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Detendants

THIS MAT’I‘ER came before thc (,oun on March 14 20] 6fora bench trla! to determme the
location of an cascment to that ccnam land locked propcrty located in Chester County, South
Carolina, wnh ™S Number 080 03-04—0 IO-OOO owned by Heather Rousey Plper known in this
action as the “Plpcr Parcel" and as furthcr descrrbed in thc Complaint.

At the trial, JESSICd C Crowson and Chrlstopher L. Boguski appeared on bt.half of the
Plaintiff. John Martm Posler appeared on behalf of the Defendants Kerry Grissinger and Paul E.

Lesondak, and thham P Hardee appcdred pro se.

At the trtal the partles presented evndcnce regardm;, how the Piper Parcel became

o ]andlocked how the propcrty knowr'a as; the Plper Parccl has been accessed in the past and how the

Plaintiff and othcr pames Currently- accese thc Plpcr Parc,el Spec:f cally, evidence was presented

regarding three' (3) possnblc easements to the Plper Parccl mcludm;:,

i. The “Gandy Easement” Whereby mgress and egress is along, or substantially similar

7

to that path on Defcndant [esondak s. property and marked by dashed hnes and

Iabeled as * ongmal acccss easement used by Gandy to access Gandy prop. (now_
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" Piper prop )’ as shown on the Exhlblt attaehed hereto

ii. ‘ The “Cunent Lasemem" whereby mg,ress and egress is along Severance Drive and

- 4

then curvmg onto both Defendant (mssmger s and Defendant Lesondak $ pmperty, :

’

along a route which i 15 substanttally slmxtar to the path marked by dashed “g” lines, as
shown on the Exhlblt attached hcreto and

iii. .. The. “Hardee Easement” whereby mgress and egress is atong Severance Drive and

0 1 ,

; along the property hne ot both Defendant Gnssmger s and Defendant Hardee's .

; properues, along a route wh |ch is substant:ally snm llar to the path marked by straight

t‘/: .t

lines between the Grlssmger property and the Hardee property, as shown on the
Exhlblt attached hereto N
Subsequcntly, on March IS 20 l 6, the Court and the above named Pamu vxstted the Piper
Parcel to determme the most appropr:ate and feasnble means of access to the Piper Pamet

Based on the pleadmgs filed in, thts act:on the testlmony of the parties, the exhtblts pmscnted
i
at the trial, and a rewew of the P:per Part,el and the surroundmg properties, I f' nd that the means of

access known as the Gand Easement” is th(. most appro nate means of access to and from the
y PP P

v
¢

Piper Parcel, and, thcrefore

i

IT IS ORDERED ADJUD(:FD AND DECRELD that

e v

I The Plamuff her hezrs,; successors and ass:gns is hereby granted an easement for

mgress and egress fifteen . (\I 5) feet in wndth alont, that path known as the (:andy

Easement,

| The Exhibit attached hereto was entercd into cvndence during the tnal by counset for the Plaintiff and was labeled us
Plaintiff's Exhibit B. This Exhibit was entered without objection from’opposing counsél or the pro se Defendant. This
Exhibit was referenced repeatedly throughout the trizl by both counsel for the Plaintifl, counse! for Defendants Lesondak
and Grissinger, and by numerous witnesses . durmg thenr testimony. '
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and havc such survey rccorded In the Chester County Register of Deeds

That Defendant Lesondak bear all costs rclatcd to any clearmg or removal of any -

7,3'4, §

obstructlon on hlS propeny reqmred to tac:htatc the Gandy Easemcnt

That the Piamtlﬁc bcar all costs related to any cleanng or removai of any obstructxon

4 on hcr propeny requlred to facnhtate the Gandy Easemem

That all pames are permanenlly restramcd from any harassment of the other partleb

and ﬁ-om blockmg the Gandy Easement or lmpedmg the Plaintiffs use of the Gandy

Easement in any way;

6. _That all parties be responsible for their,oivi;'n costs and expenses related to this acksh;
o ) ' ~'. N
7. .That the countcrclanms agamst Plamnff be dusmmscd wsth prejudicg” “’7 -
ir IS so ORDERED K f '
FETNY
P gl ,
' oo .. _The'Honorable Judge Paul M. Burch
;f“(‘é’ir 7‘:‘{;
Date: . ;
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That the Plamtlff sha[l obtam a survey of the (;andy Easement, at the Plamuﬂ‘a cost,
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