECT {DENTIFIED SUBJECT LOCATED B rcmve O 7 [ EX-CLEAR UNDER 18
é R no O O ves no B [J UNFOUNDED 3 EX-CLEAR 18 AND OVER
é REASON FOR EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANGE: 1. [J OFFENDER DEATH 2. [ nO PROSECUTION 3.0 EX Tion & O JUVEMILE -NO CUSTODY"
1= [ REPORTING OFFICER(S) DATE Ndl‘tgm |- - AFVICOVING OFFICER” " DATE e
m Y .
Z 14255 - Lt Fletcher L. Wiiliams 03/21/2011 4255 | 103 - Major Dellinger, J.D. 03/23/2011 103
= OFFICER
Q
«




AGENCY'I.D.

SUPPLEMENTAL INCIDENT REPORT CASE NUMBER Neic
- . . . . INQ. [ ENTD.
$C0310000 Lee County Sheriff Department 11-03-0089
ORIGINAL SUPPLEMENTAL ADDITIONAL ADDITIONAL
O seporr O ceporr O yiers O sroLen profERTY PAGE 2 of 2 pAGES
o MOOIFIES a CASE STATUS (w] ADDITIONAL a ADDIMIONAL
ORIGINAL CHANGE OFFENDERS RECOVERED PROPERTY
2 (0 COMPLAINANT | NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE) VICTIM RELATIONSHIP YO SUBJECT RESIDENT [RACE| SEX | AGE 0.0.B. ETH
Sl wemms — " = n 4Ssou
l& 0 sussecr s . | MEIGHT [ WRIGHT FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATTOCS, GLASSES, CLOTHING, PHYSICAL PECULIARTIES, ECT.
w
> 10 runavay : -
o) ADDRESS STATE{ ZIPCODE  |.LOCATION NO. HOME PHONE EMPLOYER PHONE
.10 wanten o L]
=] [ €
|0 waRRaNY Sn COMPLAINT OF
- O vicmkno.  vis = vicnn using atconotdd no 3 YEs I3 unk | rwoman venicLe [0 oeTecTiverspiasut| O avone
B[g arrest NONVISIBLE INJURIES i
8 O EXPLAIN 0O ~oQ ves DRUGS: [ O[3 YES {0 unK | O ONEMANVEHICLE [J OTHER 3 AssISTED
o [ SUBJECT NO. USING ALCOHOL: [] NO [T] YeES
O |0 susmons —_
Sio USING DRUGS: [J NO[J YES TYPE: ] uNx
2 [] COMPLAINANT | NAME (LAST, FIRST, MIDDLE) VICTIM TIONSHP T RESIDENT [RACE| SEX [ AGE D.0.8. ETH
o1 82 %) .
3 0 VICTIM # e JSou
B 15 susscrs — | HEIGHT | welGHT HAIR EYES FACIAL HAIR, SCARS, TATTOOS, GLASSES, CLO THING, PHYSICAL PECULIARTIES, ECT.
w
> |0 runavay
(@] ADDRESS ary STATE P CODE LOCATION NO. HOME PHORE EMPLOYER PHONE
a O waNnTeD o o
Q . E 13
= [ WARRANT [ vicTiv.NO : PLAINT OF ;
- NO.__ WISIBLE INJURY: [] NO[] YES| cOM vicTim usinG ALcodoldd no O3 ves [3 unx| O] rwouan vercLe [ perecTiverseLasut] Y atose
B |o anrest NONMVISIBLE INJURIES )
3 0. EXPLAIN O no[d vea pRuas: [] Nno O vES O] UNK}[] ONE-MAN VEMICLE [] OTHER 1 asisveD
o [ SUBJECT NO. USING ALCOHOL: [J No[] YES unx O
O | O swumons -_
Sig USINGDRUGS: [ NO[] YES TYPE: £ unk B

JOSEY WAS IDLING ON THE OTHER DIRT ROAD PARALLEL TO THE DIRT ROAD ACROSS THE POND, ACCORDING TO

COMPLAINANT. SHE STATED HE LEFT TOWARDS HIS RESIDENCE LOCATED AT 5108 ELLIOTT HWY AT APPROXIMATELY

2035 HRS. MRS JOSEY WAS OBVIOUSLY CONCERNED ABOUT MR JOSEY'S BEHAVIOR AND ACTIONS AND WAS ADVISED

AN INTIMIDATION REPORT WOULD BE FILED. SHE WAS ADVISED OF HER RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES AND

w
E ISSUED VICTIM FORM NO. 010577.
o
14
@
«
2
JURISDICTION OF THEFT JURISDICTION OF RECOVERY
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
STATUS TYPE VIN AND/OR LICENSE NO. ROAT HULL NO. ANDIOR REG. RO.

0 sToLeN O vewcee SERIAL AND/OR OWNER APPLIED NO. STATE
’—
O IM recoverep [ Gun
w YEAR OF REGISTRATION | YEAR OF EXPIRATION | YEAR MAKE TYPE
g [3 FounD [} moar
[C] HODEL STYLE COLOR BRAND NAME CAUBER
E [J] voweo {3 LICENSE PLATE ]
I .
S 1o suseecr [0 SECURMESBONDS, STOCKS NIC NO. CENOMIRATION I ISSUER i SECURITIES DATE

0 vicTim O ArmcLe WSCELLANEOUS

.| Trre (crOUP) TOTAL VALUE
-
| sTOLEN
w
t DAMAGED
€7 | BURNED
w
Q. | RECOVERED
2
£IZED

a p-1

COUNTERFEIT
w SUBJECT IDENTIFIED BUBJECT LOCATED B AcTIVE 1 aom. cLoseD [ ARRESTED UNDER 18 [J EX-CLEAR UNDER 18
E W ves ~no O J ves ~no ] uNFOUNDED ‘[ ARRESTED 13 AND OVER [J EX-CLEAR 14AND OVER_
é REASON FOR EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE: 1. [ OFFENDER DEATH 2. £ NO PROSECUTION 3. [] EXTRADITION OENSED 4. ] VicTIM DECUNES COOPERATION s. ] JUVENILE - NO Wﬂﬁ

Ci DATE

rw_ REPORTING OFFICERIS) DATE m}"u’gex APPROVING OFFICER [ e
Z 4255 - Lt. Fletcher L. Wiiliams 03/21/2011 4255 | 103 - Major Dellinger, J.D. 03/23/2011 103
g i FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION OFFICER
g 0 ves no B




EXHIBIT B




CAROLINA PROFESSIONAL
TITLE SERVICES, INC.

DANIEL W. STACY, JR.
OXNER & STACEY, P. A.

90 WALL STREET, UNIT B
PAWLEYS ISLAND, SC 29585

45 SOUTH GUIGNARD DRIVE
SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
(803)775-8283 FAX (803)775-8077
EMAIL: cptsinc@sc.rr.com

SEPTEMBER 12, 2012

RE: STANLEY D. JOSEY AND DENISE JOSEY

CAROLINA PROFESSIONAL TITLE SERVICE, INC., DOES HEREBY SUBMIT THE
FOLLOWING REPORT ON THE ABOVE REFERENCES. CAROLINA REPRESENTS
THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT IS ACCURATE BASED
UPON AN EXAMINATION OF THE RECORDS OF LEE COUNTY.

ALL DETAILED INFORMATION LISTED ON ATTACHED TABLES.

1. TAX ROLLS - CURRENT YEAR:

2. DEEDS IN:
3.DEEDS OUT:

4. TAX LIENS: STATE
FEDERAL

5. MORTGAGES:

6. FINANCING STATEMENTS:
7. LIS PENDENS:

8. JUDGMENTS:

9. MECHANICS LIENS:

10. BUSINESS INVENTORY LIST

(2011)
(-2-)
(-0-)



THIS REPORT IS PREPARED AT THE REQUEST AND UNDER THE DIRECTION OF THE ATTORNEY/LAW FIRM NOTED HEREIN
PURSUANT TO SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS FROM SUCH ATTORNEY/LAW FIRM AND UNDER THEIR SPECIFIC DIRECTION AS TO
THE MANNER IN WHICH THE SEARCH OF THE RELEVANT RECORDS WAS PERFORMED AND THE MATERIAL REPORTED
HEREIN IS SOLELY FOR THE USE OF THE NAMED ATTORNEY. THE RESULTANT REPORT SHOULD, THEREFORE, NOT BE
CONSIDERED AS AN OPINION ON TITLE OR AS TO ANY OTHER MATTER. CAROLINA PROFESSIONAL TITLE SERVICES,
INC. HAS REPORTED THE MATTERS REQUESTED IN THE MANNER REQUESTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF THE DETERMINATION
BY THE RECIPIENT AS TO THE LEGAL STATE OF THE TITLE INVOLVED. AS A RESULT, THE USE OF THIS REPORT OR THE
MATERIAL CONTAINED HEREIN BY ANY OTHER PARTY IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. THIS REPORT IS THE PROPERTY AND
WORK PRODUCT OF THE NAMED ATTORNEY AND FOR HIS/HER SOLE USE

THE RIGHTS AND LIABILITIES OF THE PARTIES INVOLVED IN THIS REPORT ARE SUBJECT TO AND LIMITED BY THE
AGREEMENTS OF THE PARTIES UNDER WHICH THE SEARCH WAS CONDUCTED.

CAROL \ ROFESSIONAL TIT SERVICES, INC.
BY: O \Tutu

Denise C. Pavkov

DCP:amh INVOICE# 1141-7
Enclosures: statement




STANLEY D. JOSEY AND DENISE JOSEY

ASSET CHECK - TAX ROLL
CURRENT YEAR: 2011
LEE COUNTY

TAX AMOUNT/ | ASSESSED | % PAID/NOT | DEED PARCEL NUMBER DESCRIPTION

PENALTY VALUE PAID VOLUME/PAGE

$98.71 310 6 PAID V: D28 TMft 059-00-00-163-000 1.50 ACRES
P: 16

$2,475.79 8100 4 PAID V: D268 TM# 067-00-00-038-000 137.73 ACRES
P: 16

$348.29 1140 4 PAID V: D268 TM# 072-00-00-042-000 177.32 ACRES
P16

$818.00 4710 4 PAID V6 TMit 072-00-00-078-000 3.68 ACRIS
P: 129




ASSET CHECK - DEEDS IN
LEE COUNTY

S'_I.‘ANLEY D. JOSEY AND DENISE JOSEY

GRANTEE GRANTOR DATED/RECORDED VOLUME/PAGE CONSIDERATION DESCRIPTION
STANLEY JOSEY STONEY RUN D: 09-22-2010 V: D268 $5.00 1. 1,200 ACRES (+/-),
FARMS, LIMITED R:09-23-2010 P: 16 LESS HOWEVER
PARTNERSHIP, BY 64 ACRES (+/-) AND
CECIL L. JOSEY, JR. 97 ACRES (+/-) =
GENERAL PARTNER TM# 072-00-00-042
AND AS DULY
ELECTED 2. 181 ACRES (+/-) =
REPRESENTATIVE TM## 072-00-00-042
BY A MAJORITY
INTEREST IN THE 3. 1.5 ACRES (t/-) =
PARTNERSHIP T™Mit 059-00-00-163
STANLEY D. JOSEY C. W.JOSEY, JR. D: 03-08-1994 V:J6 $5.00 + L&A 3.68 ACRES -
R: 03-14-1994 pP: 129 PLAT BI-17
TM# PT.072-00-00-042




ASSET CHECK — LIS PENDENS

LEL COUNTY

STANLEY D. JOSEY AND DENISE JOSEY

NUMBER

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANT

RECORDED DATE

LP#2010-L.P-31-442

CECIL L. JOSEY, JR.

STANLEY D. JOSEY, COURTNEY
GAMBLE, SPENCER JOSEY,
ELIZABETH ANN GEDDINGS,
CECIL L. JOSEY, JR. AS TRUSTEE
OF THE JOSEY FAMILY TRUST

09-30-2010




ASSET CHECK - JUDGMENTS

LEE COUNTY

STANLEY D. JOSEY AND DENISE JOSEY

NUMBER PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT RECORDED CAUSE
DATE
2010-CP-31-195 CECIL L. JOSEY, JR. STANLEY D. JOSEY, COURTNEY [ 07-07-2011 PARTITION

GAMBLE, SPENCER JOSEY,
ELIZABETH ANN GEDDINGS,
CECIL L. JOSEY, JIR. AS TRUSTEE
OF THE JOSEY FAMILY TRUST




ATTORNEY: Ain S cf

RE: Jpsc y

DATE: 9-11-1A

CLIENT COPIES ATTACHED

DEEDS: 0242770  Ji*1A9

pLATS:  Al-/T

MORTGAGES:

JUDGMENTS: A0i0-CP-31-195

LIS PENDENS:

FINANCING STATEMENTS:

STATE TAX LIENS:

FEDERAL TAX LIENS:

EASEMENTS:

RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS:

ESTATES:

OTHER DOCUMENTS: 74X b/ /13

ASICSShr S Card
7




Requested By: itmd- 09/11/201 -

RECORDED ©Ss23/2010 12:09:05PNH

| hereby certify that the withig Deed has 1307 BKDI26S PG1L&
been this day of :
Recocrded T (Eiook e ons0LEnT

b 20268 £3:00014 Pogas:té

1L

‘?IJDQ S, P, Sk:g g !
{ : ; % Auditor Fae:il. 6d Stat=:0.00
Fof 2 County COUNTY 111, 00 EXeOPE T

Jdabes I, Dovisr Clerk of Court
Lee Countyy 5C

State of South Carolina,

~

County of Lee

Know All Men By These
Presents, That

Stoney Run Farms, Limited Partnership, by Cecil L. Josey, Jr.,
General Partner and as duly elected representative by a majority
interest in the partrership

in the State aforesaid, in consideracion of the sum of

Five and no/:00 ($5.00) Dollars to it in hand paid at and before the sealing of
these presents, by STANLEY JOSEY

in the State aforesaid, (the receipt whereof is hereby

acknowledged) hos granted, bargained, sold and released, and by these Presents
dces grant, bargain, sell and release, untc the sa2id Stanley Joseoy, his

heirs and assigns, forever, the following described property:

PARCEL NO. 1: All thet certain piece, parcel or tract
of land containing One Thousancd Two Hundred (1,200) acres, more
or less, situate, lying and being in the Mt. Clio Township, Lee
County, State of South Carolina, situate on both sides of State
Road $-31-44, South Carolina Highway 527, State Recad S-31-53; and
State Road $5-31-278, anc being bounded and described as follows:

NORTH by lands said to belong to Lee County Memorial Hespital,
by lands of Herman Felix anc by lands of Ruby B. Windham;
NORTHEAST by a branch which separates this land from lands of the
heirs of Woster Law, EAST by a branch which separates this tract

o




Reguested By: ftmd :09/11/201

of land from land said to beleng to R. E. Fountain, Jr. and by
lends of Katie B. Mayes, and by land said to belong to Barkara A.
Hill and by State Road 5-31-53, by lands of Jack Player, by lands
said to belong to Lawrence Lowery and by land said to belong to
Charles Ingram Lumber Company: South by lands of Charles Ingram
Lumber Company, by lands of Inez Mack, and by lands of Hattie
Lowery., et al, and by State Road S$-31-44 and by South Caxrolina
Highwey 527; WEST by lands of C. W. Josey, Jr., lands of Ema Lee
tkinson and possibly lands of Kirkley.
*LESS, HOWEIVER, approximately sixty-four (64) acres, more or
less being irregular in shepe and being bounded as follows:
North by lands of ®Wirdham; East by lands of Laws, Chaplin and
Tolson; and WEST by Tram Road, S$-31-53.
LESS, HOWEVER, ninety-seven (87) acres, more or less
“ fronting on the eastern side of SC Highway 527 and being bounded
as described: South by Wells Church Road, S$-31-34; West by lands
of Satterfield and Richardson; and North by lands of McElveen.
Tax Map No. 067-00-00-038

PARCEL NO. 2: All that certain piece, parcel or tract of land,
with improvements thereon, situate, lying and being in the County
of Lee, State of South Carolina, containing One Hundred eighty-
one (181) acres, more or less, being known as the Home Place of
the late C. S. Brown, and being bounded and described as follows:
on the North and east by lands of the Estate of W. W. Player; on
the South by lands of S. M. Rhodes, and on the West by the Black
River Swamp.
Tax Map Nc. C72-00-00-042

PARCEL NO. 3: All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land
containing one and one half {1 #2) acres, more or less, situate,
lying and being in Riverside School District, in St. Charles,
County of Lee; State of South Carolina and being bounced and
described as follows, to wit: on the North by lands of the Estate
of T. E. Ccoper; on the East by lands of the ZIstate of T. E.
Coopex; on the South by the Estate of T. E. Cooper; and on the
West by the Bishopville-St. Charles Public xoad.
Tax Map No. 055-0-00-C163

The above described parcels being a portion of the lands
conveyed to the grantor and grantee herein by deed recoxrded in
Deed Book G-6 at page 267 with a corrective deed recorded in Deecd
Book I-6 at page 67 in the office of the Clexk of Court for Lee
County, SC.

Grantee's address: S108 Elliott HEwy., Lynchburg, SC 29080

TOGETHER with all and singular, the rights, merbtEby ner&ERELZHSTa FG17
appurternances to the said premises belonging or in anywise incident or
appertaining.

TO HAVE AND TC HOLD all and singular the said premises before menticned unte

the said Stanley Josey, his Heirs and Assigns forever.

Ard the said Stoney Run Farms, Limiteé Partnership, by Cecil L. Josey, Jr.,

ca




Regquested By: itmd .09111/201

as General Partner and as duly elected representative by a majerity incerest in

T .che partzership, does hexedy bind icself and its successors, to warrant and
forever defend all and singular the said premises unto the said Stanley Josey, his
heirs and assigns, against itself and its successors and against every person
whomgoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same, or aay part thereof,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF Stoney Run Farxms, Limited Partnership
has caused these presents to be executed in its name by Cecil L.
Josey, Jr., its General Partner and as duly elected representative
by a majority interest in -the partnership, and its corporate seal
to be hereto affixed this ac}”‘@ day of \éﬁ‘ in the year of
our Lord, two thousand and ten, and in the two hundred and thirty-
fifth year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United

States of America.

SIGNRD, SEALZED AND DELTVERED
IN THE PRESEN OF

o))

Ch)ﬁg\ &M stoney? Faxms, Limited Partnershnip

S e et
— /7 /W%S Cecil L. José&y, Jy.Vaé General

Paxtner and as duly elected
Representative by a majority
Interest in the Partnership

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. ) _ _
LEEZ COUNTY. ) 1307 2EKDOR&E FG18

I, — 53Xy .
Public for South Carclina, do hereby certff‘?%t E@Dm‘dr,

Stoney Run Faxms, Limited Partrership by Cecil L. Josey, Jr., 1its
General Partner and duly elected representative by a majority
interest in the Paxtnership, personally appeared kefore me tais
day and acknowledged the due execution of the foregoing
instrument. 0

>Aizwitneis my Hand and Official Seal, this S3 ~ day of

e , 2010.
%ﬁ_n-d-\l W (LS)

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR S. C.

My Commiffion expires _3-3[- 20i{¥




Requested By: timd .09/11/20
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STATE OF 30UTH CARCLINA
coonTY OF ___@ APrioaver

PEIRSOMALLY appearsd De(Ofe me Cha undersigrad. wbo being duly evoca, daDoess and aaye:

1. 1 have cead cthe (nformacion On This aflicavic and I underataod such infocmatiosn.

2. The propecCy Dalng tranelerred teo 10CsLec at

Cougey Tax Xep Numbde 3‘%1—‘(/?\%5\ ‘2)72 ~O$‘v%:"\‘.r-nltcfrnd by
*ﬂ'ﬁﬂ/‘/w }JQLMLM \‘“Q- <
Qﬂ\\m\.«f‘ on

aring

FGQ1Le

N : N
3. (Sd:x one ol kze following: The Deel i

ted

a0hey e worgh.

(L1}

sUDject TO Che Cead [4COrding faa a2 a CraNsfer fOr consiceration paid or €O be paid 1a

suBject tO the deed recordiay les 4w & CTanefer Dalveen A COrpPoOfaCiocd, a parcnatship, or

Cthar aALiCY ARG ¢ #€OCKROlOer, Dafensr, OF OvNer af the entity, OF im & CCansfer To 4 TIueL

or ae a diecribucion ¢o a Crust Dedeficlary,

tc)_X__ 1afarnaction sectiqe of acf
A Do 6 £ 34212 q Q

ROANN,
(If exampt, Pl

a CBecx ons of che {0lloving L€ elther Llcea J(al oC ICem J (D) adove nhac Basa chacked {See inlorsetlon

seccion of this af(ldavici:

(AY .. ThE Lew {2 comPUCed ON Che C0Osiceracion pald or €o be pald (N moeney Of moary's vorch i

she awOunc of

(4] The Je« Lu compuled OR Che falr marketT value of che really whilch (e

tel The few La cowputed o0 Cha 2air marke: value of the really aa astablisbed fof pCoOpeliy teax
purpotea which {a .
3. Check Y or Kao. CO the folloving: A llea OF eQCUMDrance exloted op Tha land. tenemenc, oc

Teslty Delore Che Creneler and ramalnosd a0 the laad, Teoewednc, OF TealCy after Cle traneler., If. “Yes, -

the 450UBL ©f the OULsLanding balaace of this lien or encuedrance L4a;

- The Zesd Tecording tee {2 coopuced av {0llovaet
ta) Piace the smoust lietcd 10 lcem + abOVe Derse:

{D] Place the a20v0C lisced ip 1200 5 above daCs:
I ng aBouUDC is lleled, place teto Rere.)

{c} Subtract Lile é(bd) (roa Line &(a) and place

ulet Nece:

7. Tte dewd rucord, 606\:- 14 Dased 00 Cbde amouat iaced on Line {{c) above and the deed recoriing feq
due fa: .
5
[ K¢ feQuited by Cace Sectlon 12-24-70, I atate that I am 4 reapousible Derecn vho vas CONNMCLad with tie

trapssactisn;

9. ! dadefecagd CBaT a Pereod vequiread cto furaish chie aflidavic vio wilifully (urasledes a false op
fraudulent affldavit ks guilcy of a miedeocsanor asd, upPos codviation, muat be Lined NoOT moce Rhah ope

thousangd 46liares Or lopriscfad AOT BOFe CBaz OOs year, OX BoLb,

Traceaccioo

Prist or Type Wias Zare
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3897-A 7
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

KNOW. ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that C. W. J’osey, Jr., of tbe
State aforesaid, for and in consideration of the sum of five and
no/100- ($5.00) Deollars and other valuable comnsideration, to me/us
in hand paid at and before the sealing of these presents by -
Stanley D. Josey, grantee(s), in the State aforesaid {the receipt
‘whereof is hereby acknowledged), have granted, bargained, -sold
‘and released, unto the said grantee(s), his/her/their helrs,
successors.and assigns, to wit:

SEE anm_x'r A ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

Derivation: Carlton S. Brown, rec. Jamn. 21, 1964, Vol. Z-1 p.
28-A. : . -

This conveyance is subject te all visible and recorded easements,
covenants and rights-of-way affectxng said property.

Togethex w1th all and singular the rights, members, heredltaments -

and appurtenances to the said premises belonglng -or in anywise
appertaln;ng.

TO EAVE AND TO BOLD, all and singular.the said premises before
mentioned unto the sa;d grantee(s}), his/hex/their/its helrs,
successors -and assigns, forever.

And I do hereby bind my heirs and successors, executors and - -
administrators to warrant and forever defend all and singular the
- said premises unto the said grantee(s), his/her/their/its heirs,
successors and assigns against me and my heirs, successors and
all other persons whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the
same or any part thereof.

WITNESS my hand and seal thls 5) .day of ﬂA11~eJ( AP, 19§4;3
in the two hundred eighteenth year of sovereignty and = - .
independence of the United States of Amerxca.

ngned, sealed and dellvered
in the presence of:

.7

LI N ST g (P TIT IR

7S S

7 ac e s BAT DER SRR

SILRTCNI N e

R
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| STATE OF South Carolina ~° }
COONTY OF Sumter = - -~

‘Richard L. Booth

" wo TrTLE EXAMINATION- OR. CERTIFICATION CONDUCTED BY RICHARD L. -
. BOOTE : o

)

PERSONALLY appeared before me the und
sworn says that s(he) saw the within named grantors sign and seal
as his/her/their act and deed, deliver the within written deed;
and that s(he) with thée-other deponent witnessed the execution

_“thereof. o
_.Swom to bafore me this - § .
day of M o s IO GF 7

: Not@ Public for sc - .. 8 - )
- My Commission Expires: 6’{17{%2 . :

RETURN TO:

P.0. Box 2756 - i
Sumter, SC 29151 '

True Consideration:love & Affectiqmet” for pxib;i@tigix)

rsii;ned_.‘witn_.ess( who being ‘

h‘r\.td‘(‘ FOUBAN
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EXHIBIT A

L T All: that piece, parcel or tract of land,’ together with any
L " improvements thereon, lying, being and situate in Lee County, State
‘of South Carolina, being more particularly shown and designated as
3.68 acres as on a plat of Julian B. Allen, RLS, dated January 5,
1994, recorded in the Office of the RMC for Lee County in Plat Book
g  at page (7] . The said lot has such boundaries, metes,
courses- and distances as are shown on - said "plat .which are
incorporated herein in accordance with the provision of Section 30-
5-250 of ‘the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as:amended.
Tax Map-Number 072-00-00-042" (part). R R

Craemee e ¥NE R AERA%I el O
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1 hereby certify that the within _-___..-.__.-___- REBAR : T
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i | oclock on the 6 6
; mdmknmediatelyentemduvoﬂthes. C. HWY., NO. 527
b indexes and duly in, o - - e e
3 sl Sl i _ :
] Clerdkoof Cout
P ol lee County, O .
100 0 100 - 200

SOUTH CAROL INA

LEE COUNTY

THIS PLAT REPRESENTS A 3.68 ACRES TRACT OF LAND CUT
FROM A 181 ACRES TRACT DESCRIBED IN DEED BOCK 21
AT PAGE 28. THIS SURVEY WAS REQUESTED BY:

. i C. W. JOSEY, = _

: s ;. . - . - -
EDMUNDS LAND SURVEYORS, INC. | InFoRmay1on, 4n5 DELIEF THE TURVEY IHOW HERE ih '
'.‘; . :l“!l::‘gt"lw cmaam% 'lTN TN[ I!Wlllﬂ!ﬁs ':“ T™HE

o 2 LAY RANGE . T M A SO CARDE 1une A WEETH R CYCEtos THE -

o - s o | e AR R R e
- '2 ' 36 xibo ’ | ghm FonT w 100 YEAR 'IA OO0 HAZARD ARTAT

§ . PE: 803TT3-10%0 [ b i NsA
i N " R . N7A . R
1 I)p %” V}X | 'e'n-.lOO'~ T2 ",&ZAPART) . JANUARDY‘TP. 1994 lle‘/'!s 94'0‘9‘3A_
i X - v . - ———— — - -
H . }
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LEE COUNTY ASSESSOR YEAR 2011 PAGE 1196
. MAP NUMBER DISTRICT CLASS | ACRES LOY { VALUE-LAND |LAND ASMT [ P | VAL-MP WP, ASMT | ST.g ST.NAME
NAME SALE AMOUNT YOWN CO0E PRIOR OWNER
SEQUENCE #
DATE INSTR
MOBILE HOME INFORMATION UNIT
HOMESYEAD# HE.% DEED INFORMATION LOCATION/DESCRIPTION
JOZEY LUTHER ¥ YII & GAERDOLYN[060-00-00-120-001 3T - TH4 332950 1330
3493 MANVILLE-ST CHARLES RD _ 3493 MANVILLE-ST CHARLES RD
00/00/0000 00019839
MAYESVILLE SC 29104
TOTAL 3 32950 1320
CURR MKT APPR 32950
‘MH 1999 48X24 FLEETWOOD/COUNT WHITE/BLACK CAP MKT VALUE 32950
NCFLXA6AB08393-CN12 5780 TOTAL ASMT 1320
JOZEY MERY B 60-00-00-037-000 0T - TR 67,53 103: ) M ¥ 10 A R 1 1 [ %7
3565 MANVILLE-ST CHARLES RD 00 1.00 s000] 200| 1| 56750 2270| 3565 MANVILLE-ST CHARLES RD
07/19/2010 00831190 | MV 86610 JOSEY LUTHER
MAYESVILLE  SC 29104
~ J LAST YR MARKET APPR= 155160
TOTAL 64.54 13080 530° 4 63550 2540' LAST YRAR AG APPR= 8080
H000951 0 0 0000
u-3 0687 CURR MKT IPPR 155160
CAP MKT VALUE 155160
] TOTAL ASMT 3070
JOSEY STRNLEY 059-00-00-163-000 7 0L - [ XQ T30 5100 310
5108 BLLIOTT HWY -\ 5
. |o9/22/2010 00625890 STONEY RUN FARMS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG £C 29080
- LAST YR MARKET APPR= 5500
/ TOTAL  1.50 5100 310
‘ 268 16 0000
G-6 267 J-1 0303 CURR MKT APPR 5100
CAP MKT VALUE 5100
: TOTAL _ASMT 310
JOSEY ETANIEY 67-00-00-038-000 5T - [ hG [1037. 303483 0100
5108 ELLIOTT HWY 5 MV 1443695
09/22/2010 ,  loossiigo STONBY RUN FARMS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG  SC 29080 '
LAST YR MARKET APPR= 1680395
/ TOTALL037.73 202483 8100 LAST YEAR NG APPR= 240430
268 16 B 0124 GEORGIA PACIFIC
G-6 267 K-4 0313 CURR MKT APPR 1443695
. CAP MKT VALUE 1443695
. 0 'TOTAL _ASMT 8100
JOEEY HTRNLEY T2700-00-042-000 | 01 - g T 17737 76600 1140 .
$108 BLLIOTT HWY 5 A 1My 166500
09/22/2010 00980790 ~ STONEY RUN PARMS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG  SC 29080 :
. LAST YR MARKET APPR= 251910
J : TOTAL 177.32 /28600 1140 LAST YEAR NG APPR= 28600
268 16 0000
G-6 267 = 2z-1 0028 CURR MKT APPR 166500
CAP MKT VALUE 166500
TOTAL ASMT 1140
JGSHY ETRNLEY D 073-60-00-078-000 0T T00 T3 SEO0] 380 2| 106180 1370
5108 ELLIOTT HWY 5 A 5108 ELLIOTT HWY
: 03/08/1994 01299594 JOSEY C W JR
LYNCHBURG SC 29080
. \f : . LAST YR MARKET APPRa 87680
TOTAL  3.48 9500 380 2 108180 4330 )
J-6 129  B-1 17 .
CURR MKT APPR 117680
CAP MKT VALUE 117680
TOTAL ASMT 4710
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SOUTH CAROLINA | L -] LEE_COUNTY

THIS PLAT REPRESENTS A 3.68 ACRES TRACT CF LAND CUT
FROM A 18] ACRES TRACT DESCRIBED IN DEED BOOK 21 .
AT PAGE 28. THIS SURVEY WAS REOQUESTED BY:

C. W. JOSEY, JR.

. | WERZRY STATE THAT TO DM BC3T OF MY ONOMLEDIT,
EDUMUNDS LAND SURVEYORS, INC.-1. ottt Bl iy LT o VY o

WAL 1%
o . NN STADASY EAEIAL POR THE PRASTICK
2 LAY RANGE . s
. ] MIGUIATIZNTE FOR A CLAZE A SUTVCY A3 TFECIFILD DRALIN
XX, 3.6, 30 . aner * =
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LEE COUNTY ASSESSOR YEAR 2011 PAGE 1195
MAP NUMBER S TRIOT LSS | ACGRES LOT [VALUELAD (INDASNTIR® | VAL8e | e, AsuT | gr.0 STt
NAME . SALE AMOUHT TOWMH C006 PRIOR OYNUER
JRSEQUENCE #
CATERSIR
MOBRE HOME RECRVATION NI
HOMESTEAD N HE% OEED INFORMATION LOCATIONDESCRIPTION
- () ~00-00-1205- ) G T k) B ¥ 1 11) TIZ0
3493 MANVILLB-ST CHARLBS RD . 3493 MARVILLE-ST CHARLES RD
00/00/0000 00019839
MAYBAVILLE 8C 29104 :
1 TOTAL 3 3290 1330 L
CURR HMKT APPR 32950
It gy conrr /i A
- _Ng B - 3 1320
- mm‘-‘usgfmf o> - L34 1.57 33073 [3:4:44 27‘5} 1
3565 MANVILLE-ST CHARLES RD 00 1. 00] 5000 200| 1 56750 2270] 3565 MANVILLB-ST CHARGES RD
07/19/2010 00831130 | MV 86610 JO9BY LUTHHR
MAYESVILLE  §C 29104
2 . LAST YR MARKBT APPRe 155160
TOT. 64.54 13080 530’ 4 63550 2540' LABT YEAR AQ APPRe 8080
HO00951 [ [ 0000
u-3 0687 CURR MKT APPR 155160
CAP MXT VALUR 155160
|| TOTAL ASMT 3070
059-00-00-T63-U00 () S RO X.57] 38 1Y
5108 BLUIOTT HAY \ 5
~ [o9/22/2010 00825890 BTONRY RUN FARMS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG SC 29080
M LAST YR MARKET APPRw 5500
3|/ TOTAL  1.50 5100 310 3
26 16 0000
0-6 267 J-1 0303 CURR MKT APPR 5100
o Amr 3%
- : 9
~Y3-00-033- [} S R’ 7Y I0II8I] 5100
5108 ELLIOTT HWY ] MV 1443695 ,
09/22/2010 ' 00691190 STONBY RUN PARKS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG  8C 29080
LAST YR MARKRT APPRe 1680395
4 / TOTAL1037.73 202483 8100 LAST YEAR AG AVPRe 240430 4
268 16 B 0124 GEORGIA PACIFIC
a-6 267 X-4 0313 CURR MKT APPR 1443695
< o AR
. . T
™ Y TTZ-50-00-042-0%0 [+ 0 77y IgE0n 1id
5108 BLLIOTT HNY H t My 166500
09/22/2010 00980790 . STONBY RUN VARMS LTD PART
LYNCHBURG  §C 259080 .
. LAST YR MARKRT APPRe 251910
[ / TOTAL 177.32 28600 1140 LAST YEAR AG APFRe 28600 5
268 16 0000
a-6 267 2-1 0028 CURR MXT APPR 166500
- CAP r:x'r VALUR 166508
114
. OG-05-079- L) ) T L1100 I 110 | I (5 €11
5108 BLLIOFT HWY 5 £108 EGLIOTT HWY
03/08/1994 01299594 JOSEY C W JR
LYNCHBURG £C 29080
. - LAST YR MARKET APPR= 87680
N TOTAL  3.68 9500 380 2 108180 4330 .
J-6 129 B-1 17
CURR MKT APPR 117690
CAP MKT VALUR 117680
TOTAL ASMT 4710
<
. 2
——




