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THE CIRCUIT COURT DID NOT ERR, NOR CONTRADICT THE ESTABLISHED LAW OF

SOUTH CAROLINA, IN AFFIRMING THE DEEDED APPELLANTS’ PREDECESSOR IN



TITLE, FRED CHISOLM IN THE YEAR 1979 ESTABLISHED A 30’ ACCESS EASEMENT AS
PART OF A PLATTED SUBDIVISION OF PROPERTY LOCATED IN BEAUFdRT COUNTY
i THE CIRCUIT COURT DID NOT ERR, NOR CONTRADICT THE ESTABLISHED LAW OF
SOU;I'H CAROLINA, IN AFFIRMING THE DEEDED APPELLANTS' PREDECESSOR IN
TITLE, FRED CHISOLM IN THE YEAR 1979 ESTABLISHED A 30’ ACCESS EASEMENT AS

PART OF A PLATTED SUBDIVISION OF PROPERTY LOCATED IN BEAUFORT COUNTY

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

CASES & STATUES

The determination of the existence of an easement is a question of fact in a law action
and subject to an any evidence standard of review when tried by a judge without a

“jury. Slear v. Hanna, 329 S.C. 407, 496 S.E.2d 633 (1998); Pittman v. Lowther, 355

S.C. 536, 586 S.E.2d 149 (Ct. App. 2003); Revis v. Barrett, 321 S.C. 206, 467 S.E.2d

460 (Ct. App. 1996), Smith v. Commissioners of Pub. Works, 312 S.C. 460, 441 S.E.2d

331 (Ct. App. 1994), see also Jowers v. Hornsby, 292 S.C. 549, 357 S.E.2d 710 (1987)

(decision of trier of fact as to whether or not easement exists will be reviewed by

Supréme Court as an action at law); Hartley v. John Wesley United Methodist Church,

355 S.C. 145, 584 S.E.2d 386 (Ct. App. 2003) (determination of existence of easement

is action at law; establishing existence of easement is question of fact in law action). In
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an action at law tried without a jury, the judge's findings of fact will not be disturbed on

appeal unless there is no evidence to support the judge’s finding. Townes Assocs., Ltd.

v. City of Greenville, 266 S.C. 81, 221 S.E.2d 773 (1976).

"The determination of the existence of an easement is a question of fact
in a law action and subject to an any evidence standard of review when tried

by a judge without a jury." Hardy v. Aiken, 369 S.C. 160, 165, 631 S.E.2d

539, 541 (2006) (citation and quotation marks omitted). "In a law case tried
by the judge without a jury, this court reviews for errors of law and reviews

factual findings only for evidence which reasonably supports the court's

findings." Eldridge v. City of Greenwood, 331 S.C. 398, 416, 503 S.E.2d 191,
200 (Ct. App. 1998). "However, the determination of the scope of the
easement is a question in equity." Hardy, 369 S.C. at 165, 631 S.E.2d at 541.
On appeal in an action in equity, the appellate court may find facts in
accordance with its views of the preponderance of the evidence.
Grosshuesch v. Cramer, 367 S.C. 1, 4, 623 S.E.2d 833, 834 (2005). Thus, this
court may reverse a factual finding by the trial court in such cases when the

appellant satisfies us the finding is against the greater weight of the



evidence. Campbell v. Carr, 361 S.C. 258, 263, 603 S.E.2d 625, 627 (Ct. App.
2004). This broad sco;)e of review does not require the appellate court to
disregard the findings of the trial court, which saw and heard the witnesses
and was in a better position to evaluate their credibility. Ingram v. Kasey's
Assocs., 340 S.C. 98, 105, 531 S.E.2d 287, 291 (2000). Furthermore, the
appellant is not relieved of the burden of convincing this court the trial court
committed error in its findings. Pinckney v. Warren, 344 S.C. 382, 387-88,

544 S.E.2d 620, 623 (2001)

STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

1. THE TRAIL JUDGE DID NOT ERR IN THE RULING WHEREAS, THE APPELLANT’S

PREDECESSOR IN TITLE ESTABLISHED THE 30’ EASEMENT IN THE DEED

2. THE TRAIL JUDGE DID NOT ERR IN THE RULING WHEREAS, THE APPELLANT’S

PREDECESSOR IN TITLE ESTABLISHED THE 30’EASEMENT IN THE DEED

3. THE TRAIL JUDGE DID NOT ERR IN THE RULING WHEREAS, THE APPELLANT’S

PREDECESSOR IN TITLE ESTABLISHED THE 30’EASEMENT IN THE DEED



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On December 12, 2013 | received a call from the tenant living at 41 Oakview Road..(ie subject property)
stating that Mrs. Ford and gentleman were walking thoughout the front yard with equipment
which appeared to be for surveying. When | came to the lot | observed the two of them
walking throughout the yard. | inquired, and Mrs. Ford stated that she was planning on putting
up a fence and that that gentleman was a contractor. | then proceeded to advice her that it
would be in her bést interest not to erect the fence until we had a surveyor to come out and
flag the property lines and the easement. | then told her that | had arleady ordered a survey
and it would be in both of our, best interest, to see the markers prior to any work being done.
Mrs. Ford then questioned me regarding the easement. | stated that there is a 30’ access
easement encumbering our lots which accesses the remaining two lots. She seemed surprised,

so | recommended for her to Iook at the legal description of her lot and she would see that it

makes reference to the plat and page book for the easement. | then stated that all four deeds
fot the lots are written identical. | told her that | did have a copy of the plat but | would need to
get, so | left.

I received a call from Mrs. Ford abc;ut a hour later asking for me to come back to her house to

discuss the easement. When | arrived | was met by her mother and sister and | was questioned

about the easement. | explained to them that when the properties were originally sub-divided,



the county insured that they would not be land locked by requiring the 30’ easement. That way
everyone would always have a legal access to their properties. Mrs. Ford and her mom both
stated that they did not believe that a easement exist and they were not going to leave one
open.

On December 20, 2013 the surveyor had his flags and stakes located throughout the property‘
showihg the property lines and easement. As | drove up | noticed Mrs. Ford’s contractor in the
process of putting the fence up in thé easement and over the property line. When | questioned
Mrs. Ford about honoring the s.takes, her response was that she did not trust the people who
placed the markers and that her mother stated that the stakes were wrong. | requested for her
not to allow her contractor to continue to erect the fence until we, at the very least, get the
sealed surveyors plat in hand. | also suggested that if she did not trust the licensed agent |
hired, to feel free to hire someone she trusted. Mrs. Ford just totally disregarded my request.
She stated that she contacted the county and they told her that there was not an easement
located on her property. | adviced her to speak with an attorney.

On January 20, 2014 Attorney Wiseman seﬁt Mr. and Mrs. Ford a certified letter which
included a signed and sealed survey of the property showing the encroachments. Please see
attached letter from Atty Wisemann. Around February 1, 2014 | went to Mrs Ford’s house and
questioned her about the letter.She stated that she had seen the noticed at the post office but,
she never signed for the package. | then stated that the letter was also sent via regular mail.
She stated that she does not receive mail at her home. On February 5, 2014 | hand delivered

another copy of the letter and survey to her house. The fence has still not been removed.



STATEMENT OF THE FACT

PREDECESSOR IN TITLE, FRED CHISOLM [N THE YEAR 1979 ESTABLISHED A 30’ ACCESS
EASEMENT AS PART OF A PLATTED SUBDIVISION OF PROPERTY LOCATED IN BEAUFORT

COUNTY

CONCLUSION

AS EXPALINED MORE FULLY ABOVE, THIS COURT SHOULD AFFIRM THE CIRCUIT COURT’S

DECISION AS THE DECISION 1S SUPPORTED BY SUSTANTIAL FACTS AND EVIDENCE IN THE
RECORD, THE CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE DID NOT MAKE ANY ERRORS OF LAW, AND THE

CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE’S DECISION IS NOT CHARACTERIZED BY AN ABUSE OF DISCRETION.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

— A (22-17

TAIWAN SCOTT DATE




genercied o

60344309 39 OAKVIEW RD, Hilton Head Island 2/15/2014 2013

Owner MORRALL MICHAEL JULIA M JTROS Property Class Code MHVac UnplatiedSite SeverediiH

Dwner Address 39 OAKVIEW FOAD Acreage 6300
HILTON HEAD ISL $C 29928 T

LOT 1 POR MUDDY CRK pL. PB28 PL78 [B103 P70 *2/05 0.12 AC DITCH ESMT 0DR2053 #1154
{1840) TOWN OF tH
Tax Year Land Building Market Taxes £
2013 $95,000 ,000 $255.65
2012 $107,100 $107,100
2011 $107,100 $107,100 $24.82 5751.88
2015 £107,100 5107,100 $26.31 $781.72
2003 $107,100 $107,100 $88.96 576410
2008 $59,900 $59,900 $513.23
2007 $53,900 $59,300 $226.42
200¢ 59,900 $59,900 $226.55 $660.00
2003 $121.12 551974
2004 $128.30
Grantor . Szle Price
ERYAN LAURA MAE ABDUL-MALIK MUMTAHA Fu
BRYAN LAURS MAE ABDUL-MALIK MUMTARA x 5
BRYAN THOMAS LAURA MAE Ex S0
E MAE CLARENCE Fu

hitp//se-beaufort-coun v.governmax.com/sve/a goneyv/se-beaufort-co unty/tab_summary_re...
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PR L TIPS R WS F S TP

CHISOLM SADIE MAE CLARENCE 301 16 5/1/1930 Fu
12/31/1776  Or 50

[RORTT N Use Code Constructed . Sqguare
Building fype e Steries Rooms b
s Y8 Description Year R Footaye

Buitding Type Feature Code Mo,/ SnlFi i

http://se-beaufort-county. govemmax.com/sve/agency/se-beaufort-co unty/tab_summary re..

/10



-

oenerated on 2232014 5:06:08 §

0010 000 ) : - . . . - -
i 00902483 38 OAKVIEW RD, Hilton Head Island . 211572034 2013

Current Parcel Information
Owner FRAZIER EVELINA HERMARN Property Class Code ResVac Platted&Unplatted

Owner Address PO BOX 21034 \creage .6000
HILTON HEAD SC 258928

Legal Description  1.OT 2 POR MUDDY CRK PLPB28 P178 PB103 P145 *2/08 §.07 AC DITCH ESHT DBZ
P477 (607 TOWN OF H H

Tax Year Land Building Market Taxes Fayment
2053 $36,500 $36,500 $12.00 $494.08
2012 $59,800 $59,800 $29.¢1 S501.64
2011 $59,800 359,800 $35.21
2010 559,800 $59,800 $262.55
2002 $59,800 56,800 510.53 $559.1¢
2008 42,20 ‘," 542,200 50.00 $528.2%
2007 $42,200 $42,200 $123.03 E
2005 $42,200 $42,200 $92.62 £467.63
2065 $42,200 $42,200 $85.23
200 $42,200 542,200 §215.50

Salas Discigsurs
Granter Book & Page Date Vacant Salg Price
FRAZIER EVELINA HERMAN 301 20 5/1/1980  Fu 50
12/31/1776  Or

Improvaments

Iy e Ly E ey e o N O YA 1 e oo e P
htp:fse-beaufor -COUNTY . COVEMIMAax. comy/sy c/ageno\jfsc-beauf@rt-c;oL:anl\a/tab surmmarcy re...
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'

41 CAKVIEW RD, Hilten Head Island 2/15/72014 013

MHEImp UnplattedSite

COTT TAIWAN R SCOTT LISA
R 5000

(
RESTIFILIPPO

S
P

80 LIBERTY MH/#02L
CH EA%tMEf\'T DB207

Tax Year Land Building Market Taxes Payvimen
2013 £36,500 $6,200 $0.00
2017 $55,800 429,414 52.44
2011 $59,800 $2G,414 54.96
2010 $56,300 $29,414 $9.59

2008 542,200 $13,300 $0.66
70“‘ é&a bl 2NN S0 .66
LU/ 42,200 $13,30 $0.66

542,200 $13.300 55,500 $15.65 il
2805 $42,200 $13,2 30 $55,500 $0.66 $35.65

2004 $42,200 $13,300 $55,500 $0.00

Dare S MEesnt
SCOTT SHIRLEY ANN 12/12/2012 Qu 310
CALHOUN GENEVA 127472013 Fu {4

hitp://se-beaufort-county.

('Q

2OV EITUNAX. COMY/S c-beautort-county/tab_summary re..




CALHOUN E F GENEVA 423 762 6/1/1985 . QC sC
CALHOUN E F GENEVA 301 20 5/1/1980  Fu 530
12/31/1776  Or <

Use Code
Description

RO1 MHOME  Manufactured Home 1980 0 0

‘Square  Im

Ruildi ) B
Building fvpe Footage

Rooms

Building Tyoe  Feature Code Description Na. /

[

%

a.t

atpysse-beaufort-county. governmax. comy/ sve/agency/ sc—beaufort-coun‘:;.f/‘ltabﬁsummar_\f e

/Y




Tor i geeenn

generared on 272372014 5-07:27 Pag EAY;
<

Parcet Address
R510 010 000 . - : . ; 2/15/2014
S5 oo 0 00244979 49 OAKVIEW RD, Hilton Head Island 2/15/2014 2013
UdA 00O :

Cwner FORD SONYA M FORD RONALD E

Owner Addréss PO BOX 235654
HILTON HEAD ISLAND SC 29935

~29al Description  LOT 4 PAR MUDDY CRK PL P28P178 #BKIMB63 PR10A P11t ACINCL 0.03 AC DRAIN ESMT
' 1/06 DB2091P2263 (269) TOWN Hi
Historic

Tax Yezr Land Building Taxes Fayimeant
2013 $36,500 $136,600 $12.67 3377.08
2012 $59,800 $75,150 5134,950 315.01
2011 $59,300 $75,150 $134,950 $249.58 5587.1:
2010 $85,000 85,000 $0.00 $4582.15
2009 585,000 $85,000 _ $0.00 5445 47
2008 $85,000 85,000 30.00 $1,342.24
2067 $42,200 $42,200 $7.59 3651.83

2006 $92,200 $42,200 $33.7¢6
2005 £35.66 $341.02
2004 $5.06
Grantor ‘2lEnT Sale P
FORD RONALD Qu
FORD RONALD £ SONYA M Ou 50
ICHNSON HALPERM PARTNERSHP 2562 ca@ 272672007 Fu §85,100
CHISCOLM SADIE MAE 2467 815 10/17/2006  Sp 557,567

nie :ﬁ:"sc—beaufort-courm-'.governmax.com/s\-'c/agen :_v/sc-beaufort—coL:tl}t}r',/'l:e‘ikzx_SLxmmar_v__re‘.. 2/23/21

/5



CHISOLM SONYA M 2374 2388 4!12’./2006% QC
CHISOLM SONYA JOHNATHAN 1646 1679 5/8/2001 QcC
CHISOLM CLARENCE SADIE MAE 835 1472 10/10,.’199(3 Fu
BRYAN THOMAS LAURA b MAE 354 1832 9/1/1982 Fu
SRYAN THOMAS LAURA MAE 324 932 3/1/1980 Fu
CHISHOLM SADIE MAE CLARENCE 324 936 38/1/1880 Fu
CHISOLM FREDDIE 301 12 5/1/1980 Fu
CHISOLM FREDDIE 201 28 5/1/1980 F
12/31/17765  Or
RO1 MHOME  Manufactured Home 2005 0 O
Features & Exterior Featuras
Building Type Feature Code Description No. / 3g.

HH

c-t

yeaurort- COUHI\ -Lovermmax.com/

sve/agency/sc-beaufort-coun ty/tab_summary
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CHARLES H\ISEraAN -+

Hilton Hesd island, §C 29978

Re: NOTICE TO CURE: Ferce Line P-,'nr:mngumx_t_'.s;_-_g)‘t_.’i_;‘glm_l_cj;v__g_;'r;ck Plantation/ 30’ Access

T vou both ragarding the.

have been engaged by the owners of Lot 3 to cont

receny enrruaflu.u:ﬁ.ts ot a vinyl fence onto their property, and the thirty &

("Access Easement”) which is in uge and utilized by my dients. | have enclos

client’s vroperty (Lot 3) which iHustrates these encreachments (highlighted on ¢

demand that these E:ncx‘oa(tlm)ents be removed from their properiv and the Access
al written notice thar my clients

Please allow this corres pondence o serve as forma
re nu;JlLs availabie

1

hich may include mone! tary aw

S Are not removed wirh

Mrs. Ford, please do not alfow this relatiy "Iv miner issug ta escalate o the noint of civil
’ * .

litigation. | urge you hoth n contact the s :), Oryour awn counsel to assist vou

questions cor to provide any furcher ‘p' nations vegarding the ramificarions of |
encroachment violations,

Sincerelsy:,

Loy

Charies H. W, ’mun A0

Pwr
LG

cel Tabwan Scot ;:/

|8
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Fass No o u-(uUIT.CLAlY DLED

Chr Siate of Stk Goroling,

CcOLNTY OF BEAUFORT

Co All ®Whom These Preaents May Gome:

WHTEREAS: WE, THOMAS BRYAN AND LAURA MAS BRYAN, SEND GREETING:

1832

SOWURNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, Thay we the said Thesmas Bryan

and Lauras Mae Bryan,
.

i consideration of (e prcinises and also in v
and reciprocal decdg=rmmaw—-m
o U8 in hand paid ar and ixefore the sealing wind delivery af these presents hy CLARENCE CHISOLM

tion of the sam of One {($1.00)and NG/100 thidry

BEND SADIE MAR CHISOLM, of Post Office Box 5473
Siouth Carolina 29$25
{the ric

. Hilton Head island,

whereod s herehy arknovwledped ) bave r

vitised, relensed awd forever Guiteclaie

I

St do remise, release amd foreyer gnitclaim unic e wid Clarence Chisolm and Sadie
¥ae Cnisolm, their Heivs and Assigns, FOREVER, the follewing described

real property, to-wit:

ALL that certain pleca, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being
on  Hilton Haad lalana, Heaufors County, South Carolina &nd ‘teing shown
anc dssignated as Lot 14 on s plat entitied " & Plar 0F srour {4)
Locared In Beaufore “County, Scuth Carclina” dated Noves
Prepared by Miliard W. Dowd, Jr., L. 8. nNo. 5205

S,

Lots
er 13, 1979 anc

and belng recorded in
the Office of che Clark of Court for Beaufort County, Scuth Carolina in
Plat Book 26 at Page 178; for a mora dutailad GeBCIription as to coursaes,
inutar and bounds, reference ig made to said plat of record.

BAID prapsrey iy wubject o all festriceiconas  and

aanements of  raecord
including any which ity ber shown on a

Tecorded plat.

WHIS Dbeiny the suaae Propercty or a portion thereof Convayed to the
Girantors herein by duad of Freddie Chisolim  Jaced May 14, 1980 ang

recorded in  gs8id Clerk's Offlce at Doed Book 301 at Page 28 on May 19,
1.980.

THE within desd waas preparsd Dy the Law Fiprm of Vaux, Lau
FuA., Post Office Orawar S817, Hiilton
without benefit of title exawinaticr

iCil,

Head Island, Souun

10
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s,

™. i T .
My Gommissiton Expireg: 8/2/88

183+

ke Btate of Hontly Caroliva,

HEAUFORT

County.

(SR —

PERSONALLY appeared betore e Linda #. LaChance

and snade aath that she
Laura Mae Bryan

Deed; and that she with

witnesaerd the cxeciion thereni.
]

. L
i A

. i I i/

SWORN 10 Leiore me, this ( 41 / )

-
r
A8
S
—
~s
N
k\
=
C

day of September
’ s

S
.L:;r(f'"f :
yc

My /Commi §510n0

Ltre State of Soudly Quraling,

BEAUFORT County. J'

1 Xarean 5. Hi

UNCIATION OF DOWER.

.. @ Notary Public for Scuth Carclina,
do hereby certify wnro all whom &t may concern, that Mrs. Laura Mae Bryan

the wifie of the within named Thewas 8ryan

did his day apgear efure m

apon being privatey wad

sned by omel Jid doeciare 1han sbe

does freely, volumarily, awd withou any cemipulsion, dread or e

al any perssn or (ersuns whomsoever, re-

nounce, release and forever rebinquish unto the within named Clarence Chisholm and Sadie.

Mae Chisholm, their

Helre and Assigns, all ler. foterest and esiate, and also ali her

-

woand caim of dower, ofin or 1o ali and

singulac the premises within rientioned and released.

A}
Given under iy Hand and Scal, this léch
Tepremser A Ao Bosing, 19 82,
t i AT s
— L SE [0S AN, 3
ith Carolina Laura Mae

i
i

B
:
:
{.
?
;’ 8
i
i
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CASE MO: 2014-CP-07-004260

Talwan B Scoft

Plaintitiy

Lonald E. Ford, 2t al

Defendnnts,

P et M Nt N N M T i vt e e’ e e

i

This matier came before me on Ociober 3, 2014 pursuant to an Order of R«;fi‘" 11C
filed. The parties were present pro-se.

This is an encroachment dispuie. | lun‘u' Fand
parcels of real estate that border on the
pleadings, ll‘la/ evidenoce, testimany of i

laint

P
Jrs. lk)x,.

s

I Defendants’ predecassor in title, Fred Chisolm, in the vear

. e C v PN AT oy b -
access cusenient as a part of a plotted subdivision of prop

County.

\/)

2. The easement crosses the Western boundary of Tot 4. owned now by the
Detendants.

3. Defendants have encroached on the casement and on the southern property line
the Plaintiiis.
4, order to remove sajd

R .
AT ]
Ll

N
L

i bloci'\'cd OF BNeroa

aneroac
upon and the po 110
Plaintiff' s propert

5. De Bave 60 dove Do e dale o iy

i“ ‘l.\, A0 ¢

15



boundary line encroachments as shown on the Plaintiffs Sea sland land
Survey plat “Manutactured home site survey: Lot 3, Muddy Craek
Plantution, ilton Head Tslund, Beaulort Count

south Careling, pre
for Taiwan Scott, Date §18/147, which plat appears as P
#7 unthe trial exhibiis,

{
Lol

=%
—

{

.
)
S~

R
2o
7
-
-
s
s

|

i
!
1 ///.,
e H -
- |
- N g e —
Honor in B Dualees, HIT
Master in Bquity and Spegial Cirenit Court Judge
for Beaufore

. N A
Caunty

. ”/
A 4 ,

October _ L 2014

B

[

24



STATE OF SOUTH CAROILINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

[INTHE COURY OF COMMON PLEAS

R

CASE NO: 2014-CP-07-00426
Taiwan R. Scott,
Plaintiffs,

ORDER ON CONTEMPT
VS, ’

Ronald 1. Ford, et al.,

Defendants.

e s S N M St Mt S N N N’ e’ i N e

; N

This matter came before e on January 15, 2016 pursuant to Plaintiff Taiwan Scott's Motion
for Contempt of Coun, filed September 3, 2015, The Plaintiff Taiwan Scott appeared pro-se and the
Defendant Sonya Ford appeared pro-se by (elephone. '

This matter has a long and tortured history and the Defendant has not yet completely
complied with the Final Ovder of this Court dated October 14™, 2014 {Final Order}. This Court has
repeatedly attempted to assist the pro-se parties (who are related) in craftin ¢ a seitlement that would
gvaid further problems betwzen them. Unfortunately, those cfforts were without result and it is
incumbent upon this Court to insist that the Final Order previously filed be complied with as soon as
possible,

After hearing from parties 1 rule as follows;

1) The Plaintiff shall have 20 days 1o obtain an estimate from 4 fence ar consicuciion
company to clear the easement s Ordered in the Final Order,

2) The estimate shall be filed with the Clerk (under this case number) with copies to
the Defendant and this Court.

3) The Defendant shall have 10 days thereafler to clear the easement and comply
with the Final Court Order.

4) M the Defendant fails to clear the easement as Grdered, this Court, without furiher

procecdings or notice, will issue an Order of Contempt, including but not limited
to the following:

N

1 Uv\ yaa

5"



1) Authorizing the Beawfort County Sheriff o assist the Plaindff and his
conlractor with clearance of the easement.

2) Ordering that all costs and fees associated with the Jorced clearance of
the easement to established as a judgment against the Defendanis 1o be
Jiled with the Clerk of Court for Beaufort County.

3) Ordering such other penclties, coptsand sanctions as may be
appropriate. / .

\,

I'TIS SO ORDERED: ’
: //")

———,
el
P

/ e /)f/
Iiononéblé Mfu vin H. Dukcs 1
Master in eq/ltv aud Special Circuit Court Judge
for Beaufort Counrv

PO

7

P

‘/// . R

v
January _*k l/z 2016

Beautort, South Carolina



(;wamp FENCE CO. SRAYBAR FEN i C()., INC
3& Savannah Highway - o
Gurton, SC 29506

(843) 523-6172 + Fax 843 525, 1747 Port Royal,

VisSaians TERCARD /'IL.CT:I’]L‘._L

Ww.graybarfonce.com A
DAY, AT
SOURLE
500 10 Y Gro i MR —
o , o > Relm S TE e TELEPHEHE
ADDRESS. M G _Coluviean Rl - 176 Linsrion RO 7T ~ NUNBIR e
VLTI o
5 i A LT
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