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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
_ ) CASE NO.: 2017-CP-08-1029
ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
VS. ) FINAL ORDER
)
MYRA L. SCOTT )
)
Defendant )
)

This matter came before me for hearing on the merits on December 17, 2018 pursuant to notice

and pursuant to Consent Order of Reference with Finality.

PLEADINGS AND PARTIES

This case was commenced by the filing of a Summons and Complaint of the Plaintiff on April 19,
2017, along with related pleadings, wherein he seeks an order of the Court pursuant to the South
Carolina U‘niform' Declaratory Judgment Act, (“SCUDJA”) declaring and determining the relatﬁ/c
rights and relations of the parties concerning an alleged easeinent, along with certain incidental

relief,

The Defendant timely filed her Answer on May 4, 2017 wherein she denied the existence of the

easement and raised certain legal and equitable defenses.
Service in all instances was properly affected as evidenced by the record:
Plaintiff is represented by E. Mason West, Esquire of the Berkeley County Bar. Defendant was

originally represented by Jeffrey T. Spell, Esquire; however, a Consent Order of Substitution of
Counsel was filed by the Defendant on September 20, 2018 wherein C. Mac Gibson, Jr., Esquire
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was to be substituted as Counsel of record. On September 27, 2018, Mr. Gibson was substituted

as Counsel for the Defendant per the Order of the Honorable Dedra L. Jefferson.
SUBJECT MATTER

This case revolves around the rights of adjoining landowners who own property in the Cainhoy
Community of Berkeley County with respect to an alleged access easement. The eas.ement is
claimed by the Plaintiff to be located across the property of Defendant Myra Scott, bearing
Berkeley County TMS# 263-00-01-015, “Scott Lands”. If declared valid, the easement serves
property of the Plaintiff bearing Berkeley County TMS# 263-00-01-041, “Williams Lands”.

THE CONTROVERSY.

During or about the year 2011, Defendant constructed a fence without gates for “through passage”
" across the Scott Lands thereby impeding Plaintiff’s ability to access the Williams Lands. Plaintiff

“objected to the actions of the Defendant. The instant case followed.

The essence of Plaintiff’s position in these pfoceedings is that his predecessors in title to the
Williams Lahds were granted a perpetual access casement appurtenant to the Williams Lands
across the Scott Lands and that \.)vhen he (the Plaintiff) acquired the Williams Lands he acquired
the same easement rights of his predecessors. Plaintiff claims the easement provides him a

perpetual, free and unlimited right of access.
THE RECORD

By stipulation of counsel at the call of the case, and by admission in evidence during the trial of
the case without objection, multiple exhibits consisting of various deeds, plats, photographs, maps,

were submitted. Collectively Plaintiff’s Exhibit’s 1, 2,3, 4 and Defendant’s Exhibit 1.

Plaintiff presented three (3) witnesses,i namely himself, Alfrigh Williams, the Defendant, Myra
Scott, and Plaintiff’s brother, and predecessor in title, Chuck Williams. The Defendant presented
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two (2) witnesses, namely the Defendant herself, Myra Scott, and her expert Dean Britt, a land

surveyor,

FINDINGS OF SALIENT FACTS

From the record before me, from the testimony of the witnesses in open court under oath and upon
the entirety of the within proceedings, by a preponderance of the evidence, 1 find the following

salient facts:

l. Plaintiff is the fee simple owner of the Williams Lands, a 0.55 acre parcel of land located
in the Cainhoy area of Berkeley County, bearing Berkeley County TMS # 263-00-01-041.

2. His source deed is part of the record. Plaintiff’s Exhibit 1. |

3. Defendant is the owner of the Scott Lands, a 0.92 acre parcel of land also located in the
Cainhoy area of Berkeley County bearing Berkeley County TMS # 263-00-01-015, which
adjoins the Williams Lands. | |

4. Her source deed is part of the record. Plaintiff’s Exhibit 1.

5. The Williams Lands and the Scott Lands are contiguous along a common boundary line
which has a distance of one hundred twelve (112°) feet, more or less.

6. The Williams Lands and the Scott Lands were at one time held by a single owner, Katie

Drayton.

7. In 1970, Katie Drayton and Mary Jane Blunt commissioned a survey'plat by R.D. Guerry,

RLS, which affected the subdivision of the Katie Drayton lands into Parcels “A”, now the
Scott Lands and Parcel “B”, now the Williams Lands, which plat is found of record in Plat

Book T at Page 64. Plaintiff’s Exhibit 1.

8. Katie Drayton then conveyed Parcels A and B to Mary Jane Blunt by deed dated July 31,

1970 and found of record in Book A213 at Page 173.
9. Mary Jane Blunt thereafter conveyed Tract B to Lavenia Porcher and Chuck E. Williams
by deed dated September 2, 1980 and found of record in Book A-410 at Page 46, which in

addition to the description of the property being conveyed contains the following:
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

“ALSO:
A perpetual free and unlimited right of access to and from the lot herein
conveyed as a means of ingress and egress over and upon and across the
adjacent lot delineated on said plat and described as Tract “A” by means of
aroadway to be constructed at the expense of the grantees from the roadway
delineated on said plat and to the lot herein conveyed which said right-of-
way shall be and remain appurtenant to the lot herein conveyed.”
Each subsequent deed in the chain of title to the Williams Lands, including the Williams
source deed, incorporated the same easement language.
During or about the year 2011, Defendant constructed a fence surrounding the Scott Lands.
Defendant’s construction of the fence has blocked, impeded and interfered with Plaintiff’s
ability to exercise his right of ingress and egress over, upon and across the Scott Lands to
access the Williams Lands.
In Plaintiffs case in chief, on examination by Plaintiff’s counsc_:l, Defendant conceded and
acknowledged for the first time, that Plaintiff has a valid and enforceable easement across
the Scott Lands and that the presence of her fence does in fact block Plaintiff from using
his easement.
The grant or reservation of the easement in the Mary Jane Blunt deed (8, supra) does not
contain metes and bounds or figures giving definite dimensions of the easement.
As to the scope and extent of the easement, Defendant’s expert witness Dean Britt, a land

surveyor, testified that the width of the easement is typically not less than twenty (20°) feet

wide.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court concludes as a matter of law.as follows:

T

This is a declaratory judgment case.
The pleadings and proceedings herein are adequate, complete and proper. -
This Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter.

Venue is proper.
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10.
L.

14.

This court has the power and authority to declare rights; the status and the legal relations
between and among the parties pursuant to S.C. Code 4nn. § 15-53-20.

There must be a justiciable controversy between and among the parties in order for the
Court to adjudicate a matter under S.C. Code Ann. § 15-53-20.

The parties agrée that there is an easement appurtenant to the Williams Lands over, upon
and across the Scott Lands. .

There is no longer a justiciable controversy before ’me regarding the existence of the
easement appurtenant to the Williams Lands and over, upon and across the Scott Lands.

Based on the absence of a dispute about the existence of an easement, I determine, deem

" and declare that there is a valid and enforceable access easement in perpetuity across the

Scott Lands to the Williams Lands.
The parties disagree about the width of the easement.
There is therefore a justiciable controversy before me as to the scope and extent of the

easement.

. Tt is well established and well settled in South Carolina that an easement is a right which

one person has to use the land of another for a specific purpose. Murrells Inlet Corporation
v. Ward, 378 S.C. 225, 662 S.E. 2d 452 (Ct. App 2008), Frierson v. Watson, 371 S.C. 60,
67, 636 S.E. 2d 872, 875 (Ct. App. 2006). Bundy v. Shirley, 412 S.C, 292, 304, 772 S.E.
2d 163, 169 (2015).

. Tt is well established and well settled that an easement may be created by grant or

reservation in a deed. Windham v. Riddle, {381 S.C. 192, 672 S.E. 2d 578 (2009). 12 S.C.
Juris, Eusements § 6.

It is well established and well settled in South Carolina that although the existence of an

_easement is a question of fact in a law action, the determination of the extent of an easement

~ is an equitable matter. Jowers v. Hornsby, 292 S.C. 549, 551, 357 SE 2d 710,711 (1987);

15.

Tupper v. Dorchester County, 326 S.C. 318, 323,487 S.E. 2d 187,190 (1997).

In determinin g the scope and éxtent'of an easement, this Court, being one in equity, must
give consideration to what is essentially nccéssary to the enjoyment of the easement. Sandy
Island Corp., 246 S.C. 4l.1 9-20, 143 S.E. 2d> at 806; Carolina Land Company v. Bland, 265
S.C. 98,217 S.E.2d 16 (1975); Jacobs v. Service Merchandise Co.,297 S.C. 123, 375 S.E;
2d 1 (Ct. App. 1988) 12 S.C. Juris, Easements § 20.
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- 16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

1.

In so doing, if the language in the grant or reservation is uncertain or ambiguous in any
respect, the court may inquire into and consider all surrounding circumstances to determine
the intention of the parties. Carolina Ceramics, Inc. v. Carolina Pipeline Co., 251 S.C.
151, 155-56, 161 S.E. 2d 179,181 (1968).

In making that inquiry, it is not essential to the validity of a grant of an easement that it be
described by metes and bounds or by figures giving definite dimensions of the easement.
Simmons v. Berkeley Elec. Co-op, Inc., 404 SC 172, 744 S.E.2d 580 (Ct. App. 2013).

In Soutﬁ Carolina, ordinarily the owner of an easement has the duty to keep it in repair.
Hayes v. Tompkin 287 S.C. 289, 337 S.E. 2d 888 (1985). Further, taking into consideration
the burden the easement of right of way places upoh the Defendant’s property, the Plaintiff
shall have the duty to keep the right-of-way in reasonable repair.

In the adjustments and balancing of the equities, I determine, deem and declare that the
parties to the Mary Jane Blunt deed, intended that the original Grantees of Parcel B, that is
to say what became the Williams Lands, their heirs and assigns, should and must have an
easement with a width sufficient to serve its intended purpose of reasonable access.

In the adjustments and balancing of the equities, I further determine, deem and declare on
the record before me, and taking into consideration. typical easements of Berkeley County
as a guide, that a fair and reasonable interpretation of the intent of the parties to the Mary
Jane Blunt deed is that the subject easement has, and should have, at all points along its
course a width of twenty (20°) feet in order to be useful and practical and serve its obvious

intended purpose.

ORDER

T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, DECLARED AND DECREED as follows:

Plaintiff, his heirs and assigns, is possessed of an easement appurtenant as the owner of the
Williams Lands which entitles him to access to and from the Williams Lands as a means

of ingress and egress over and upon and across the Scott Lands.
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2. The easement area shall be and is twenty (20°) feet in width and is situate generally along
the length of the southern boundary of the Scott Lands for the full distance to the
intersection with the Williams Lands.

3. Plaintiff shall have the duty to keep the right of way in reasonable repair.

4. Defendant may at her option, and at her expense relocate her fence northward and inward
on the Scott Lands, thereby allowing the area of the easement declared by this order to be
unrestricted and fully outside of the enclosed portion of her yard; or in the alternative,
Defendanti may retain the fence where and as it is; provided she causes or allows the
deconstruction of the fence in two locations, one at the entranceway to the easement ffom

" Cainhoy Road and one along the common boundary line of the Williams Lands and the
Scott Lands to allow passage by the Plaintiff, his invitees, guests, heirs and assigns, for all
lawful purpo.ses.

5. Plaintiff will be responsible for removal of the Defendant’s fence along the boundary line
of Williams and Scott lands for a distance of 20 feet tb allow access from the easement to
Plaintiff’s property.

6. Should Defendant elect to erect a front gate, Defendant shall be responsible for the
installation, upkeep and maintenance of the front gate, that being the gate closest to
Cainhoy Road.

7. If Defendant chooses to lock the front gate, she shall immediately provide thé Plaintiff, his
heirs and assigns, a key and keep the lock at all times in working order.

8. Ifthe lock is replaced, a substitute key shall be prdvidcd the Plaintiff, his heirs and assigns.

9. Should Defendant elect to allow access via gates, Plaintiff shall be responsible for the
installation, upkeep and maintenance of the back gate, that being the gate closest to
Plaintiff’s property.

10. Each party will be responsible for their own costs and attorney fees.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED..

(JUDGE’S SIGNAGURE PAGE TO FOLLOW)
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF BERKELEY X
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2017-CP-08-1029

AlfrighG. Williams,__ .. ... .. ... . _MyraL. Scott,etal

PLAINTIFFGS) " "DEFENDANT(S)

E. Mason West | Attorney for: [ Plaintiff [ Defendant

PO Box 1869

| Moncks Corner, SC 29461 o

0 Sclf Represented Litigant

DlSPOSITION 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.

ACTION DISMISSED (EHECK REASON): O Rule 12(b), SCRCP; O Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Voli. Nonsuit); [J Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); O other

ACTION STRICKEN (GHECK REASON): 01 Rule 40(j), SCRCP; O] Bankruptcy;

[ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [1 Other

O DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (GHECK.APELICABLE BOX):
O Affirmed; O Reversed; [J 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) [ Statement of Judgment
by the Courtt oo . = oo .o

O O ® O

ORDER INFORMATION

This orderl endsll 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, mdlcate_“N/Ai’.,m one.of the boxes below. .. __ _
Judgment in Faver of 1 T Jiudgment Against | I Judgment Amount To be
(List name(s) below) . (List name(s) below) ; Enrolled
e i L e (List. amount(s) below)
$
T W — & o - E $ - S -~ - - -
j |8

VIf apphcable descrlbe the property, mcludmg tax map information and address referenced in
the order:
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The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Dispules 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.

(Signature Page to Follow)

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered onthe. .- - _-day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this dayof __._ .. ..20 to attorneys of record or
_ to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

_E. Mason West L - - . C. Mac Gibson Jr.

. PO Box 1869 L L , 1473 Stuart Engals Blvd

..Moncks Corner, SC.29461 __ _ e Mt Pleasant, SC 29464

““ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)
_CLERK OF COURT ” _

Court Reporter:
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Berkeley Common Pleas

Case Caption: Alfrigh G. Williams VS Myra L. Scott
Case Number: 2017CP0801029

Type: Master/Order/Other

AND IT SO ORDERED!

s/Dale E. Van Slambrook #3079

Electronically signed on 2019-03-04 13:54:29 page 10 of 10
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE-COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
' )
‘ ) CASE NO.: 2017-CP-08-1029
ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
VS. ) ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S
) MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
MYRA L. SCOTT ) FINAL ORDER
)
Defendant )
)

The matter of Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration came before me for hearing on
April 3, 2019 at the Berkeley County Courthouse.

After hearing the arguments of counsel, and upon consideration of the written submittals
in support of and in opposition to the motion, along with the whole record of the proceedings
. herein, I find and conclude that there is no basis for granting the motion and the same be, and
hereby is DENIED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

(JUDGE’S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW)
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Berkeley.Common Pleas

Case Caption: Alfrigh G. Williams VS Myra L. Scott
Case Number: 2017CP0801029

Type: Master/Order/Other

AND IT SO ORDERED!

s/Dale E. Van Slambrook #3079

Electronically signed on 2019-04-04 11:02:59 page 2 of 2
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-

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BERKELEY
ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS

Plaintiff, |
VS.
MYRA L. SCOTT

Defendant.

N1 SN N, Nl 1 Sl e “t? Nt Naut’ Nt Sl Nt N
.

TO THE DEFENDANT: MYRA L. SCOTT

«

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT .

CASE NO.: 201 7-CP-08-

: .- I :"".;l.': . ) __{ ' 5
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and requiréd to Answer the Complaintiin this action, -

a copy of which is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Answer to the said

Complaint upon the undersigned attoney, at 207 Carolina Avenue, Moncks Corner, South

Carolina 29461, within (30) days after service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service. If you

fail to Answer the Complaint within that time, judgment by default will be rendered against you

for the relief demanded in the Complaint.

April 19, 2017

Moncks Comer; South Carolina - --

.....

E'M ason'West Esq

WEST LAW FIRM, LLC

P.O. Box 1869

- 207 Carolina Avenue
Moncks Corner, SC 29461
843.761.5626 (Telephone)
843.761.5627 (Fax)
Mason@WestLawFirmSC.com




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BERKELEY

ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS

VS.

MYRA L. SCOTT

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CASE NO.: 2017-CP-081.

———————

Plaintiff,

23,

COMPLARI:
(Non-J uryﬁ»:s

b 2 S
(b}
[ HVE

193

)
)
)
)
) .
)
).
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant,

T¥603
HRG

TO: THE DEFENDANT ABOVE NAMED:

Plaintiff herein would respectfully allege and show unto this Honorable Court as follows, to wit:

10 Ha 61 Hd 4

FSAIN

SURISDICTION, VENUE AND PARTIES

1. Jurisdiction is proper as to all parties and the subject matter herein pursuant to S.C. Code

" Ann. § 15-67-430 as the property in dispute is situate wholly within Berkeley County,

South Carglina.

Venue is pfoper in Berkeley County, South Carolina.

3. Plaintiff is the fee simple absolute owner of a parcel of land located in the Cainhoy area of

‘page 205,

Berkeley County, bearing Berkeley County TMS#263-00-01-041.

Upon information and belief, Defendant is the owner of an adjoining parcel beaﬂng
Berkeley County TMS # 263-00-01-015. | o

Plaintiff is the possessor of an easement granting perpetual free and unlimited right of

access to and from his property as a means of ingress and egress over and upon and across

-~ the adjacent lot owned by the Defendant, as evidenced by deed of Lavenia Porcher and

Chuck E. Williams to Lavenia Porcher and Ray Williams, dated October 10, 1990, found
of record in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Berkeley County in Deed Book A501,
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10.

I1.

12.

'FOR.A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
{Nuisance and Continuing Nuisance)

Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each and e.very allegation of the foregoing paragraphs,
inclusive as if fully set forth herein verbatim.

Defendant, constructed or caused to be constructed a fence around the perimeter of
Defendant’s property.

Defendant’s construction, or role in the construction of the fence, has impeded the lawful
access to the Plaintiff’s property.

Defendant’s maintaining and continuing an unauthorized and unpermitted condition and
activity on her land as herein described constitutes an unreasonable, unnecessary and
unwarrantéd interference with Plaintiff’s property and invasion thereof and is the direct
and proximate cause of Plaintiff’s loss and ability to fully and exclusively use and enjoy
his lands, all of which has damaged the Plaintiff and for which he is entitled to damages,

both actual and punitive.

FOR‘A SECOND CAUSE.OF ACTION
(Negligence)

Plaintiff repeats and- re-alleges each and every allegation contained in the foregoing
paragraphs, inclusive, as if fully set forth herein verbatim.
As hereinabove alleged, Defendant constructed or caused a fence to be constructed on her
land.
Defendant was.at all times and placés mentioned negligent, grossly negligent, wanton,
willful and careless in one or more of the following particulars: |
a. In constructing or causing to be constructed a fence on the Defendant’s land, and
in doing so neglecting, réfusing and failing to take into account the right of peaceful
enjoyment by the Plaintiff of his property.
"b. "In impeding, obstructing, and interferinig with Plaintiff’s ingress and egress despite
unequivocal, unambiguous, and élear language in Defendant’s chain of title
establishing Plaintiff’s rights, privileges, and entitlements under the herein

described easement.

; " 20f4
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c. In affecting and interfering with the private use and enjoyment by the Plaintiff of -

his property.

d. In neglecting, refusing and failing to investigate and determine in advance of
construction of the fence whether she had a right, license or privilege to do so, or if
she did such an examination to heed, abide by and respect the advice of her lawyers
that she had no such right, license or privilege. |

e. In neglecting, refusing and failing fo act in such a way as a reasonably prudent
person-would have acted under the circumstances then and there prevailing.

13. As adirect and proximate result of the foregoing negligent acts, omissions and conduct of
the Defendant, Plaintiff has suffered and will continue to suffer injury and loss and the
diminution of the value of his land and be denied the full use and enjoyment thereof for

which Plaintiff is entitled to damages, both actual and punitive.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE:OF ACTION - .-
(Injunction) "

14. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each and every allegation contained in the foregoing
paragraphs, inclusive as if fully set forth herein verbatim. ,

15. As a result of the foregoing, and the continuing nature of the intentional and unauthorized
activities of the Defendant and her flagrant disregard of the rights of the Plaintiff, she has
caused and will, unless enjoined by this Court, continue to cause immediate and i;'reparable
harm and damage to the Plaintiff for which there is no adequate remedy at law.

16. Plaintiff is entitled to a mandatory temporary and permanent injunction requiring

Defendant to remove the wrongfully constructed fence from her property.

: (Declaratory Judgment)

17. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each and every'allegation contained in the foregoing

- --- paragraphs, inclusive as if fully set forth herein verbatim. - e

18. Plaintiff brings this action together pursuant to the provisions of the S.C. Code Ann. § 15- |

53-10, “Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act "; for the purpose of obtaining an order of
this Court declaring and establishing that Plaintiff, has all rights, privileges, and
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entitlements to the herein described easement, and shall enjoy the same without

interference, obstruction or impediment of the Defendant.

WHEREFORE, having fully set forth his Complaint herein, Plaintiff would pray for an order and

judgment as follows:

1. For actual and punitive damages fdr nuisance and continuing nuisance,

2. For actual and punitive damages for negligence;

3. For a temporary and permanent mandatory injunction against the Defendant from
obstructing the use of the herein described easement, and for the immediate removal of the
fence; '

4. For a determination that Plaintiff, has all rights, privileges, and entitlements to the herein
described easement, and shall enjoy the same without interference or impediment of the
Defendant; and

5. For the costs of this action and for such other and further relief as this Court deems just
and proper in the premises. | '

Réspecfillygibtiitied;

E. Mason West, Esq.

John S. West, Esq.

WEST LAW FIRM, LLC

P.O. Box 1869

207 Carolina Avenue

Moncks Corner, SC 29461

843.761.5626 (Telephone)
April 19,2017 843.761.5627 (Fax)
Moncks Comer, SC 29461 Mason@WestLawFirmSC.com

oo e o WestLaw@HomeSCcom T T
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASE NO.: 2017-CP-08-1029
ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) &
V. ) ANSWER =1 =
) g0z x
MYRA L. SCOTT, ) mon I
) o A
Defendant. ) g;% = Vel
) Zgg = L7
T =2z & &

S

The Defendant, by and through undersigned counsel, hereby answers meCon@mm of
the Plaintiff as follows:

1. The Defendant denies each and every allegation contained in the Compiaixit unless
specifically admitted herein and demands strict proof thereof,

2. The Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 thru 4 of the Complaint
of the Plaintiff.

3. Regarding the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the Complaint, the Defendant
admits only that an easement is mentioned in the Deed referenced. The Defendant denies
any other allegations contained in paragraph 5 and demands strict proof thereof.

4.I ATb the éxtent that any response is required to paragraph 6 of fhe Complaint, t_ﬁe
Deféndam would refer to her responses set foﬁh above. |

5. The Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the Complaint.

" 6. The Defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs 8 and 9 of the Complaint™

and demands strict proof thereof.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

To the extent that any response is required to paragraph 10 of the Complaint, the

Defendant would refer to her responses' set forth above.

The Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of the Complaint.

The Defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs 12 and 13 of the Complaint

and demands strict proof thereof.

To the extent that any response is required to paragraph 14 of the Complaint, the

Defendant would refer to her responses set forth above.

The Defendant denies the allegations contained in paragraphs 15 and 16 of the Complaint

and demands strict proof thereof.

To the extent that any response is required to paragraph 17 of the Complaint, the

Defendant would refer to her responses set forth above.

The Plaintiff makes no factual allegations in paragraph 18 but rather sets forth his

intentions in bringing this action, therefore the Defendant neither admits nor denies

paragraph 18.

In her Defense, the Defendant would show unto this Honorable Court that:

a. The Plaintiff’s property is not landlocked but rather has a long-established access for
ingress and egress used by owners of the property pfior to the Plaintiff.

b. The easement claimed is not necessary.

c. The Defendant sought and receive@ permission of a previous owner of the Plaintiff’s
property to erect her fence in its present location.

d. The permission granted by the previous Ownér acts as a waiver and/or ‘an —

abandonment of any claim of easement.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

e. The Defendant, in building her fence, expended great sums in réliance on the
permission of the previous owner of the property.

Based upon the allegations set forth in the previous paragraph, the Defendant asserts the

equitable defense of Waiver. |

Furthermore, the Defendant would show unto this Honorable Court that the easement as

intended in the original Deed recitation is ineffective in that it would require the Plaintiff

to cross over and upon the property .Of other parties not named in this litigation to provide

access to the Plaintiff’s property.

In addition, the Plaintiff purchased the property as a Tax Sale auction after the

Defendant’s fence was constructed and as a result the Plaintiff cannot claim any greater

ownership than the defaulting taxpayer (who had givén permission to the Defendant to

build her fence).

That based upon the allegations set forth in the previous paragraph and above, the

Defendant would assert the affirmative defense of Assumption of the Risk, specifically:

a. Plaintiff voluntarily purchased the subject property at a Tax Sale auction which is,

by its nature, to somé certain extent dangerous or risky.

b, Plaintiff knew the facts forming the dangerous or risky condition.

¢c.  Plaintiff knew the condition was dangerous or risky.
d. Plaintiff appreciated the nature and extent of the danger or risk.
e. Plaintiff voluntarily exposed himself to the danger or risk.

“f. 77 Plaintiff assumed the risk of injufy complained of and should therefore be-barred - -

from recovery against the Defendant,

20



WHEREFORE having Answered the Complaint of the Plaintiff and having asserted

equitable and Affirmative Defenses, this Defendant prays this Honorable Court dismiss this

action with prejudice and award this Defendant 1egal and equitable relief as would .be’

appropriate.

Jeffrey T. Spell
Attorney at Law
1721 Ashley River Road
Charleston, South Carolina 29407
(843) 452-3553
jeff@jeffspell.com

South Carolina Bar # 13520

Attorney for the Defendant
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}:STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BERKELEY

E ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS,
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vs. CASE NO. 2017-CP-08-1029
MYRA L. SCOTT,

Defendant.

HEARING BEFORE: DALE E. VAN SLAMBROOK

DATE: December 17, 2018
TIME: ) 1:14 PM
LOCATION: Berkeley County Courthouse

300-B California Avenue
Courtroom A '
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REPORTED BY: Priscilla Nay,
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WEST LAW FIRM, LLC

BY: E. MASON WEST
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

December 17; 2018

17 ﬂ

Myra.L. Scott

(PLF. EXH. 1, Title History binder, was ’
marked for identification.)

(PLF. EXH. 2, Color photograph, was
marked for identification.) |

(PLF. EXH. 3, Color photograph, was
marked for identification.) |

(PLF. EXH. 4, Document, plat, was
marked for identification.)

(DFT. EXH. 1, Color photographs, were
marked for identification.) . !
THE COURT: Mr. West, you are
' representing the Plaintiff. Is that right? {

MR. WEST: That's correct, Your Honor.
THE COURT: And we are here on
2017-CP-08-1029, Williams versus Scott. Is that
- right? ‘
MR. WEST:- That's correct, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay. All right. And do
you have Mr. Williams with you? | , i
MR. WEST: That;s correct. :
THE CQURT: Okay. And you're Ms.
~SCOLL? oo S — e
| MS. SCOTT: 'Yes, sir.
g THE COURT: All right. Good afternoon,
; Ms. Scott. And, Mr. Gibson, you're representing
AI7[R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR,, & ASSOCIATES (800) 743DEPO  Page 3

scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

‘Myra L. Scott e L _December 17, 2018
1 Ms. Scott. Is that right? ’
2 MR, GiBSON: Yes, I am, Your Honor.
3 THE COURT: And we had a brief pretrial

4 | and I understand that y'all are prepared to go

5 | forward. Is that right?

6 MR. GIBSON: That's correct.

7 THE COURT: You've premarked exhibits
8 | and you've explained basically the outline of the
9 positions. And I've reviewed the pleadings and
10 y'all wish to waive openings. Is that right?
11| MR. GIBSON: That's correct.

12 THE COURT: OQkay. We also discussed
13 ’ whether there was any possibility of mediating the
14 f matter and y'all wanted to diSpense of that as you
15 felt it would be more efficient going forward with

16 | a trial today. Is that right?

17 | . . MR. GIBSON: That's correct. |
18 f _ MR. WEST: That's correct, Judge.

19 | THE COURT: All right. Mr. West.

20 % o MR..WEST: Thank you, Your Honor. May

21 ﬁ it please the court. 1I'd call my client, Al

22 Jf williams_to the stand. . _ . _ . _._. . .. .. ___._/|.

23 Y; THE COURT: Mr. Williams, come on up .

24 /| right over here.
o

25 || ) ALFRIGH G. WILIAMS
l’ A"VV R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 4
S | M | . scheduledepo.com ,
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing
, _ December 17, 2018

Myra L. Scott

being first duly sworn, testifiéd as follows:

THE COURT: Give  your name, spell your
last name for the court reporter, and give her your
address. Okay, Mr. West.

EXAMINATION
BY MR. WEST:

Q. Could you please spell your full name
for the court reporter, please.

A. My name is Alfrigh G. Williams --
that's A-L-F-R-I-G-H -- G. Williams,
W-I-L-L-I-A-M-S.

Q. And your address?

A. I live at -- reside at 1565 Boston

Grill Road, Mount Pleasant 29466.

Q. Do you own any property in Berkeley
County?

A. Yes, sir;

Q. Okay. And could you tell the Court a

little bit about that property.

A. I bought that property. Well, my
~brother ran into hard times and I got the property
:»from»Mrr~Glenn~Ward.m<Hemsold it back to-me.because
' he bought it at a auction, property auction sale.
Q. Okayt And what is the address of that

: property?

T st [— e i

5

AwlR] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
ot | Wi | Vi - scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams

VS. Hearing
December 17, 2018

‘Myra L. Scott

pictures

EJ’:OIIﬁIOBj

Q.
little description of where that property is, what
part of the county is that in?

A,

Q.
history of that piece of property?

A.
had about I want to say four trailers back there.

Q.
that property?

A,
'70s, I think.

Q.

Judge, for the record énd I've shown them to
-opposing-Counsel . - — - o

~ BY MR. WEST:

— . .
I think it's 21 Psalms Lane.

Is that 124 Psalms Lane?

Yes.

Okay. And that's in Berkeley County?
Yes. |

Okay. And just to give the Judge a
It's in Cainhoy.

Okay. Do you know anything about the
Yes. I stayed there, my brother. We
Okay. How long has the family‘been on
Since the property was bought in the
I'm going to show you a quick cquple of

MR. WEST: We've already marked these,

Q. I'l1l show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 and
3. Do you recognize that those?
[alwlr] A wLLam ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 6
| Eanll |l i scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ' _ Hearing
Myra L. Scott . L December 17,3 20'1§_'

: 7
1 A. ~Yes.
2 Q. And Number 37
3 A. Yes, sir.
4 Q. Okay.
5 A. Yes.
6 Q. Are those accurate representations of

7 the property you just described?

8 A. Correct. ° Yes, sir.‘

9 MR. WEST: Okay, if I could pass that
10 up to the Judge. May I approach?

11 THE COURT: Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 and
12 . 3} is that right?

13 MR. WEST: That's right.

14 | BY MR. WEST:

15 Q. Now, I'm also going to show you

16 | Plaintiff's Number 1.

17 MR. WEST: Judge, I've éiready gone

18 over this with court reporter, -but this is a large
19 notebédk that contains the title history of both
20 ! propérties, the property of the Defendant, Myra

21 f Scott, as well as the title history to the property
22|, of my client, Mr..Al Williams._ . .. . _ .. . .. %

It

23 1 Just for demonstration purposes, I

24 | would like you to identify for the Judge where on Ei

25 w the map -~ the GIS map which property or parcel

AlWIR| A WILLIAMROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 7
il | %5 | Wl scheduledepo.com

t
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ' Hearing

iMw_a,L. Scottr _ _ _ o ~ December 17, 2018
1 is yours. :
2 A. This one right here. (Pointing to
3 document)
4 Q. Could you read that number out.
5 A. 62301041.
6 Q. Okay. And that's located behind the

) Defendant, Myra Scott's property?

8 A. Yes, sir.

9 . Q. Now, you had briefly described how you
10 | obtained the property. |

11 A, Yes. |

12 Q. Go into a little bit more description
13 about that. |

14 3 A. Well, my brother ran into a hard time

15 | and Mr. Ward -- he known the family and at the

16 é time if he had iose (sic) the property he wouldn't
17 | have had no place to stay. So I bought the brought
18 Ejback nyself.

19'§ Q. Okay. When you bought the property did
20 & you understand there to be an easement across Myra
21 i Scott's property? , | , T
‘.zzéﬁw~Aw_~w«A.WMwthnyesrwsir;“,Yes,-sir.;mwwmwwnun,_-ﬂmh"qﬂ
23 i Q. Okay. When you bargained for that
24 i property that was part of your bargain?

25 il A. Yes.

| 7||R (A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 8
| i scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ' Hearing
December 17, 2018,

11 |

Q. .Allbright. Now, what has happened to ’
the property that brought this matter into dispute?
A. Well, before there was -- there was a
house there and I think the house burned down or
they torn it down and got the double-wide trailef
and people told her that the»trailer was too big. |
MR. GIBSON: Objection, Your Honor.
This calls for hearsay. |
THE COURT: Yes. Yes. Don't ask --
THE WITNESS: Okay.
THE COURT: ~-- for say hearsay.
THE WITNESS: Okay. |
THE COURT: Mr. Williams, don't testify
ﬂ about what other folks told you. Okay?
h THE WITNESS: Okay. Well, just what I
:heard. Okay.
%,BY MR. WEST:
Q. What happened to Ms. Scott's property
that brings‘us'here.today? |
A. She closed the fence off where we can't
. get to our property. She had the front gate at the |
?—very—ﬁront-set~fo~where—wewcouldnLtmgetMin”or;out.;mji
' And if we had crossed that barrier, I mean, we | E
would have been trespassing. !
Q. Okay. So YOu've been locked out? '?
[alwlir A WILLIA ROBERTS, JR, & ASSOCIATES (800) T43.DEPO  Page 9
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing
December 17, 2018

MyraL. Scott

A O

A. Locked out, right. +0
Q. All right. And you are familiar with
the family history that over the course of time
people have used that property to access the lot
that you currently own?
A. Yes. Yes.
Q. Okay.
A, Since the '70s. Since the property was
bought.
| .Q. Okay. Do you have a key to the gate?
A. No. Huh-uh.
Q. Okay. Have you ever been allowed on f
the property since the gate was erected?
A. We go on there, but not to say drive.
You know, I maybe mess up her lawn. So, I mean, if
| we would have done that that would have been other
issues right there. So we just more likely stay
- off it. |
: Q. Have you ever had any direct
, convefsations with Ms. Scott? |
| MR. GIBSON: Objeétion, Your Honor.
—~He!s-leading-the-witness. .. I !
;h THE COURT: Don't léad the witness.
BY MR. WEST: | |
AQ.‘ Have you ever talked with Ms. Scott and
Tl A Wiiiiam RosERTo.Ja. & ASSOUATES (300, 743080 Fage 0
PR | A | WS scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ' : Hearing
Myra L. Scott ) o , ~ _December 17, 2018.

‘way‘I can get on the property is going through her

% had to walk back there together and continued

ﬁ picking up trash. But the only thing that I got
was like she had her cell phone on record waiting
t for me to come back there and acf up. You know

" what I mean? But -- which I didn't. I said, I'll i

- talk to her a later time.
, ybu'd like to do to the property?

' there, but I can't do nothing.

_ . 11
been given any indication that you're not allowed

on your property?
A. I.tried -- I tried and spoke with her
several times because we got -- we got stuff back

there I want to get off the property and the only

yard right -- which shelgot fenced in and I get --
I get no response. |

I went there one time to talk with her
and she was -- her and her son was cleaning up on
the outside of the house and she meet me half the
way and ran back into the back yard. You know,

like why did she ran back into the back yard? We

Q. Okay. What are some of the things ?

oo e We 1l —I-would-like to-put a-house.back  [—

Q. Why not?

A. Well, because she's got everything

ety ST R A e T T . S, P

fA Vﬂ

~ A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO- Page 11
scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

Myra L. Scott i ‘ .. December 17,2018
' 12 |
blocked off.

Q. Okay.
A. I have no access.
Q. All right. And other than putting a

house up thefe is there any projects.you'd like to
do on the property?

A. Yeah. I got trees. Timbers‘got to
come off before I do anything else. That's the
first start. The timbers got to come off.

Q. All right.

A. I got to get all that stﬁff from back

- there.

Q. How about -- has anything happened in
‘recent months due to the storms or anything like }
! that that's stopped ybu?

A. Oh,vyeah.' Yeah. Yeah. Yeah.

Q. Tell the -- the judge a little bit
about that.

| A. Well, we've got stuff we want to pick
up, but we’can't do it. We can't -- we can't

travel through her yard because that would be a

up the lawn we would have to go back and fix 1it.
Just like I said before, I tried

contacting her but she never would return my phdne

A”W R] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO

Page'12.l

scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ' ' Hearing -

permission since she got her fence up there.

Q. Are there any signs on the fence?

A. No signs at all, no.

Q. Has there ever been any signs?

A. No. You know what? I -- I =-— I want
to say I don't -- she might have a no trespassing

sign out front, but I ain't too sure about that.

Q. Okay. Now, does anybody currently live
on the property that's out there?

A, That she's on?

Q No.. On the lot that YOu OWn.
A. My brother, Chuck/ right here.
Q

Okay. And .tell us a little bit about

| that.

A. Okay. Chuck, he stays back there, him
. and his wife. He's -- he -- he don't go through
. there because he was told to stay off of there. So

he don't go on it and -- which it's bad enough

|-because, —I-mean,.-he took-sicke ... - e

His wife took sick when they got --
they strolled from the back end of the property to

the main highway to get medical service, you know,

13

,Myr,a L. Sc_ott _ ~ December 17, 2:01,8_,
calls. So all that stopped me from doing anything.
Q. Okay.
A. And I can't do nothing without her

scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. , : ‘ Hearing
‘Myra L. Scott A,

December 17, 2018

, up just tear them down, you know. But that would

' gate open, you knéw, going back there but we don't

¥ go back there because everything is still boxed in.

- : 14
because the EMS and stuff can't get back there to

them. I think that's kind of awkward there, too.
Q. Do you have any personal knowledge of a

situation to that extent?

A, Pretty much. "Pretty much.
Q. Tell me a little bit about that.
A. Well, I just find out -- I mean, well, '

I can't say I just find out. But him and his
wife -— well, on separate occasions both of them
were gurneyed out there from the back end to the
highway, you know, and I was surprised that that
happened. Everybody known that except me.

Q. Okay. This -- so this fence that's
been erected has been a major problem for you?

A. It's been a_major problem, especially
one at the front gate. We had -- we had the
officers call out there several times and they was

like, wéll, if she put -- if she lock the gate back

have been more problems, you know. We would have
been fighting among the next one. So we just let

it go on for years. I think for now she left the

Q. Okay. Describe the fence a little bit
(AWl R] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 14
S | il | scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

there's a gate closest to Cainhoy Road but the back
end of the property does not have a gate?
A. It doesn't have a gate. It has a
board, a -- well, a piece of the fence fell down
during the storm and Chuck decided that he wasn't
going to put it back up. So he leave it down on
the ground.
Q. Okay. What is it that you'd like to
happen as a resulf of this lawsuit?
A. For one she have to -- well, I would
. give her two options. Either she take that fence
v énd push it tight where her house is and we travel
© on the back end of that fence or she move -- turn
her trailer the opposite way wheie we can get on
- the other side to the property.

Q. Could you accomplish the things that
; you.want on.your property if a gate was erected on

the back end of the property?

MR. WEST: I have no further questions
at this time.

THE COURT: Mr. Gibson. -

:Myra L. Scott _ _ - . December 17, 2018
| for the judge. Is it a wood fence? A metal fence?15
A. It's a wooden fence.
Q. Okay. And when you say there's a gate

i = B YRS e YRS s e

scheduledepo.com
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. ‘ Hearing

18 a say three or four years, yeah. For myself, yeah.

Myra'L. Scott ) _ . D‘?C?Tb?r 17,2018
MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor. e
EXAMINATION
BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. Mr. Williams.
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Just for your information, I do have a
speech impediment. I have a hearing loss. So...
A. I -- I got them, too.
Q. So if you can't understand what I'm

saying just ask me to repeat myself. Okay?

A. Okay. |

Q. All right. You had mentioned that --
how long did you live at that piece of property

before you moved to Mount Pleasant?

A. How long I lived there?
0. Yes, sir.
A, T had a trailer back there I want to

Q. What time period are we talking about?

A, Back in the '80s. Let's see. Back in

L the '80. Right. Yeah.

Q. Did you ever have other means of
ingress or egress that to get to your property !
other than going through Ms. Scott's property?

A. That was the only way of going in

AWIR . A.WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 16
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Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

December 17,2018

Myra L. Scott

because everything else was bush, woods all around t
us. As you can see if you've got a picture of the
map where we used to cross over the yard, all that
was woods. That didn't get cleared out until she
got her trailer there and she chopped everything
~down.
Q. Thét's not my question.
A, I know.
Q; My question is, is there another --
A. Exit?
Q. -— means of access --
A. That was 1it.
Q. -- to get to your property by way of
Asby Road? |
A. Asby Road?
Q. Yes, sir.
A;» If you had a map in the front of you I
" could have show you where Asby Road goes at.
| You've got -- you've got to go throdgh'—— all
i right. I'm going to cali it —- well, Sugar Bay --
well, you got to go through her yard and you got to
go through Asby Rdad. All that's part of her
' property.
Asby —-- you've got a housé, a trailer,
and another trailer. There's no possible way. And f
VIRl A WILT.TAFK:II:R?BER;S J_;:Assoahesw(—éba) 743.DEPO _ Page 7
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get to them.

Q.

A.

Q.

once you get through that obstacles you've got to
go through the bushes and then you've got to come

over to next side to me. There's no way you can

That's like right in front somebody

front door on their porch and then come over.

The -- isn't there a large vacant lot

right behind your property?

At it ain't vacant no more. It —--

somebody else have that.

Okay. And have you ever driven to your

pfoperty from Asby Road?

18
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A. No.
Q. And Asby Road is a dedicated road,
correct?
A, No.
Q. It's not a dedicated --
A. No.
 Q. -- road?
A. Huh-uh.
Q. Who maintains it?
‘ A. Who maintains it?
{ Q. Yes, sir.
’ A. I guess they do that theirself becauSe‘
it's a dirt road. |
. Q. Okay.
A WILLIAM RO—EE:RTS:JR~&A‘SSO_(‘:IATE;“&—OO) 743DEPO  Page 18
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A. That's about three -- I want to say

300 foot off the paved -- hill -- paved road.

Q. So Asby Road is not paved?

A. No.
Q. Okay.

A.  Unless Asby Road goes all the way

around that corner, I couldn't tell you. But Asby

Road is the road I'm saying going right on the side
of Sugar Bay going on the back to where Asby is at.

Q. Are you aware that Ms. Scott does'not
own the property between her house and Cainhoy

Road? Are you aware of that?

A. The main road?
Q. Main road and her property.
A. No. That's somebody élse‘s property --
Q. Correct.
A, -- Whe£e you have to travel over to get

to her property.

Q. That's right.

A. Right. They.don't -- one, two, three, -
four. I want to say four houses right thére. We

don't own that. We don't own that stretch right
there. Somebody else own that.

Q. Do you have an easement to go across

., that property?

16

scheduledepo.com
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A. That's -- that's what we had when -
when I obtained the property, and when my brother
obtained -- obtained the property we all went
through there. |

Q. That's not my gquestion. Do you have a
recorded easement that allowed you to go from the
main road up to Mé. Scott's property?

A. All right. I'm going to say from --
from what's on the deed it is one.

Q. That's a separate easement. The
easement you're referencing to only pertains to
Myra Scott's property. What I'm directing your
attention to is the property between her house and
the main road. Do you understand what I'm saying?

A.  Okay. Well, they have a street sign
there going for Psalms Lane‘in the back.

Q; That's correct. Do you own that piece
of property?'

A. No, I don't.

'Q. Are you aware that there is an easement

only directed to Myra Scott and the Smalls family?
Are you aware of that?

A. Right. That's on her -~ on her right-
handv—— onvher left-hand side, yes. That's what's

on the map that I'm going by now in my mind.

— . A ST e £ =

20

g e —————

AJW]R]
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21
Q. I see. |
A. ~That's where her and the fence meet.
If you want to use that easement it's supposed to
be in red. We're going right through her garage or
something like that.
Q. What's been marked as Defendant's
Exhibit Number 1-A --

MR. GIBSON: Here you go, Judge.

THE COURT: 1-A? Is that right? I've
got B on this one.

MR. GIBSON: This is A. I have A on
mine. I know what you did. You put A, B, and C
sort of collectively on one?

THE COURT REPORTER: Yes. I just put ;
letters on the pictures for you to assist because I |
know you wanted it as one exhibit.

BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. You have C on the right-hand corner.
What I'm going to show you -

THE COURT: These are A that we're
looking at?

MR. GIBSON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. So I'm going to --
‘this is A on mine. Okayf

THE WITNESS: Okay. From the deed ‘

;VV | A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR &ASSOCIATES (800) 743 DEPO T -Fﬁ’ag.;21.
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itself, right?
BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. No. I'm not asking about the deed.

I'm just asking you, are you familiar with this

location?
A. Yes.
Q. Okay.
A. This is her house and this how we used

to go in the back and curve over and go straight in

the back.:
Q. Okay. And this is the main road?
A. That's the main road, right.
Q. And what --
A. What you're asking is -- is we don't

own this piece of property right here.

Q. I understand that. What I'm directing
é'your attention to is this -- this dirt if you
; will -- do you see right here?

A. Yeah.

Q. Do you own that property?

A, Do I own it? Well, if I own that

mailbox there I own that piece of dirt right there.

Q. Do you have a deed of ownership to that

| plece of property?

A A. Not on the main highway right there.

" "A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO  ~  Page 22
, scheduledepo.com

43




o D W NN

10
11
12

13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Alfrigh G Williams vs: Hearing

'Myr;a‘:L. Scott . . : . N December 17, 2018

| the property from somewhere but that's the only way

, 23
Q. Are you aware that Ms. Scott and the

Smalls family they have a recorded easement to go
from the main road to the house. Are you aware of
that?

A. Okay. Yes.

Are you aware of that?

A. I mean, that's how they get to their
home.

Q. Right. Do you have permission to go

across that property?

A. Yes. I do have permission.
Q. From whom?
A. Well, I don't know because I obtained

we can get back to the property. When my aunt sold

 'me the property that's the way we came in right

there .because she didn't have -- she dldn t —=

| we_¥— the same way her house is right there I think

ﬂ the easement is supposed to have been on that said,

| but she had a thing right there.

Q. Okay.
| A, If it was -- 1f -- i1f we couldn't use
. this right here, well, we could use her driveway

and come on over and then go in the back.

Q. Are you aware over -- this side is also
vl A WT*L’ Y 'h'bBERTs JR & ASSOCIATES (800) 743.DEPO Page 23
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owned by Seven Stick, LLC? 2
| A. Right. This whole -- this whole piece
| right there in the front of us.
| Q. That{s right. Correct.
A. Yes.
Q. You also have to get an easement from
~ Seven Stick/ LLC. Are you aware of that?
1 A, Okay.
f Q. Do you have one?
% A. No. I don't have one.
| Q. So are you aware if you go across this
| property you could be trespassing?
| A.  Yeah.
31 Q. You're aware of that?
i A, If I take her -- if I go through her
? driveway -- so 1if I wouldn't go through her
w driveway I'll still be trespassing? : 3
Q. - Yes. }
A. Oh, yeah? To go to my own property ?
even 1if I'm on her property going inside? f
Q. Nobody owned this -- in your family é
| owns this piece of property.
| A.. Okay. So she got -- she got -- she
| got -— she got the déed right ffom whoever you said
; that piece of the middle from, right? |
A[W[R] A WiAw ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOGIATES (300) 743.DEP0  Page 24
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Now, if I go in her driveway and goes *
(sic) into her front yard and goes in the back of
mine I'm still trespassing?

Q. I'll let the judge explain that to you
or your lawyer. It's my understanding -- are you
planning on selling that property?
A. I ain't had a mind of selling no

property. You know what? That's the only thing --

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, if I could ask
him the question.

THE COURT: I think he was answering.

THE WITNESS: Excuse me.

THE COURT: Just ask --

MR. GIBSON: Excuse me.

THE COURT: Just ask him the question.
Then when:he asks you a question you answer it | ?
first -- é

THE WITNES_S: Okay.

THE COURT: =< and then you can explain j
it 1f you need to.

THE .WITNESS: Okay.

MR. GIBSON: Thank you.

THE COURT': All right.

THE WITNESS: Go ahead.
BY MR. GIBSON: :
TT7IR]. A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOGIATES (800) 743DEFO _ Page 25
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T o 26

Q. Are you planning on selling the
property back to your brother Chuck?
A. No. I wasn't planning on selling the
property back to my brother Chuck.
Q. Have you or your brother been talking
about giving him a chance to buy back the property?
A, No. No.
Q. And are you planning on letting your
brother live on that property?

A. That's -- that's why I bought the

§ property so he could stay on there.

Q. Okay. Are you planning on moving to
that property?

A. I'm planning on -- I would like to

Q. Okay. And so are you planning -- let
me ask you this. How many dwellings are you

planning on putting on the property?

A, How many dwellings I plan on putting on f
| there? ;
% Q. Yes, sir. |
i A. Well, if I built a house on that

' property it will be for the family and I ain't 5
f planning on staying there forever. Whoever behind

. me, they'll have permission to go back there.

— - e %

o K.~WiLLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO - Pagé 26
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27
Q. So is Chuck Williams going to live in

that house?

A. The same house I'm going to build?
Q. Yes, sir.
A. If he wants to. That's my brother,

which I see he's in a mobile home now.

Q. I guess I'm trying to get some
clarification. So are you going to build a house
and you're going to allow your brother to live in
the trailer on the same property?

A, If he would like to.

Q. Okay. Have you checked with the
Berkeley County Planning Department to see if

that's allowed?

A. If I could build a house on there?
Q. Yes, and keep a trailer. ;
A. I can't gét to that point yet. First

I've got to get the property clear off and‘then

once I draw up my papers they'll tell me what I can

really make that decision. That's what I got in

" mind to do.

MR. GIBSON: I have no further
questions, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Any follow-up?

TAlsviR] A wiLLiam ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 27

scheduledepo.com

48



S 0w DR

~ o U

10
11
12
13

14 |

15
16
17
.18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Alfrigh G Williams vs. - Hearing

understood there to be an easement across Myra

Scott's?
A. Right.
Q. Have you ever communicated :to Myra

Scott that you did not want to use that easement?
A. No.
- Q. Have you ever written her a letter that
said you didn't want to ease use that easement?
A, No. No. |

Q. Is there any sort of writings,

| recordings, or otherwise that would say you don't

want to use the easement across her property?
A. No. |

MR. WEST: Okay. Nothing further for

this witness.
' THE WITNESS: She just more like block

us out herself.

THE COURT: Okay.' You can step down,‘
' Mr. Williams. Thank you. And your next witness,
| Mr. West. | |

MR. WEST: Thank you. I call the

Myra L. Scott _ : . _ _ _ Decgin_bgr 17,2018
MR. WEST: Briefly, Judge. *°
EXAMINATION
BY MR. WEST:
Q. When you bought the property you

" A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
scheduledepo.com
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Defendant, Myra Scott.
THE COURT: Ms. Scott, come on up.
MYRA SCOTT
being first duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: Give your name and spell

~ your last name and your address for the court

reporter, please.
| THE WITNESS: My name is Myra Scott and
it's spelled S—C—b—T—T. I live at 18913 Rosings
Way, Triangle, Virginia 22172.
THE COURT: Mr. West.
MR. WEST: Thank you, Your Honor.
EXAMINATION
BY MR. WEST:

Q. Ms. Scott, you own the piece of
property in front of my client, Al Williams. 1Is
that correct?

A. That's correct.

‘ Q. Okay. And he owns thé back lot right
behind'you. Is ﬁhat correct? |

A. That's correct.

0. Okay. Do you have any contentions
against the pictures or exhibits that have already

been passed up?

29

50

v A. No, I do not.
[alwlr]l A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 29
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30
Q. Okay. Do you understand there to be an

easement across your property into his property?
A. I do.
Q. Okay. Do you in any way dispute the
existence of an easement?
A. I do not.
Q. Okay. Have you erected a fence around

your property?

A. Yes, I have.

Q. Okay. Do you keep the gate locked?
A. No, I don't.

Q. .Okay. How about the back portion of

the fence? Is there an entryway .from into Al

Williams' property?

A, It is a wooden privacy fence.:.No, it's
not.

Q. Okay. So it is completely blocked off?

A. It is a closed in fence. !

Q. All fight. Do you -- have you ever

~permitted Al Williams to go across your property

into his?

A, After Al purchased the property -~ and

il 2016 T received a phone call from Al informing me

:{ that he purchased the property.

A |[WIR] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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Q. Okay. But you've stopped him from

getting to his property. Is that correct?

A. No.

Q. You have not?

A. No, I have not.

Q. 'So if we were to leave here today you

wouldn't have any problem with him going across
your yard?

‘A, When Mr. Williams contacted me and

| informed me that he purchased the property he asked

me to have my -- to take down my fence and I told

! him I will not take down the fence because his

brother Chuck Williams who resided -- who still
" lives on the property had gave me permissibn to

, install my privacy fence.

Q. Okay. Do you have any writing that
bsays that? | | |
A. No. As you're aware we had no
recording of that. It was a conversatioh between

" Chuck Williams and I.

Q. Okay. So do you remember when that

- was?

A, Yes. That was shortly after my mom

passed in 2011. I had the privacy fence installed

-

in 2012, early 2012.

S B e tow et A — -

31

A. WILLIAM ROBERT
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Q. Okay. Tell the Judge a little bit
about where people used to go across the yard.

A, When that property was purchased in
1980 Al Williams and his brothers -- they had all
rofated living on that property. When that
property was purchased there was two buildings in
the yard. There was no —-- no -- no way to access
their home through the yard. There was my
grandmother's home on the right side of the yard
and there was her church on the left side of the
yard. So if they uéed any means to get to their
home they pfobably cut through her -- her yard on
foot, but there no was no way to access that home.
In the past, even from the time they all lived on
that property, they accessed their home through
Asby Drive.

Q. So it's your testimony in contradiction
" that what Mr. Williams has testified to that people

: didn't use the property that you now own to get to

., the lot?
A. Yes. That's correct. .
Q. Okay. And it's your testimony that the

only way that they used it was by foot?
A, As best I recall because we were all

" younger. It was in the 1980s. They could not

i

4
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drive through a building. There was two buildings

in that yard.

Q. And when did they come down?
A. Late '90s.
Q. And after -- in the late '90s what

happéned'to the property then?
A, After there was one -- that leaves one

building on that property and there was no

driveway.
Q. Okay.
A. There was -- your client's brother who

lived on the property continued to use Asby Drive
' to access his home.
Q. I'm going to show you Plaintiff's

Exhibit 4. Do you recall that document?

| A. Yes, I do.
1 Q. Okay. And tell the Judge about what
- that is.

A. This document as I explained to you in
August during the deposition -- 7 |
Q. i'll‘stop you right there, okay? The
Judge wasn't theré for the deposition. So I'm
. asking you these questions so you can educate the

Judge as to what these guestions are about.

33

2

A. Okay. Sir, as I explained in August of
[alwlr] A WILLIAMROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 33
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this year to Mr. West if you loock at this Psalms ™
Lane was never -- this is where the home was at.
That's -- this -- this was never recorded. This 1is
where our home -- so that drive-through or this
path was not there. This is incorrect.
MR. WEST: Okay. ‘Judge, may I
approach?
THE COURT: Please. Is this part of
Number 17
MR. WEST: This is Plaintiff's Exhibit
4, It's separate. ;
THE COURT: Separate. Okay. Thank :
you. é
BY MR. WEST: :
Q. You commissioned a surveyor to draw a i
| plat for you. Is that correct?
| A. I did. That's correct.
vQ. That was Mr. Mason?
A. Yes.
Q. Okay. And Mr. Mason on that plat drew ;
a road from Cainhoy Road to my client's property on E
E the plat. Is that correct? | %
A. Oﬁ the plat you just -showed me?. ;
Q. On the plat I just showed you. 2
A. Yes. §
T[] wiiiw R, iy & resocires o oere Peees
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f;went out to the property?

A. No,’sir; The plat was never

" recorded -- I
Q. OCkay. | '!r

A. - because the road was mismarked. ' X

|

- to the property, right?

o 35"
Q. Okay. How would he know that there was |

a road to draw on‘the plat if there was not a road
on the property?

A. If you take a look at that plat again,
si:, you will see that what Mr. Homer Mason marked
as Psalms Lane is actually Ephesians Lane and then
where Psalms Lane -- where the sign exists today
it's -- it's blank. It has nothing absolutely
there. And if you look at the plat that's recorded
you will see that there is a difference, that
Psalms Lane is not on that plat where Mr. Mason has
it to the right. 1It's to the left of the plat.

Q. The dotted line on the plat that you
had commissioned you're saying is not evidence of- :

an existing road at the time that Mr. Homer Mason

0. But he drove because it because he went

A, That's the only way he could Survey the

property, yes.

Q. Okay. So he would base what he drew on

A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 35
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his plat off of what he saw?

A. And if you look at the second plat you
would see that he corrected his mistake.
Q. Okay. Well, you've already admitted to

this Court that you believe there is an easement

f across your property. Is that correct?

A. It's recorded in the deed, sir.

Q. Okay. So where on your property db you
believe that 1t exists?

A, According to the -- the deed as it
reads Tract A it -- it mentions Tract A and
Tract B. I am not looking at it, but exactly what
it says in the deed then that's the answer to be
corrected.

Q. So -- okay. So and you're -- you're

not willing to move your fence?

A. The Judge will make thatvdecisibn, sir.
Q. 'Okay. And you're not willing to erect
a gate._ Is that correct?
"~ A. The Judge is going to make his

decision, sir.
‘ Q. Okay. So far you have not been willing
to‘take do either of those two things? |
MR. GIBSON: Objection, Your Honor.

Asked and answered.

Page 36
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MR, WEST: 1I'll move on, Judge.
‘ BY MR. WEST:

Q. You don't own the Seven Sticks
property, do you?

A. No, I do not.

Q. Okay. So do you have any interest in
whether my client has an easement against a
property that's not yours?

A. But I do own an easement from Seven
Sticks alloWing me to cross their property to
access my home.

Q. Okay. But that doesn't have any
bearing on whether he can cross a property that's
not yours?

A. As e law-abiding citizen I believe he
should have the same permission from the owner as I
had.

Q. Okay. But you don't have any evidence
that he doesn't?

A. He just testified he didn't.

Q. Okay. Now, has my client ever

- indicated to you that he doesn't want to use the

| easement?

A. Your client contacted me when he

purchased the property to inform me that he

37

3| | i scheduwdepoconr

58

Alwlr! T A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 37




DWW N

10
11
12

13

14
15

16
17

18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25 |

® <9 o u

‘Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing
Myra L. Scott December 17, 2018

o 38
purchased the property. We did not discuss

f anything other than removing that fence and your
client when I told him his brother gave me
permission when he lived fhere ~—- when he owned the
property before losing it to thé delinquent taxes
his brother gave me permission just like my other
neighbors did to have my privacy fence installed
and I went and proceeded with having my fence
installed.

Q. Do you know how the trailers that are
there currently got toithat property in the back?

A. During that time ——.no, I don't.
During that time the trailer went on the property,
of course, I was still on active duty. So as
you're aware, I don't live in the State of South

Carolina, but I do have a home here.

i ' T can tell you in 2004 when my mom's

trailer was delivered to her home it could not be

; delivered until we had pérmission from the owners
of the property in front of us. So when Mr. Chuck

~Williams' trailer was delivered, of course, my mom
wasn't on her property as well.

She lived with my sister at that time

W durihg her illness. So we have no knowledge how --

I have no knowledge how his trailer was delivered

' :;}le\; R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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1 through our property and things would disappear she

| posted a no trespassing sign and -- and she héd

- 39
or whether he legally and lawfully obtained

permission the way we had to.

Q. Have you ever put up no trespassing
signs around your property?

A. There is a no trespassing sign in the
front of our property and in front of your client's
property as well. I think all the neighbors have
one. |

Q. Okay. Was that specifically directed
at Al Williams?

A. The time that the ng trespassing sign

put was put up in the front of the yard -- the only

| one that still remains -- my mother was alive. So

1" I have no idea when she put it up there, but for a

period of time during her illness she lived in
North Charleston with my sister.

Because we had neighbors who would walk

| every right to do so. Thaf was her property.
MR. WEST: I have no further questions
- for this witness at this time.
- | - THE COURT: Any follow-up?
I MR. GIBSON: -Your Honor, I would

reserve my line of questions for Ms. Scott !

Page 39
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40
during her case.

THE COURT: Okay. You can step down,

Ms. Scott.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. West.

MR. WEST: 1I'd call Chuck Williams to
the stand. |

CHUCK E. WILLIAMS
being first duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: Thank you. Give your name
and spell your last name and your address for the
court reporter.

THE WITNESS: My name is Chuck E.
Williams. I live at 124 Psalms Lane, Wando, Séuth
Carolina.

EXAMINATION
BY MR. WEST:
Q. Is that the piece of property that

we're here in dispute about today?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. And how long have you lived |
thefe?‘ |

A. I buy that property == I come out

school in '79 from North Carolina and me and my

grandmama puréhased the property together.

Page 40
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Q. Okay. When you purchased the property

did you have an easement across Myra Scott's?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. Now, tell the Court a little bit
about how the property ended up in your brother's
hands.

A. Okay. After I had a stroke -- I can't
sit down and talk that long, but I lose the

 property after I had my stroke and -- and when
y'all talking about the -- the easement going to
the front the sign then right there -- now what
she's'saying —-- Ephesians Court and all this

| here -- the sign didn't come out until after 911.

. The address was going back to -- to Wando and

" that's -- was the address back there at the time.

j But it was an address going back there because that

.was four trailers back there. | |

So when the house -- the church --

 because where the house was at the house.burned
down. That was supposed to be the main_driveway,

- but her —? my auntie gave my grandma the right to
use the road gbing right by the church and that was

the road going in between the church, the neighbor

' house. It was a thing going back there.
Q. Okay. So the families historically
;X"V 51 A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOGIATES (3 (800) 743-DEPO Page M
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used Myra Scott's property to get to the back lét?

A. Yes, and the front lot -- the front lot
for everybody got the same lot -- was behind on
that lot. Nobody was supposed to own that lot.
That's just the right-of-way for everybody to go to
their property on that lot. |

Q. Okay. And do you believe that there's
still an easement back to that property today?

A. Yes. There's an easement going back
there.

Q. Okay. Have you ever communicated to
Ms. Myra Scott that you wished to give up thét
easement?

A; No. When -- when I wake up one morning
my neighbor and them -- they was putting up the

. fence and I bring my -- I bring my plat out the

house and I show them -- I said, I have a

right-of-way. Myra tell me that I did not have a

‘ But where her driveway at showing on
the -- the plat -that supposed to be»thebma%n : M‘J
i driveway. If it§was any confusion about where
i the driveway supposed to go at the county put

? the | sign -- the sign out there and they give me

A lwlR] A WiLLIAMROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 42
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124 Psalms Lane. The right-of-way going there,
that's when all the trailers were going there. My
brother used to bring a big truck in the back and
turn it around.

It was way back before you even see

anything going on until she get it clear off and

while she get -- after she get it clear out off put
the fence up because looking at -- where we live at
looking at -- the néighbor got like about five or

six cars in the yard to bring down the value of her
property. That's why the whole thing started. I
love my cousin, but What you're doing is wrong.
MR. WEST: I have no further questions
at this time.
THE COURT: Cross.
EXAMINATION
. BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. Do you recall how wide it was from the
feﬁce or the boundary and the church?
You testified there's supposed to be an:
easement going right off the driveway all‘the way

to the back, correct?

A, Yes.
{ Q. Okay.
A. There was an easement that my aunt tell

Page43
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my grandmamma —-- my grandmama can't explain her
story -- to that where her house when where --

where they move from she bought over -- the

AW N e

easement supposed to come from where Myra Scott
trailer at right now, the tip of that fence, going -

to that -- that supposed to be the main easement

-~ o O

going.
8 Q. Are we talking about the left side or

9 the right side of Ms. Scott's --

10 A. The left side. My driveway on the
11 | left -- on the right side.
12 Q. We're talking about the right side

13 facing the front of her trailer? I just want to
14 | make sure I get these dimensions.

15 _ So as you are faéing the front of her
16 | trailer or are you talking about the left side of
17 { her trailer where her driveway is or the right

l8 | side? |

19 A, The left side going to my house. The
20 {| right side, that's supposed to be there. Okay.

21 | Like I say, I can't talk too long. Your Honor, if

22 | I can get down from here --
23 ! THE COURT: What do you need to get

24 | down from there for?

THE WITNESS: Okay. Because I am

TalwR] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO  Page 44
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getting upset.

THE COURT: Are you feeling poorly? Is

that what you're saying?

THE WITNESS: I want to get down.
THE COURT: All right. We'll take a

little break. We. will come back to Mr. Williams,

if need be. Did you have anything else that you

were going to present?

MR. WEST: ©No further witnesses, Judge.

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Gibson, do
you want to take a little break and we can get back
to Mr. Williams or do you want to -- do you want to
go forward with yours? How do you want to proceed?

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, I think the
best thing to do at the time -- I have Mr. Britt
here. I don't want him to wait on us. So with the
Court's permiSSion I would'liké to go ahead and
call him as the first withess for MS.VSCott's case.

| THE COURT: We'll go somewhat out of

order so we can come back to Mr. Williams when he's

feeling a little bit better. Who is this witness

| -again? - - S e e

MR. GIBSON: Dean Britt, B-R-I-T-T.
DEAN BRITT

being first duly sworn, testified as follows:
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THE COURT: Give your name and spell

your last name and provide yoﬁr address to the
court reporter, please;

THE WITNESS: My name is Dean Britt,
last name spelled B-R-I-T-T. And I reside West of
the Ashley.at 1302 New Castle Street in Charleston.
| THE COURT: Mr. Gibson.

MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor.

BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. Mr. Britt, I apﬁreciate you being here

today. What is your occupation?

A, I'm a land surveyor.

Q. How long have you been a land surveyor?
A. I've been a land surveyor for 24 years.
Q. And when you say a land surveyor you do

primarily surveys? Plats?
Do you do both commercial as well as
residential and acreage?

A. I do commercial, residential, boundary

ﬁ surveys, boundary subdivisions.

Q. 'And are you familiar -- have you done

A. I have.
Q. And so you're familiar with what's

required in Berkeley County?

A VYI” R A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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A. Yes.

Q. And you have been asked to look at Myra

Scott's property?

A. I have.

Q. Okay. Have you been out there?

A. I physically have been on-site.

Q. Okay. And what did you observe when
you were -- let me backtrack. What preparation

did you engage in to determine an easement for
Ms. Scott's property?

A. ‘I had document that referenced Psalms
Lane to the left and then I had a document that
referenced an easement crossing Ms. Scott's
property.

0. Okay. Did you by any chance look at
the deed that originated the easement that's in
question today?

A, I did. |

Q. Okay. I'm going to present to ydu that
which is a deed from Mary James Blunt to Deviﬁa o
Porche and Chuck E. Williams.dated September 2nd of

1980 which first references the easement. Is that

A. It is.

THE COURT: Hang on, Mr. Gibson. Which

A W I»R. | A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 47
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48
deed are we looking at?

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, that is part
of Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 that's in the title search
he has.

THE COURT: Which number is that in
here? I'm not sure if I'm following.

MR. GIBSON: I dén't have a photocopy.
I didn't receive a copy of --

MR. WEST: What is the deed number that
you're looking at?’

MR. GIBSON: The deed number is A4110 -
excuse me 410 at Page 46. Do you know what number
it is?

MR. WEST: I can assist, Your Honor, if ‘
you like.

THE COURT: Show me which one it is in

here. I'm trying to find it. Thank you. All

you, Mr. West. Go ahead, Mr. Gibson.
MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
BY MR. GIBSON:

- Q.--- I'1ll present to you the deed I

A. I am.
Q. All right. And down at-the bottom it
' |
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describes the easement?

A. It does.

Q. 'And from what you gather -- and does it
specify as to the dimension of the easement? I'm

talking about the width.

A. It does not.

Q. Does it specify to where the easement
goes?

A, It does not.

Q. Now, you heard Mr. Williams talk about
the easement supposed to run along the left side

toward the back. You heard the testimony?

A. I did.
Q. And let me ask you this. I'm going to
present to you -- let me -- in that same deed what

plat is referenced to?
A. It's referenced to a plat of survey.
that's attached as an exhibit within this deed.

Q. But does it describe the plat in the

| body of the deed?

A. It does.

ol plat is in?

49

70

A. It does. :

} Q. Can you provide that information? i

‘!, - — - :‘ A;>-,—:~'"< “——:T . - - P i) - -‘- R — .. e .- - . '
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is the same plat that you just referred to.
A. It is.

Q. Okay. And if you were to accept

f~Mr. Williams' testimony when he said that the

easement runs off the road can you read -- what is
the width between the house and the boundary line
on the left side?
A. Three foot.
Q. Is there any way to have an easement
that's three foot wide?
A. Not to my knowledge.
MR. WEST: Objection, Your Honor. I
don't think we've laid the foundation as an. expert.
THE COURT: Mr. Gibson. |
MR. GIBSON: I'll be glad to go ahead
and go through the preliminary and qualify him as
an expert. |

THE COURT: Are you asking for an

| opinion.as to -- - - . .

MR. GIBSON: I'm asking for an opinion

% as to whether a three-foot easement is -- under his

knowledgé is doable.

Myra L. Scott _ . _ ‘ Decerq_tfgr17,_2018
A. Yes. It is recorded in Plat Book T at 70
Page 64.
Q. Okay. And I'm going to ask you if this

B
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THE COURT: Okay. Go ahead. 1I'll

allow the question.
THE WITNESS: No, it's not.

BY MR. GIBSON:

Q. And then if you look further up in the
plat there appears to be a chicken house?

A. | Yes.

Q. And would that interfere with any
purported easement?

A. It would.

Q. And so that could not have been the
intended easement, could it? |

A, One would not think so.

Q. | Okay. Now, with that being said did
you have an opportunity to look at the property --

let me ask you this. Now, when you went on the

property -- and you went.in the back yard?.
A. I did.
Q. Did you see any roadway? i
A. No, I did not.
Q. Did you see any evidence of any kind of

tire tracks back there? . : - S o -

A. No, I did not.

Q. And --

A. As Mr. Williams testified earlier it's
AW R] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO  Page 51
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| up there?

. minus a foot or so.

. 52
a grass lawn.

MR. GIBSON: Okay. Your Honor, just
for clarity this will be J.

BY MR. GIBSON:

Q. Is that -- are you familiar with that
picture? ’

A. i am.

Q. And what did that picture represent?

A. It represents the right side of

Ms. Scott's residence.

Q. Okay. And was it like that condition
when you went up there?

A. Yes.

Q. About how long ago was it when you went

A. About a week ago.

Q. And can you give the Court some
indicaﬁion of what is the Width from the wooden to
the house? |

A. It's approximately 20 feet plus or

O Wouldmthat be -large enough . for an ;

easemeﬁt? | C | n

A. _Yes. ﬁ

Q. That's a more in depth picture of the ,f
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A. Yes, it is.
Q. Okay. And again, do you see any type
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li.ordinance.as well as the planning commission -=

1 . MR. GIBSON: -- what can somebody do -= |

l plat book and page.

Alfrigh G Williams vs. Heéaring

of roadway?

A. I do not.

Q. = Okay. And did that lead all the way
from the front of Myra Scott all the way to the
rear of her property toward Tract B, which is
Ms. Williams' property?

A.A It does.

Q. And did you check to see the width, the
size, of Mr. Williams' property which we identified
as Tract B?

Did you find out the acreage of Tract B
which is behind or the rear of Ms. Scott's
property?

A. I did referring back to the recorded

Q. What is the size of it? i
A. It is .55 acres.
Q. Now, based on the Berkeley County :

MR. WEST: Objection.

E ~ MR. WEST: Your Honor, this goes

o T e T —
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outside the scope of his ability to testify. He

commission. He's a surveyor that draws plats.
THE COURT: Tell me the testimony
again;'
MR. GIBSON: Sure. Based on Berkeley
County's ordinance and planning commission what

can Mr. Williams do with the property of that

County and he understands the ordinance and the
planning commission, what is required. |

THE COURT: I guess he can testify as
to his opinion within the scope of his knowledge

and the rest of that will be subject to

1oit.

i 30,060 square feet which is about three quarter's
" of an acre, .6 acres, for a one-dwelling unit,
piece of property for a well and septic taping.
BY MR. GIBSON:
.. -.Q. So you-only allow one dwelling?
A. That's correct.
Q. For one dwelling how wide can an

easement be? I'm talking about the minimal width

doesn't work for Berkeley County. He's not on the

dimension? He testified he had worked for Berkeley -

cross-examination. So you can go ahead and answer

THE WITNESS: Berkeley County requires

54
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A. It could vary. Typically we put -- we
install 20-foot easements on pieces of property

that meet the Berkeley County standards for

dwellings.

Q. But 20 foot is typically required for
what?

A. For multiple lots for --

Q. And Tract B wouldn't qualify for

multiple lots?.

A. Tract B cannot be subdivided.

Q. And did you review the recorded
easement that Seven Stick, LLC gave to Myra Scott

and the Smalls family?

A. I reviewed the plat that referenced the
| easement.
Q. Okay. And what is the plat that was

attached.aé Exhibit_A to the recorded easement

- between Seven Stick, LLC and Myra Scott?

A. TIt's a 25-foot total easement.
Q. Okay. When yod -- all right. And who
~ benefitted from the -- let me ask you this. Where

- is that easement located?- e

A. That easement is situated on the right
side of Ms. Scott's property, if you're standing on

the road looking at her property.

55 |

" AJ wiR| "A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 55
ol sl scheduledepo.com

76



10
11
12
13
14
15
lo
17
18
19

- 20

21

23
24
25

Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

Myra:L. Scott . L - . . ) December 17, 2018

Sw N

~N o U

I A. No, it would not.

56
0. And that would lead directly to where

fence is?

A, That easement, sir. Yes.

Q. All right. As faf as that easement
Ms. Scott éctually had a 12-and-a-half-foot

easement. Is that correct?

A. That is correct.
Q. And then the Smalls family had the

remaining 12 and a half percent?
A. That is correct.
Q. And the Smalls family is just on the
outside of Ms. Scott's property?
A. That is correct. !
Q. Okay. And with that being said and
based on your knowledge as a survivor surveyor the
most logical place wopld be a straight shot, 1if you
| will, from the fence all the way to the rear

leading to Tract B?

A. Yes.
Q. And, Mr. Britt, if you do that would
that kind of easement'—— would that lessen the use

of the easement for Mr. -Williams?-

0. And would it increase the burden on

Mr. Williams for his use and enjoyment?

T f: - 7 g = - —= = - — = — g —
;AJ Vy R: A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO

Page 56

L scheduledepo.com

77



SwWw NN

~ o O

10
11
12
13
14
15

16

18

19

20
21

.22

23
24
25

17 ﬂ

Alfrigh G Williams vs. _ Hearing
-Myra‘L. Scott . ] _ December 17, 2018

57
A. Not to my knowledge.

Q. And would that easement frustrate the
purpose for which the easement was created?

A. No, it would not.

Q. And that easement was created to
establish ingress and egress for Tract B?

A, That 1is correct.

Q. And it's your recommendation that the
easement should run along the inside of the lot for
approximately 12 and a half feet?

A. Most definitely. ‘

MR. GIBSON: Okay. I have no further

questions.

| | ' THE COURT: Mr. West, any questions?

MR. WEST: Yes, Your Honor.
EXAMINATION
BY MR. WEST: ’
Q. Your last line of questioning 1is

proposing an easement across Ms. Scott's

f property --

% A. That's correct.

‘ {
oo - - - Qs --—= but you"d-havé to removed the fence

: td do so?
A, Yes.

Q.  Okay.

" Page 57
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A. Excuse me. I retract that. She would |
not have to remove the fence to provide the access
to —- to provide the easement that's ‘there. No.
She would not have to remove the fence.
Q. What would she have to do?
A. The easement is there.
Q. The easement is there --
A. Uh-huh.
Q. -- but it's a privacy fence? .
A. Correct.
Q. It's blocked off in the back?
A. That's correct.
Q. So somé adjustments would have to be
made?
A. Yes.
Q. Okay. Like what?
A. Removal of the fence.
Q. I'm sorry. Isn't that what I just i
asked? |
A. That's noﬁ what I understood.
-Q. I'm sorry. I'm sorry 1f that was
’-confusingr. Tell me what you would propose based on .
- your e#pert opinion as to where this easement
should be.
THE COURT: Mr. West, step back.
: A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743.DEPO  Page 58
! scheduledepo.com

79



> w N =

w

10
.11
12
13
14
15

16 ¢

17
18

2 O ;g'
21
22 |

23
24
25

Alfrigh G Williams vs. Hearing

1

Myra L. Scott ‘December 17, 2018

19 1

show as well? ;

59
MR. WEST: I was looking at the

picture. I'm sorry.
THE COURT: Oh, okay. I'm sorry.

MR. WEST: He's got the plat in his

hand.

THE COURT: I didn‘t know you were
sharing the picture. I'm sorry.

MR. WEST: Yes. 1I'll step back,
though.

_ THE WITNESS: Okay.

BY MR. WEST:

Q. I'm not trying to get too close to you.
Based on YOur knowledge of the ordinances and
everything that you've testified to about the
Berkeley Cdunty requirements where is it in your
opinion that you're telling. the Judge that this has
to be? - |

A. My opinion is that the easemént should

run along the right side of the property line.

Q. Okay. And in order to do that there

' would have be a removal of the fence?

A.- --That-is correct. - - e
Q.  .Okay. Based on your review and in your

expert opinion that's what the title work would

”A.yg
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| not to say that there's not a roadbed underneath
|, the grass bed area that I was unable to see. But I

| did- not see any evidence of a roadbed.

I for this witness.

: A. Nothing in depth other than it's -- it

60
A. Well, the title work didn't refer to

location of the easement.

Q. Okay. Now, when you went and took
these -- saw these pictureé that Mr. Gibson had
been showing you that was some twolyears after the
fence had been erected. Is that correct?

A, I'm not sure when the fence was I

_erected.

Q. Okay. And if it's a grass yard the
grass would have grown back in two years? That
doesn't stop there from being a trail from cars
there. Is that correct?

A. I didn't see any evidence, but that's

i

MR. WEST: Okay. No further questions

THE COURT: Any follow-up, Mr. Gibson?
MR. GIBSON: Yés, Your Honor.
BY MR. GIBSON: |
Q. Mr. Britt, did you by any chance have a |
chance té survey Asby Road? |

Do you know anything about Asby Road?

A W”R " A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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serves properties behind Ms. Scott's property on o
several properties back there.

Q. Do you know if it is a dedicated road?

A. No, I do not.

Q. And do you know if there is any kind of
potential access off Asby Road that would lead
directly to Tract B? |

A, Yes.

Q. I mean, is it doable?

A, Yes.

Q. What would -- if they got an easement
what would it require on Mr. Williams' part? f

What I mean by that, is it removal of '

' trees or debris?

What would he have to do to be able to

i complete the access off of Asby Road directly to
his back_yafd? | | |

A. Looking'at the aerials, it appears that
there's access there. I mean, you could actually
see an access there.

Q. One clarification on your testimony |

~where Mr. West asked you-about if the fence would - n.i.

I have to be removed. Can the fence be relocated?

A. Yes.

Q. All right. So she could still be |

AH{; R " A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR,, & Aé§6615&“@—8—(18;6);%%é;6f “T‘;Qgegi.
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entitled to her privacy?
A. That is correct.
Q. And you know there is a trailer in the

back? You saw the trailer?

A, I did.

Q. ~And if there was a variance granted for
the placement of that trailer and if there was the
dirt road that made reference to it, it would go
literally over the trailer. Would it not?

A. It would.

Q. That would have extreme interference,
would it not?

A. Yes, it would.

Q. In fact, that so-called dirt road was
never made a matter of record, was 1it?

A. That is correct. Just to be clear,
we're reférring to the dirt road that's on one of
the sketches surveyed that was done by Mr. Homef.

C Q. But it's not a matter ofbrécord, is it?

A, It's not of record.

MR. GIBSON: I have no further

MR. WEST: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Britt, you can step

i

_ fom o s mam -
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63
down. Thank you.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Any other
witnesses?

MR. GIBSON: Yes, Your Honor. I'd like
to called Myra Scott.

THE COURT: Ms. Scott, come‘back up.
You are still under oath, Mé. Scott. Okay?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. |

MYRA SCOTT

having been previously sworn, resumed the stand and
testified as follows:

THE COURT: Mr. Gibson.

MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor.

EXAMINATION
BY MR. GIBSON:
Q. Ms.'Scott, what is your occupation?
A. I am a contract specialist.
Q. And before you were a contract

specialist what was your previous occasion?
A. I served as a United States Marine.

-For-how long? -

Q.

A. For 20 years, sir.

Q. And what was your fank?
A,

My rank was major, sir, after getting a

AlwlRr] A wiLLam ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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é commission to -- from enlisted to the officer
 corps.

When did you start your present Jjob?
I started my job present‘job-in 2009.
Where do you reside?

I live in Triangle, Virginia, sir.

And do you have any children?

I do. I have two childfen.

o oo o 0 ¥ O

Okay. And the property that's the

subject of this matter was your mother's property?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And when did you decide to buy the
property? |

A. In 2004, sir.

Q. And at that point in time what kind of

plan did you have for that property?

A. My mom, she needed to be in a home that
was more suitable and that increased her quality of
life. So I wanted her to.have that. In fact, her
‘health started.to fail. So eventually I would have
( her in a nicer home and retire and eventually move
‘fback:home to bé‘with my mom. - o -

Q. And what are your plans-fbr the
property now?

A. Once I officially retire I'll move back

64
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to Charleston to be with my family. 65[
Q. How often do you come back? |
A. At least four times a year.
Q. Now, when you bought the property back ’
in 2004 was there a lot of trees on the property?
A. Yes, sir.
And what did you do?
A. Actually, I had to have the property
cleared just to get my mom's home delivered onto
;her property.
' Q. And when did that occur? Whén did you
clear the trees?
A. In 2004 I had our propefties cleared.
Q. And when did you put up the fence?
A, My mom passed in 2011. So I had the
fence installed by early 2012.
Actually, we.stafted in 2011 before my
. mom based passed, but I continuéd to -- we started
' to have work on her yérd and had to improve her |
yard,-have her property -- we bought tons of
topsoil Jjust to build her property to a higher ’
- level. My mom passed before I could even complete
what I needed to do for her. |
Q. Why did she build this?
A. Tn the front of her yard we -- there
Sl | A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOGIATES (300) 743DEPO _ Page 65
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66

wasn't new fence. Well, there was fences there.
They were old. So we --

Q. Are you talking about like chain fence?

A. Yes. So we had them re%oved and had
the new fence that's up now. I built a privacy
fence. I had it installed in 2011.

i have a son who lives on the property.

My son has been diagnosed with schizophrenia with

paranoia. Before my mom passed I felt he was more

Carolina. After a string of disappearances it

1 became harder to locate him once he left the state.

: With his mental state we had to make sure that he

h was séfe. So after my mom passed then that |
decreased my chances of keeping him in one location
and keeping him safe.

| My neighbors have éxpressed great

concerns about his mental instability and felt the
need that they had to.protect themsel?es in the
event something happened. By inétalling the fence
that just increases security for my son and my
neighbors. Since we've had the fencefinstalled,

minimum complaints.

sister lives here. She visits. We monitor the

>1  A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 66
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to do any work either I come back here or my
sister, you know, she's present.
Q. Did you -- with that being said, did

you install a trailer for him?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. When did that happen?

A. Five years ago we -- I purchased the
trailer for him and put it behind the -- the
property. He wanted his -- working with his

counselors and with therapy he would better serve
the community in a place of his own which has
really worked better for us.

Q. and did you make arrangements with

i Berkeley County government to be able to install

‘the trailer?
A.  Yes, sir. I did.

Did you receive a variance?

Did you put in a septic tank and a
Cwell?

: - Al _Yes,wSir.' We both have different
, septic tanks and a well.

Q. So the fence was not to just to get

back at Mr. Williams, was it?

e i e T i T e

67

activities on -- on the property. If someone goes

1
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A. No, sir. At that time I -- or at no

other time it was to get back Chuck Williams who

. lived there at the time. Actually, it was keeping

everyone safe to include Chuck Williams.

Q. So the whole point of your opposition
is you're just concerned about the placement of the
easement not only for the safety of your son but
for everybody else?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And do you accept the recommendation of
Dean Britt that the property should be over on the
far_edge of your property rpnning straight back
toward Tract B?

A. Yes, sir. I accept. '

Q. And if the Court ruled that's where it
should be you will accept that ruling?

A. Yeé, sir.

Q. And you'd be willing to relocate the
fence if that is your choice? |

A. Yes, sir. I would relocate the fence

'along with the easement for Mr. Williams, Seven

Sticks, just like myself and the other neighbors. .

Q. And you did offer to purchase the
easement for Mr. Williams to run from Asby Road

directly to his property?

68
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; A Yes, sir, because they're using the ,

i I
access now. I made that offer to Chuck Williams as

Cwell in 2012.

Q. And the purpose of that was because of
your son?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So you're ﬁrying to make that less

intrusive as possible?

A, For everyone. Yes, sir.

Q0. You have an easement with Seven Stick,
LLC?

A. Yes, I do, sir.

How did that come about?

A. In 2004 I had to request permission to
have my mom's home delivered on her property.
Again, I was still on active duty.

Once they granted the permission we
were able to have her home delivered. I followed

up with Seven Sticks after my mom passed for a

Q. Was it granted to you and the Smalls

2'family? - - - . I R }
A.. Yes, sir. i
Q.- - And dobyou'use that easement? |
A.  Yes. I do, sir.

VS
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Q. That easement -- actually, there are

two easements, correct?

A. "Yes, sir. Correct. Yes, sir.

Q. 'The one on the left side is 12 feet?

A. Yes, sir. »

Q. That leads YOu directly to your
driveway?’

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the one on the far right-hand side
~that leads straight toward Tract B is -- that 1is

12 and a half feet for your use?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. That's where you're asking the Court to

place the easement and run it with the 12 and a

half feet?
i A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you understand that there will

leave you only seven and alhalf feet from an
easement to your house?
A, Yes, sir.
MR. GIBSON: I have no further

N !

questions, Your Honor.- - . : -

I THE COURT: Mr. West.

MR. WEST: No further questions, Judge.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. You can E
]
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. was when we first understood that there was an

it

"heard some testimony here today about the"existence'.

71
step down, ma'am. Anything further, Mr. Gibson?

MR. GIBSON: ©Nothing further, Your
Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: Do you need to call.back
Mr. Williams?

MR. WEST: Chuck.

MR. GIBSON: Do you want to call him?

MR. WEST: He was your witness.

MR. GIBSON: I don't have any question
of Mr. Williams. Thank you;

THE COURT: All right. Anything
further from the defense?

MR. GIBSON: Nothing further, Your
Honor. | |

THE COURT: Mr. West, anything in
reply?
| MR. WEST: No reply. Judge, would you
like a brief summation?

THE COURT: Okay. Yes. 1I'll be happy
to hear from both of you. Mr. Weét.

MR. WEST: Thank you, Judge. You've
of the easement. Up until today this is —-- this f

agreement that there was an easement across this

W R| A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO ~ Page 71
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propefty. Clearly the title history shows that
it's recorded in three different deees, the deeds
where ﬁy client purchased it from the county at the
tax sale and the two prior deeds as well, one
including Mr. Chuck Williams who's testified here
about it also.

So clearly there 1is the existence of an
ecasement which has been in dispute throughout this

litigation. Up until now the position of the

. Plaintiff was that he has been limited to his

access and because of this fence that's been cut

. off. I don't think I really need to go into detail
 about the actual title work or any of the pictures

. too much.

So there's been some testimony -about

| Mr. Chuck Williams giving up the property. Clearly

72

there was conflicting testimOny about that. When I

say giving up the property I mean particularly the
easement as if there was as pled in an answer to
this an abandenment of the easement. We reflect on
the case law specifically.

There's a case, Judy versus-Kennedy,

«p which I have a copy of for Your Honor. It talks

about what the law requires for abandonment of an

- easement. The requirements there are clearly not

T A.WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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73
met under the standards elaborated in that. Just

for the record, that is Citation 398 s.C. 471,
Judy, J-U-D-Y, versué Kennedy, K-E-N-N-E-D-Y.

We would argue, Your Honor, that there
is an existence of an easement. It's never been
abandoned.

We're not trying to overimpose on
Ms. Scott by any means, but at the same time we are
requesting Your Honor to grant the right of access
that'is specifically delineated throughout the
record so that my client can have free and
unrestricted access to the property which he's
legitimately purchased. That's what we're
requesting of the Court. We hope Your Honor would
agree. Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you,

Mr. West.. Mr. Gibson.
MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor. :

Your Honor, you heard the testimony from Myra

- Scott. The whole purpose of her concern with the

easement would be she has a son who rightfully is
living on the property and with his condition it's.

certainly not by any means against Mr. Williams.

| It was just more the condition of her son that is

relative more ‘than anything else.
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We now get into the issue of the
abandonment. I agree we have not proven that part
of the case. What I think is more important which
is before you is as to the placement of the
easement.

I think with thé testimony of Dean
Britt as well as Mr. Scott that it made the most
sense for the easement to go straight on the part
of each side directly to the rear, to the very end.
Then it will be up to Mr. Williams to decide how
he's going to create that roadway and get to his
property.

What's very important, Your Honor, 1is
if you're looking in the title work Mr. Britt

testified to is that there is a distressed

easement, no question about it. However, the

easement does not set forth where it belongs. It
does not indicate the width. All it simply says is
a perpetual easement for ingress and egress.

So with the offer that Ms.. Scott had
provided to this Court to do the easement no more
than 12 feet unless it would be better.for her, of.
course —-- because the house éllows a straight shot
back there. So it would serve the purpose of the

easement, that being ingress and egress.

74
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Your Honor, in the case it talked about

the restatement as to its easement with the -- the
appellate courts have not adopted it, but I think
it is certainly very persuasive for the Court's
coneideration if I may present it to the Court. It
outlines the -- the issue, Your Honor, of the
relocation of the easement.

The reason why I'm bringing that up is
because there was some testimony as to a so-called
dirt road. I den't think that should be treated as
the easement.

Nonetheless, if the Court had to
consider that point the thing which is well said

which is on Page 4 of the opinion which I have

~highlighted for the Court's convenience as well as

Mr. West -- it says in Number 3: Unless expressly
denied by the terms of the easement'fhe owner of'.
these the servient estate is entitled to make
reasonable‘ehanges in the location at the owner's
expense to permit -- to permit normal use but only
1f the changes do not significantly lessen the
utility of the easement andAereates a burden.on the
owner of the easement and is used in enjoyment or
frustrates the purpose for which the easement was

created. I
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o o 76
I think clearly we have shown that. '

The Court went on to say to allow the relocation of
the easement as set forth on Page 5 which is also
highlighted.

The Court said: The relocation of the
easement could not increase the burden on the
benefit.of the person who's entitled to the
easement because they never used the easement.
'Nonetheless, the relocation of the easement will
not frustrate the purpose for which the easement
was created, which was to allow the person to have
ingress and egress.

So with that being said and what
Mr. Brittvindicated to this Court, the best
iocation of the easement would be on the far right
side and no more than 12 feet. Now, in the deed
itself you understand that -- Mr. Williams has to
undefstand he is responsible for the construction
of ﬁhe roadway and he's responsible for the
maintenance of that roadway.

So with that being said, Your Honor, I
would. request this Court.if.it decides. the .easement
is to be granted that it should be granted over to
the far right-hand side all the way towafd the back

of Tract B at the expense of Mr. Williams.
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THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Gibson ‘

mentioned the width of the -- that it's 12 and a

half feet. What was the suggestion from the
Plaintiff as to the width of the easement? What
was your understanding of the width?

MR. WEST: Judge, the understanding of
the width is that the -- well, let me answer that
question by going back to the original division of
the property. This was one lot that was divided
halfway or horizontally. So the servient pafcel is
meant to contain the entirety of the easement.

So what the suggestion of -- the
Defendant in this instance is saying is we'll give
you half of what the easement should be and then
you‘vé got to go get the othér half from the
neighbor, which would reinstitute a new litigation.

This was not the purpose of the way that these

| deeds were drawn.

Certainly we understand that the Court
has the discretion not to impose additional burdens
on the Defendaﬁt, but at the same time the purpose
of the easement would certainly be frustrated if |
the necessity required by the county itself does
not allow for the full easement.to be placed where

it was originally granted.

! . e T e TR 2T
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We have concerns that have been

testified to about EMS access and the like and we
would -- while we certainly don't dispute that that
is -- the right side of the property is the most

logical -- that's where the gateway is. That's

the easement should continue.

The width would certainly be in
dispute. We would ask the Court to grant the
easement that is in compliance with the
requirements of the county at that point --

THE COURT: Which is 20 feet?

MR. WEST: -- which is 20 feet.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, if I could
just clarify, it's no£ necessarily 20 feet. You
heard Mr. Britt say it's only 20 feet if the
prOperty -— the title to the easement can be
subdivided and be subject to multiple dwellings.
He said in this sense Tract B is not permitted to
be subdivided and only permitted to have one
dwelling. - : = - : : -

Your Honor, if I could ciarify ohe
thing as to -- what you have before you is the

easement from Seven Stick, LLC. Mr. West is not
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correct in that when you talk about the 25 feet
understand 12 and half feet of Ms. Scott goes
across Seven Stick directly to her propérty.

The other 12 and a half goes outside of
her boundary. It only leads toward Mr. Smalls. So
all she had is 12 and a half and the other 12 and a
half belonged to the Smalls' pursuant to this
easement. |

THE COURT: Clarify for me if you can,
gentlemen, the testimony from the sufveyor. My

recollection is he had said that the -- with the

size that it was in it couldn't be subdivided and

I understood that, at least not at this point.
It's certainly, I guess, things that

could happen in the future that could change that.

P At this point his understanding was it couldn't be

subdivided.

BY MR. GIBSON: That's my

. understanding. ' i

THE COURT: My take on that was that

there wasn't some potential increased burden by

. putting multiple dwellings back there. That is

what I was thinking about. I did not understand

him to say that only if it was subdivided that

that's when an easement of at least of 20 feet widev

79 f
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80
would be required. Am I getting close to the point

or am I missing something? What was -- tell me
again what y'all's understanding of that testimony
was.

MR. GIBSON: My understanding or what
we're trying to drive at is that the 20-foot
easement would oniy be required if the property
back there can be subdi&ided. You're correct.
Right now it cannot. So the point being is that
this Court is not required to order 20-foot
easement.

THE COURT: So if it can't be

' subdivided then it can be any size? Is that's

what you're saying?‘

MR. GIBSON: Yes.

; THE COURT: All right. I appreciate

| y'all working so well together and presenting the

| testimdny and moving everything along. 'Everybody
is weil-represented here by good lawyers and I
appreciate it. It makes my job that much easier on
this as well as presenting well done pleadings and

.-the law to assist me- in making the decisions- today.

Certainly there's no question that

there's the existence of the easement, the

ingress/egress easement. There's an acknowledgment
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: R R

schedumdepocon1

101



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22 -
23 .

24
- 25

Alfrigh G Williams vs, Hearing
Myral. Scott = o ‘ December 17, 2018

| property. I know that may have been suggested, but

from the Defendant.to‘that effect. It is clear. 81;
It is laid out in all of the recorded documents as
‘an express easement.

The survey commissioned by thé
¢ Defendant acknowledges that there is an easement to
the Tract B owned by the Plaintiff. The written
documenté, although express, don't specifically
identify either the width or the exact location as
to the easement itself. Obviously the most
efficient means would be along the right-hand side,
tracking the identified location of the easement.

It wouldn't necessarily havé to follow
the existing dirt drive as shown on thé drawing
that was suggested. There's no evidence that that
was ever specifically agreed upon. It may have
been used but not specifically agreed upon as the
primary location. I think I'm entitled to adjust
or move it as long as there isn't any additional
burdens placed on the servient estate.

As,tov—— if ﬁhe circumstances may have
changed or the efficiency of it may have changed,
certainly it goes all on the property.bf the
Defendant. It's not -- there's ﬁo contemplation of

it being shared or split along the neighboring

e e = e o
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- 82 |

I didn't see any evidence of that. The reference-
to the existence or nonexistence of an easement on
pbehalf of the Plaintiff across the Seven Sticks
property, although it may be very important to
those folks it doesn't have any bearing here.
| Certainly the Defendant has that
casement. There's no gquestion. I'm not in any way
implying that there is one, shouldn't be one, oOr in
any way commenting on the existence or nonexistence
of an easement on behalf of the Plaintiff.

My take on the discussion from the

surveyor was that the easement to be of use and
" within the uses and the requirements contemplated
by the county_should be at least 20 feet wide. It
- should be -- should be 20 feet wide. I'm going to

order that it is 20 feet wide all the way to the
back. That doesn't necessarily imeSe a
 requirement that the fence be removed.

There can be access through the --

through the privacy fence by the use of gates as
| long as that's -- there's either going to be no
gates or gétes that they can -- they can agree upon
or come to some physical working relationship with
that as to the gates on the rear part of the

property or the front part of the property so as to
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not be unduly burdenéome or to be unduly burdensome
to the Plaintiff. So at this point in time I'm
going to ask Mr. West to draft an order to that
effect. That is the way I contemplate ruling.

It is not set in stone. I can
certainly change my mind. I can adjust it. I ask
you to submit that to me by e-mail and in Word
format with a copy to Mr. Gibson. for my review.
Like I said, I won't - it won't be a ruling until
I finish it which may -- I can change it up or
whatever in any fashion. Okay;

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, if I could
just add one thing for your consideration.

THE COURT: Certainly.

MR. GIBSON: When you talk about the

20 foot the concern -- the major concern I have is
"if you'll look at what the casement -- it's right
next to thevwall. So it's going to be an extremely

burdehsome if she places it there without any
understanding that there's never been any
definition of the width of the easement.

So now you can literally have cars .

|" where they may be scraping along the house. I

would ask the Court if the Court would just take

‘ﬁ that under consideration in determining the width

214
i
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. 84
of the easement.

THE COURT: Okay. TI'll certainly do
that. I'll look back at that. I'm not sure if
there's some way to fashion it, but I'll review
that as well. Thank you for that reminder. I
appreciate that.

| MR. GTBSON: Yes, sir.

MR. WEST: Judge, just for some
clarification, I understand fhat the construction
of the roadway is to be at the expense of the

Plaintiff. How about the addition of a gate or

relocation of the fence?

Is that within that purview or are you
ordering that's at the expense of the Defendant in
this instance?

THE COURT: Well, I hadn't given any

~indication on that. I've got to contemplate that.

For now put in there that obvibusly any
improvemenﬁs to the roadway would be the burden of
the Plaintiff. |

MR. WEST: Understood.

THE COURT: The removal and

construction of the gate, I would put that I would

|+ impose that on the Plaintiff at the point in time

as far as the rear part of the property. Any gate

e | o
A AlYe
L
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RN

. or anything of that nature on the front portion,
I'd impose that burden on.the burden on the
Defendant.

MR. WEST: Okay.

THE COURT: Do you understand?

MR. GIBSON: I'm trying to. So we're
talking about the very front, which is the chain
fence? That is the burden of my client and then
the burden of the removal of the wood --

THE'COURT: Wood fence and then -- and
creation of any gate on the backside directly'
abutting his property would belong to the
Plaintiff.

MR. WEST: With a mutual exchange of
keys?

THE COURT: Yes, and mutual
accessibility, of course.

MR. GIBSON: I just want to make iﬁ-
clear that he can't take down the whole back of
the -- |

THE COURT: Absolutely not. Absolutely

‘not. No. The whole -- the whole -fence that

J belongs to the Defendant, no. That's hei fence.

It doesn't come down. The only place that he has

any involvement is in that 20-feet area.

S b P O, PP
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86
The accessibility of the keys really

only should be as to the front part, not
necessarily to the back because she wouldn't have
any need to access his property; They can |
certainly’exchange them if they wish. Okay.

MR. WEST: Thank you, Judge. I'11l
prepare the order.

THE COURT: Thank 'you, gentlemen.
Thank you very much. Gentlemen, make sure that the
court reporter has all the exhibits and everything.

THE COURT REPORTER: Judge, I'm going
to give them back to the attorneys since they're .
not ordering. They're not ordering the transcript
at this time.

THE COURT: Okay.

(The deposition was concluded at 2:57
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foregoing tape transcription was produced to the

sections.
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my ability and may include inaudible

I further certify that I am neither
to nor counsel for any party to the cause
or interested in the events thereof.
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- 3

THE COURT: How is everyone?

MR. WEST: Fine. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Good. Ali right,
Gentlemeh, are we ready to go?

MR. GIBSON: Yes, Your Honor. , ;

THE COURT: All right. .Mr. Gibson, -
tell me what I did wrong.

MR. GIBSON: Your Honor, this is just a
motion for reconsideration. It waé filed with this
Court on March 13 of 2019.

Your Honor, in the order itself, I

Q believe it was the Findings. of Facts outlined

stating that -- bear with me -- it's on page 4 of !
the order. I've got number 15 where the Court
indicated that my expert witness, Dean Britt,
testified that the width of the easement is
typically not less than 20 feet wide. And the
Court went on to conclude thét is the‘consideratidn
for a typical easement of Berkeley County as a
f guide, and thérefore which shall be 20 feet. And
that's on page 6 of the order, paragraph number 20.
.. Your Honor, what --.in .the .transcript
as-to Mr. Britt, he indicated, number one, which is.
on page 54, line 17, he said Berkeley County

required one dwelling unit to have at least .6

i P
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n

' Mr. Britt testified. In fact, he went on -- I
" asked him a question, I said: Is it 20 foot

ﬂ typically required for what?

| recommend that the Court find that the width should

i

4
acres. He went on so far to testify that tract B,

which is Mr. Williams' tract, is .55 acre, and that
is on page 53, line 19 through 20.

Furthermore, Your Honor, on page 55,
line 1 to Mr. Britt's testimony, he talked about
the width of the easement and said it could vary.
He said: We've installed 20-foot easement on
pieces of property that meet Berkeley County
standards for dwellings.‘

Your Honor, I emphasize the pleural S
in that the 20-foot easement is required for more

than one lot of land, and that's exactly what

He said: For multiple lots. And he | |

said tract B cannot be subdivided. He went to

be 12 1/2 feet.

In the order itself, the Court
concluded that Mr. Britt testified that the
ordinance required 20 -feet. . I think 1if you'look at. }j
Mr. Britt's testimony, that is misconstrued. And, .

therefore, I believe that the orxder is withoﬁt

basis in the term there was no evidence before the

LLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO - Page 4
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Court in the hearing as to the exact ordinance.
There is no testimony by the plaintiff as to the
standard ordinance for this particular case.

Mr. West did not even plead in his
Complaint or declaratory judgment as to the width
of the easement, and he had the burden of proof to

show exactly what the Berkeley County ordinance

|, required. He did not meet that standard.

And, therefore, Your Honor, I believe
" that there is no evidence before this Court as to
what Berkeley County ordinance would require as to
" a one-lot dwelling. And, therefore, I think the
coﬁrt erred or to reconsider that there is no
evidence and therefore it becomes a question as to
exactly what the width of the easement should be.
- And Mr. Britt stated that it should be 12 1/2 foot
. based on the fact of the contlnulty from Seven
SthkS easement, which is right before Ms. Scott's
’_property, and this is just-a continuation of that.
So with that being said, Your Honor, I
would ask the Court to reconsider and conclude that
there is no evidence of a 20-foot requirement under
Berkeley County ordinance and to conclude that the
easement should be only 12 1/2 feet which was the

only evidence that was presented before_this Court.

5
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THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Mr. West. °
MR. WEST: Thank you, Your Honor, if it
please the Court. Judge, if you recall, prior to

the entry of your order, we actually had a status
conference about what the order was going to say.
After the plaintiff had submitted a draft order,
there was a conversation between the three of us.
Prior to the entry of the order, Mr. Gibson had
reached out to me about this 20 foot versus
12-1/2-foot requirement. I had directed him to the
County Administrator's Office, Ms. Alison Simmoﬁs.

‘She's with Planning and Zoning. And Mr. Gibson

that he had in fact discussed with Ms. Simmons the
requirements of Befkeley County, which a:é
obviously in dispute here.

In that status conference, he also
acknowledged that he had discussed with her the
. requirements of the fire code for Berkeley Cdunty,
" which does require a 20-foot width for any easement

. for any particular lot. So for Mr. Gibson to

! represent>todayvthat that is not something within .. ;
his purview or his knowledge is disingenuous at ﬂ
- best.

And we believe that, in addition to

‘A. WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO
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that, we have available for Yqur Honor someone from
the County. I ﬁnderstand that is generally not
customary to submit new evidence at a motion to
reconsider, but he is available for Your Honor's
consideration if you feel that it is necessary.

In furtheranceiof your ruling today, we
would also submit that a 12-1/2-fot easement would
frustrate the‘general purpose of the easement,
which is contrary to what the case law suggests is
necessary when the Court is.determining the scope
and width of the easement. This, after all, is a
court of equity and a ruling in equity when it

comes to determining the scope of the easement.

L And if the general purpose of the easement itself

was for egress and ingress to my client's property
over and across Ms. Scott's property, the fact that
he would be given any less than 20 feet would
certainly frustrate the purpose of the easement.
There was ample testimony of the
intentions tdrbuild a home on the property. If he
were to try to build a home on the property without
proper access.to Berkeley County Fire Code, then
- the easement itself Would not have -- be able to
attain its general purpose.

There was also testimony during the

7
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hearing about the fact that emergency personnel
could not access the property. That was testified

to by my client and his brother, Chuck Williams,

who is also in the court himself today. If you'll

remember, Mr. Chuck Williams also fell ill during
the trial. He had a stroke on the property, and
EMS was called to the property, and he couldn't
even have the ambulance come to fhe property

because of the gated lot in front of Mr. Williams'

. property which restricted the ambulances access.

k And if the gate were to be removed, they would

2 still .require the 20 feet of the easement in which
‘.to access the property on which my client wants to

[ build his home.

If you look to the grant of the
casement itself within the deeds and within the

title history which was presented as evidence, it

“-specifically refers to the grant as a roadway.

. This is not a walkway. This is a roadway meant for

travel by vehicles that are necessary to get to the

other property so that my client can peacefully

.live-on-the property and enjoy all of the.comforts.

that we would expect, including emergency personnel

~ being able to access his home for his own safety.

Moreover, Judge, 1f the original

8
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9
intentions of the grantor of the easement were to

restrict the limitations of the scope of the
easement, they could have done so by specifically
naming it to be 12 1/2 feet. They didn't. They

used the words needed to be reasonable and that all

| burdens of the construction were actually to fall

6n my client, which we have readily agreed to.

But in order to be reasonable, it needs
to be able to be accessible, which is our generai
argument here. We would rely on the statutory law
of the county, as well as thé fire code to

| determine ﬁhat.width.

: And if you were only to.rely on the

| expert testimony of Mr. Dean Britt, if you do

E recall, ét the time of.his testimény, I objected to
his qualifications as an expert, being able to
testify on‘behalf of what the County actually would
require because'hé was not an’employée of the

County. He was simply a surveyor that would submit

| things to the County, which was my specific

| objection at the time.

ﬁ%“ : Tf you were to rule based on what .

' Mr. Dean Britt would testify to, that would not
| give you the full picture of what the County would

' require in terms of the width of the easement.

P e S T R e g o
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Lastly, Judge, fhe 20 feet versus the
12 1/2 feet, there is Certainly.no prejudice to
Ms. Scott based on the width of the easement being
20 feet, whereas there is substantial prejudice
against my client were he not to be able to have
the emergency personnel and emergency fire access
to the property that he bought legitimately, he
purchased outright. He had expectations of
building a home, ample testimony to that. And
lthere would be substantial prejudice to‘him versus

" none to Ms. Scott were a 20-foot easement to be

| granted.

For those reasons, I beiieve Your Honor
made the correct ruling. The order references the
Berkeley County requirements as a guide. There was
no specific ruling that those ordinances were your
only consideration. Obviously there were other
considerations in your ruling, which we respect,
given the totality of the circumstances, the
1ntentlon of the orlglnal grantors. We
: respectfully request that you deny the defendant E
| motion to reconsider in this instance, you maintain
; your original ruling.that the width of the easement
L be 20 feet, the location of the easement is

; satisfactory. And in the end, Judge, what we're

10
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‘ service or any reference to fire code. Andvyou
' made that clear. You said, that was not brought

l before me, I cannot take that into consideration.

Myra L. Scott _ _ April 03, 2019

11
simply fighting over here is 20 boards coming down

on the back of a privacy fence.

This litigation has been prolbnged long
enéugh. We need this tﬁing to end, Judge. If you
:ecall, I filed motions for sanctions during the
pendency of the litigation so we could actually get
some discovery done. That wasn't done. Ms. Scott
has fought us and fought us over the simplest of
things. She fired her first attorney, got
Mr. Gibson, and here we are, fighting again over
something that is inequitable to fight over, and we
need to .conclude this matter. We would
respectfully ask that you decline this motion.

MR.»GIBSON: Your Honor, may I respond?

THE COURT: Yes. |

"MR. GIBSON: Thank you. In regard to
the phone conversation, Your Honor, you may recall
the issue of fire code came up. And you
specifically said in the phone conversation, that's
something I cannot consider. It was not brought

before the Court. Nowhere in this 89-page

i transcript 1s there any reference to ambulance .
S ‘ i
!
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1 by the plaintiff as to the Berkeley County county

~ o U

~ Alfrigh G Williams vs Master In E_qu"i,ty‘ Hearing
Myra: L. Scott ) _ | :April 03, 2019

| to the transcript and look at it closely. It

" became very apparent there is no evidence presented i

|. able to present that case, that argument to this

| Court at the time of the hearing, which he did not

" did not appeal or make any further objection to

- Court that Berkeley County required 20 foot. He

. would respectfully request the Court reconsider the

12
Having said that caused me to go back

ordinance. And it was incumbent upon him to be

do. He had the burden of pfoof.
‘The only thing you have before you is
the testimony from Mr. Britt. He indicated that he

objected to that. You overruled his objection. He

Mr. Britt's testimony. So it becomes a matter of
the case before you, and I would respectfully ask
the Court to reconsider an order of 12 1/2 foot.

Based on that, it was his burden to prove to this

did-hot‘do it. He did not present any evidence
whatsoever to this Court as to what the requirement
is or what was the intent of the grantor.

With that being said, Your Honor, I

order based on the testimony presented to you at
the hearihg. Thank you.
THE COURT: All right. Thank you. . I

S (800) 743-DEPO __ Page 12
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Myra L. Scott

Master In Equity Hearing
April 03, 2019

i
i
]

won't consider any of the additional information

that was tendered or discussed as a part of either

' the telephone conversation status conference or

what's being heard today unless you all were to

agree that the additional testimony would be

~ brought in, and that doesn't appear to be the case.

When I reviewed the transcript, and my
recollection, I think, matches up.with what was
actually in there.

Number one, there was a grant of an

easement that did not specify the width. Then it

"became my responsibility as to a question of the

extent of the grant of an easement, which is in

equity, and I'm supposed to then consider what is

. necessary for the enjoyment of the dominant

property and the intention of the parties creating
it.

There wasn't anything in there. They.
could have made it as'restrictive or as expansive,

if they wanted to, in whatever fashion. But by

|' putting out there without a definition, they, in my
| opinion, put out there what would be considered a.
' typical easement. And the questlons that were

‘raised aﬁ the trial to the witness was what's. the

typical easement. And he says typically 20 feet is

13

&l xi A WILLIAM ROBERTS JR &ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 13
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Alfrigh G Williams vs Master In Equity Hearing

Myra: L. Scott

April 03,2019

1" lots. This lot may not meet the minimum sizes, but

that's not a consideration. 1If it was drawn up and

without any further definition in the grant of the

I limit it to 12 1/2 feet. The 12 1/2 feet, my

|, feet on one side of the adjoining property, 12 1/2

" on the other, for a total of 25 feet. It wasn't

| being all that's required for the defendant's

; evenly split between the two adjoining property
ti

- 14
required.

He talks about the minimum size of the

it was less than whatever the known sizes are now
i or was given some special dispensation for being

created at a smaller size at that point in time, I

don't know that that makes any difference. 1If the

typical size is 20 feet,. then the typical size,

easement, should be the 20 feet. That's where the
- 20 feet came from, and I think that's the

' appropriate consideration.

You talk about the 12 1/2 feet, let's

recollection is 12 1/2 feet was there is 12 1/2

just a 12—1/2—foot easement across the property
that she was using. She had access to a 25-foot
easement, which is wider than the 20-foot easement.

.So I don't think you can point-to the- 12 1/2 as

. access when in fact she had 25 feet, which was just

AlwWIR] A WILLIAM ROBERTS, JR., & ASSOCIATES (800) 743-DEPO Page 14
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Alfrigh G Williams vs Master In Equity Hearing
Myra L. Scott e ___ -April03, 2019

owners.

So I think I'm going‘to stand on the
order as it is based on that and my consideration
of the.evidence and the testimony from.this fellow
who provided that it was the typical for a
residential lot 20-foot easement.

Okay? All right. Mr. West, would you
submit an order indicating that the request for
relief is denied, please?

MR. WEST: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And circulate that, of

| course, a copy to Mr. Gibson before you submit it

MR. WEST: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Anything else, Gentlemen?
MR. WEST: No, Your Honor.

MR. GIBSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Thank you.

(The hearing was concluded at 1:20

P P—— S - e e
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, Janice N. Shepherd, Registered
Professional Reporter and Notary Public for the
State of South Carolina at Large, do hereby certify
that the foregoing transcript is a true, accurate,
and complete record.

I further certify that I am neither
related to nor counsel for any party to the cause
pending or inte}ested in the events thereof. |

Witness my hand, I have hereunto

affixed my official seal this 10th day of April,

‘ 2019, at Charleston, Charleston County, South

Carolina.

= \\\\mmmm,,,
\ - s /

Fanice N. Shephe‘rd’“ RPR, CSK
My Commission expires
October 10, 2024
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ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS
vs.

MYRA L. SCOTT

CASE NO. 2017CP08-1029

E. MASON WEST
WEST LAW FIRM, LLC
207 CAROLINA AVENUE
MONCKS CORNER, SC 29461
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MYRA SCOTT
TMS# 263-00-01-015
TRACT A - 0.92 AC
1058 & 1060 CAINHOY ROAD

WANDO, SC 29492
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Berkeley County Unofficial Property Card http://znsséssor.l)crkclcycoumysc.gov/display _properly.phpims=2630...

»

Unofficial Berkeley County Property Card;(’.fyv ’

Summary Information:

TMS: 263-00-01-015 {Couiricil ‘District:’C8;  Neighborhood: D913 - LARGE TRACTS MIDDLE CAINHOY
Owner Information: Fire District:F11: -~ Appraiser ID: MR

SCOTT MYRA L : “Tax; TO3 Lot: Block: Section:

18913 Rosings WAY TISZoner2 Zoning: Berkelay County - R2
Jurls Homestead Exempt: No

Triangle, VA 221722335 Parent TMS:

Notes:\OLD .55 AC TO LAVENIA PORCHER & CHUCK E WILLIAMS
CHANGE PART OF PORCH TO HEATED AREA - PARCEL 2/92
CHANGE CHURCH TO RESIDENCE - CHECK SHEET 9/92
CHANGE DEP ON RESIDENCE # 1-CS - 10/92
REMOVED RESIDENCE #2 CHECK SHEET 9-97
REMOVED RES BURNED CHECK SHEET W/ FIRE REPORT 4-98
NO CHANGE REASSESSMENT PJL 9-98
NO CHANGE - REASSESSMENT 2004
PER OWNERS REQUEST MADE MH 33044 A MHRES 4/06
REMOVE 4% DUE TO CHANGE OF ADDRESS 5/2007
FILED 4% FILED STATE OF LEGAL RES CERT. IN THE MIL

- TARY IN VA 8/07 -

Site adqressem

1058 CAINHOY RD 1060 CAINHOY RD
WANDO, SC 20492, UnitiLol: | WANDO, SC 29492, Unilot:;

’

Previous Owner History:

Owner: OAKWOOD Sale Date: Sale Price: ;‘i_fiée’féobféi’.ggg:,} Plat: T- Transfer Notes: 1.0 LT Recorded
MOBILE HOMES | 05/18/2004 $102,403.00 401 64 onPlat T - 64
Owner: WARD LAVERNE Sale Date: Sale Price: j‘peqd 'bqk;g‘égg:, Plat: T- Transfer Notes: .92 Acres
BLUNT 02/13/2004 $12,744.00 i ~ 64 Recorded on Plat T - 64
_ Sale Date: , ‘D8 Plat: T- Transfer Notes: .92 Acres
Owner: BROUGHTON INT 10/10/1990 Sale Price: $5.00 A 6;4 Recorded on Plat T - 64
. Sale Date: Sale Price: Plat: T - Transfer Notes: 1.47 Acres
Owner: KATIE DRAYTON  o7/31/1970 $200.00 64  Recorded on Plat T - 64 ' -
Sales Information:
Last Sale Date: 05/18/2004 Plat Information: T - 64 Sales Validity: 4
Recording Date: 05/25/2004 Deed Book: 4018 Validity Other: .
Sale Price: $102403.00 Deed Page: 0061 ’ o '
Valuation Information: i
Building Market: 98,100 Buliding Taxable (4% ‘Res): 0 Land Taxable (4% Ras}: 0
Land Market: 40,000 Bullding Taxable (6% Other): 98,100 Land Taxable (6% Other): 40,000
’ Bullding Taxable (4% Ag): 0 Land Taxable (4% Ag): 0
Building Taxable (6% Ag): 0 Land Taxable (6% Ag): 0 .
Total Taxable Value: 138,100 Total Assessment: 8,290 ‘
I of3 o 8/10/2016 2:22 PM
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Berkeley County Unofficial Property Card http://assessor.berkeleycountysc.govidisplay_property.php?ins=2630...

Fee Summary:

Fee Name - Fee Amount
Storimwater Ulility Fee 36
Fire Fee 75

Land Fill Fee ] 76

Building Information:

Buiiding Count: 1 Yard ltem Count: 0
Residence Count: 0 Mobiie Homes on Property: 1

Building #: 1 BuildingType: MH4 - MANUFACTURED HOME
Depreciation Type: Depreciation %: .00
Quality: Good

Sub Area Sub Area Description Sketched Area (SqFt)

AGAR Garage 672.0
APOR Porch 300.0
AFFL 1si Floor ' 2128.0

APOR Porch 280.0

Mobile Honies on Property

Dacal # 'Owner Name: Stroet Address fs.t;;-aao";'; " |'Year Buit | pimensions ’
- R 3 . . 5 N 5 - .. !
I

lasisoc | scotTMYRAL 1 1080 CAINHOY ROAD j N 2013 76014

Image on file:

20f3 8/10/2016 2:22 PM
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Berkeley County Unofficial Property Card

v .

http://assessor.berkeleycountysc.gov/display_property.php?tms=2630..

: ,
: = = ' I
SAPOR '..201 3 SumArea By Label !
38 20 ¥ 19 AFFL=2128 !
e APOR = 580 )
AGAR = 672
2@ AFFL
EBE T 2
. e e T APORYI=2013 | ]
P8 aoaR|visz073 :
- n"i\ — —'1‘~
}
' i
" S _— .

30f3

8/10/2016 2:22 PM
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TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
Deefl Book A213, Page 173
Katie Drayton

to
Mary Jane Blunt

132



~ oy

U S R Funn ld»—hlezoRalEslale
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, B
COUNTY OF DERKELLY

%

] WHEREAS , by Deed, dated November 16, 196 n ecord- in the
0ffice of the C1ork of Gourt for Borkeley County 74 Do Book ais6 at
.page-138 the undersigned, Katie -Drayton, conveys.ito Mary .Jane Blunt,a .. -
certain parcel of land therein described as one (1) acre, which gaia -
conveyance through error. improperly described the properties inteéended

to be conveyed thereby; and ’

. . WHEKELS , by.subsequent survey the said properties so intended
“to be conveyed vere exactly determined and the boundaries and dimensions
established; and - - B

WHEMLAS, by Deed of even date herewith Mary Jane Blunt in order
to remove any question concerning thé boundariés of the properties and.
locatinon of same has reconveyed to ‘Katie:Drayton. the properties described:
in said Deed in Book A-1596 at page 138 upon the condition that’she the
said Katie Drayton should in turn convey said: properties-back.'to -the. said
Mary Jane Blunt in accordance with a proper description of same, which:
sald properties are the first parcel.of land hereinafter-descéribed; and

Do . consideration herainafter. eet Torth Mar
WHEREAS, for the cash/ R A o s R

- Jane Bluit hz§ this date purchaseéd from‘the taid Katie Drayton the
second parcel hereinafter describéd; NOW, THEREFORE, '

ANOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT

I, saTli DXaYTURN,

__in the State uforesaid. _ for and . . in ideration of the MMXAK

znd_for the.sum of Gz Hundred Sixty-Five and ro/100 ($165.90) - =~ POLLARS,

... ¢ ... in hond poid ot and before the ecaling of these presents by Mary Jane Bi“‘h.tf

in the Stote af idel . - L N i __the receip} whereof is hercby
- ucknowledigod, have graoted; bargained, sold end released, and by theso Presents do gront, bulgain,' eoll nod mlenae‘

nnm.he;ﬁd biary June Blunt, her heirs and assigns forever:

411 thzt certain plece, pdrcel or lot of land, situate, lying

eing in St. Thowmas and St. Dennit Parish -in: the County of berkeley,

;taté -nf South Carolina, hdasuring and Containing ninety-two one- i
hundredilis (0,92) of en agre, more -or léss; ahd being :more particularly
shoyn-and delinested and designated as Tract "A" on a plat of "Tracts”

v und B, & - Mary -June Blunt, B - Katie Dra¥ton About.to he conveyed to
Bury Jane Blunt® rrerured by R. D. Guerly, H.L.S., 7-17-76, u print of ,
vhich iz heretc ettiched and made A paft hereof by reference and. - - 77
‘Hessuring and Contsining and Butting ‘ard Bounding on the Rorth three |
hundred eizhty-nine (389') feet on: lanid’s of" Willie Porcher, Sr.; on the
‘Eist one hunared twelve (112') feet on Tract "B" as Shown on suid plat;
on the-South four huridred (400!) feet on lands of Nathaniel Smalls; and

on the west one hunired three and five-tenths (103.5') feet on lznds of

guggenheim,

ALS O

‘"-

£11 thet certain piece, parcel or tract of land, situate, lying
and lLeing in £t. Thomas and St. Dennis Parish in the County of Berkeley,

Stute of South Cearolina, Measuring and Containing fifty-five one -hundred ths §

(0.55) acres, @ore or less, and being more particularly shown and
delineated and gesignated as Tract “BY on a plat of "Tracts A and B, A -
Mury Jzne Bluht, B - Katle Drayton about to be conveyed to Mary Jene
blunt" prepared by K. D. Guerry, R.E.S., 7-17-70, a print of which is
hereto attached znd made a part hereof by reference and Measuring and

Containing and Butting and Bounding on the North two hundred twenty (2201) ]

(continued on back)

Revised 1925~
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=2t on Juvdes of wi11is Por cher, Sr.j on the East one hundred ce venteen
(1177 fewt on 1.‘ :Ar the helre of Jack mme, on the Soutl: twe
e red (2001 et on luands of Nothabniel Swalls; and on the Weot one

S rad ctve Lve (ll'“) feet on Tract.MA% as shovn onfﬂ-aid‘ Flabe . o oaoniowe, o

The ftva (2) p-reels of land abeove cescxihed are g porticu af
tisr csrts zin trzet oo dand containing eipht (8) acres, wore or lese,
e %J f, Jocerh “orsham- to Aafip Drayton by Ueed, Goted Muy 20,
of recora in the O0ffice of the Clerk of Court fer rGrkblE"
in 200Kk K-71l at puge 170 and the truet of land above decsig n,tud
ag l'-(l "AM iz the pzresl of land intended to ve conveyed by hxtle
Dravion to Mary J «r:¢” Glunt by her certain Deed, dated 11-16-65, aud
of' record in s£id Utrvice in Book.a-156 at page 138 its inclusian
wi tlnr this De-t:*d wire Ly way of confirmation of tit]e in the said
en Y Jine plunt to the gurcel as hereinabove deccriboed,

. “ . Y Vo s *M..f_'), f.':’ — v e (‘ ._/
- dad e 7 Ao JREA 2 L‘Lb&’ 7
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.
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FOGETHER with all aud siogular, the Rights, Members, lieredil;:nnnu sod Appustensntes to tho said
Premisea bolonging, or in auywise incident or appertiniog. - )
" ‘TO HAVE AND TO IiOLD. alt nndﬁngnlnr. tho snid Premises before ment.ifmed unto the eaid
Mary Jane Blunt, her . .. . - Holrs and Assigns forever,
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AND____.,I__do hercby bigd. mvself zmd my
Execulom and Admmulmlom. to warrant and lnrever ddend all and slngu.lnr. the said Premises unto tha eaid
l.ldry Jane Blunt; hm S

Heirs and’ Anslgna,(egnlnw__.m.@ nnrl '..;Y. —

— PR v a e Ry PO

w‘ﬁ'_____luwiuﬂy cloiming, or to claim the eame or any part thereof.

WITNESS. __ DY  Hand____and Seal___, thia kYl st _ dayof_July
in the year of our Loxi enc thousand nine !mm!ted' md___i___ﬂ________e\len ond in the one bn;:dred and

wninety-fifth yeor of the Suvarengnly sad Independence of the United Stutes of Awerico,

SIGNED SEALED AND DELIVERED
IN-THE PRESENGCE OF

DL iy Ww' 2
/)Lzovzﬂue. JU /LJ-/ .

““RATIE DRAYTON —

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

_BREAELEY County. |

PERSONALLY appenrcd before mo - l"IHEJ orie Al Mest

e

and mada oath that___She ithin ; A '_ . TﬂYtOTI

-y =

' sign, seal, and ag.
“sud thet__she _with _

.. SWORN to befai§ e oiis s ' *

oy of o l daly - - AD19.20)

IR g {SEAL) 2 B
Nul |ry‘l’ubhe of South Curelina - — ztA—‘/I(BU.A, )(I ﬂ/}ﬂ" i

liy Commiseion expires: :lov 205 1.?,7,9 4 ‘ T
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROIJNA . R ‘ RENUNCIATION OF DOWER
- — _GRANTOR. - A WOMAH

- '?9"“"")’?

| I - s — -+ 8 Natary Public for South Carolina

do hercby certify unto ull whom it may concern, that Mrs. _ — i

_the wife of the within |

did this day appesr before me, und upen beiog privately aad soporately cxamined by me, did declare that she docs

freely, voluntarily, and without ouy compubsion, dread or {eor of any pe
" K

4

lease snd forever relinquish unte the witliin

Ilcizs and nusigna, all her intercet and cltatc,‘nnd also all pcr rigI:l and claim of dower, of, in or to oll and singulor
the premises within mentioned and reloased, ’

Given under ay Hund and Sesl, thia day of. ) Auno-Domini 19___

'. ~—-—{(SEAL)

n,‘,_ _and all pcrsons_

f




‘State of South Caijolih .

Mc—————-‘.;

COUnTs OF SoRksleY

LE 10 REAL ESTATE

' /

..:....'.CO\III?’, 5. C.
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TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
Deed Book A890, Page 110
Thomas Broughton (heir of Mary Jane Broughton Blunt, decease(i)

to ,
LaVerne Blunt Ward
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TITLE NOT SEARCHED BY - Form 14—Tila s Real Estrie =
o e b d e B € e . . Furvied 1970

Jguef, Kirk Myprs . e W
COU:’:‘\t!EOlfrf g aa‘rnlma. bUOK.AwO I'#&Eilo

WHEREAS Mary Jane Blunt, a/k/a Mary Jane Broughton Blu
intestate in Berkeley County in 1987,

nt diecd

AR s

WHEREAS, the intestate HMary Jane Blunt a/k/a Mary Jane'Broughton
Blunt left surviving her two (2) children, as her sole heira at law;
namely: Thomas Broughton and LaVerne Blunt Ward.

WHEREAS, now the said Thomgﬁ,arcnqhton,'SOn of the late Mary Jane 1.
Broughton Blunt a/k/a Mary Jane Blunt, wishes to convey all of his right,

title and interest to his sister, LdVerne Blunt Ward,

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT

I, Thomas Broughton

»

... for and:- A in consideration of the sum of

in the Sula'ujnmnlc'l'; -
s _Bivé [45.00) ‘Love.and Affection=r=o

omemecnzeeact B0/ pOLUARS.

LaVerne Bludt Wafd.. -

to__M8 ____ nhand pald st und before the sealing of these prc;enl: I;y.

. ‘_fiﬁ_'i'ﬁ'vectlpl whereof Is hereby

{n the Shale sloresmid.. e

scknowledged, have granted, borgained, sold.and released, and by these Presents do grany, bargala, sell and

release unto the rald- (2 Y __B'B ~Wa A --... _‘ ax TEVEr '
# ¥ £ land, situate, lying ;f

gcrkeley,

‘ )1 ) Feet: onvlands:
West:éne hundred three Five-tenths:.(

heim.

ALSO

e parcel or; tract of.la
 Parish:in the

-

et e 4o
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Ags0 nelil

S:a of Jack Whitéd ‘on the-” $outh
anlel Smallsg»and Sn- the West
“h“ as :shown on sa2ld plat.

(117'0 fect on lands of the he
“feéet on, 1ands ‘of

seventecn
two hundred (200')

one hundted ‘twelve (112’) feet on Tract

bove described are & port on of"
C more or 1less,

'w th
Hary Jane Blunt to the

gyed o MAry.: Jan

8 NG the same: P
ded in’the RiMeCo

A on; July’ 31,11970:5"

D ’ Office Eor'
‘Be keley «County. at’ Book Azll,

\
263-00-01-015-C
(,300

Rt- l-'
Wando,

0
T.M.5. N.t

Grantee's Rdresst Box 15C

SC 29492

TOGETHER wilh all and singulsr, the Righis, Members, Hereditaments snd Appurienances to the aald

Premises helonging, or in anywlse Ineldent or appertaining.

'l() IlAVE ANI) 1‘() 1HOLD, all and llmmhr. the said Premises before nientioned unto the sald

LaVe:ne Blunt Huzd, her

Alelrs and Astgns {orever.
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e 'i .,, = - ~ A ‘ - - -
".- — . - ) it gne Rt
T uonxASSO r\c-iu_Z
AND. i do hereby bind—_mygelf and.my. oo - _Hieln;

Executors and Administraton, 10 warrent and forever defend, all and Ilngulnr, the eid Prrmlm wnlo the tald

- ._'LaVerne Blunt Ward, her — - —

Hefrr und Asiigns, agulnat me and my .. Jlelrs, and all persony whomso-
VP = tawlully clalining, or to clalm the ssnic or any part thereaf,

WITNESSmy — Mend _und Sesl ., this - 10th day, of.Qatober
{n the year of nur Lord one thousund nine hundred and —-Hinety . hnd In the two hundred and

cu ¢ of the Soverelgnty snd Independence of (he Uniled States of Amcrlc-

Slhoymas grashrel,
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[
Bhe Btatre of Bouth Gucoling,
Charleston. 5 Gy,
PERSONALLY up}Iéwvd hefore me - 00“5 Kifk Myers - e o
and mnde mth that he i i the withln namied:: ,Thomu Brnughton »

i, seul, and g _Dda

with —_Pam_Smalls

—acl,and deed, deliver the within wrltten Deed,

antl thut " be
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TITLE TO REAL ESTATE

Deed Book 3847, Page 117

Lavern Blunt Ward -
to

-Qakwood Mobile-Homes, Inc.
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WHEN RECORDED PLEASE RETURN TO:

LOWGOUNTRY TITLE SERVICES, LLC.,
_ 2:83:ASHLEY PHOSPHATE ROAD; STE. A
OAKWOOD 04-02-022 'NORTH GHARLESTON, SC. 20406:
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ‘ B
) . DEED
COUNTY OF Berkeley ) : RECEIVED
02/25/2004

NOW THEREFORE: ASSESSOR
BERKELEY COUMTY SC

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, |, Lavern Blunt Ward, in the State aforesaid
for/and in the consideration of the sum of Twelve Thousand Seven Hundred Forty Four and
74/100 DOLLARS ($12,744.74), TO ME IN HAND PAID AT AND BEFORE THE SEALING
OF THESE PRESENTS BY, Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc., the receipts whereof are hereby
acknowledged, have granted, bargained, sold and released, and by these presents do grant,
bargain, sell and release unto the said Grantees, Qakwood Mobile Homes, Inc,, its Successors
and assigns, our interests forever in the following described property, to-wit:

EXHIBIT "A" -

Al that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being in St. Thomas and St.
Dennis Parish in the County of Berkeley, State of South Carolina, measuring and
containing ninety-two one-hundredths (0.92) of en acre, more or less, and being more
particularly shown and delineated and designated as Tract "A" on & plat of "TRACTS A
AND B, A - MARY JANE BLUNT, B- KATIE DRAYTON ABOUT TO BE
CONVEYED TO MARY JANE BLUNT", prepered by R. D, Guerry, R.L.S., 7-17-90, a
print of which is hereto attached and made a part hereof by reference and measuring and
containing and butting and bounding on the North three hundred eighty-nine (389') feet
on lands of Willie Porcher, Sr.; on the Bast on Hundred twelve {112’ fest on Tract "B as
shown ou said plat; on the South four hundred' (400" feet on lands of Nathaniel Smalls;
and on the West one hundred three and five-tenths (103.5") feet on lands of Guggenheim.

Being a portion of the same property conveyed to Lavemn Bluat Ward by Deed of Thomas
Broughton, dated October 10, 1990 and recorded December 18, 1990, in Book A 890, at
Page 110, in the RMC Office for Berkeley County, South Carolina,

TMS # 263-00-01-015

Grantee’s Address; '7 Y45 ’\E T /€. 175, ove

7\ ) N QL\@ Lestorn S e
| Z5900

FILEDy RECOROED, INDEXED

0172572004 10:40231AR

Rec Fee! 10,00 St Fees 33,80

Co Feal 14,30 Poses® ¢

Issued to: LODNCOUNTRY TITLE SERVICES LLC
Resjster of Deeds Burkeley Co,» 5C

Cunthia B, Forta
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TOGETHER with all and singular the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and Appurtenances
to the Premises belonging, or in any way incident or apperiaining,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the
Grantecs, Oakwood Mobite Homes, Inc., its Successors and assigns forever.

And the Grantor does hereby bind their heirs and assigns, to warrant and forever defend, all
and singular, the said Premises unto the said Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc., its Successors and
assigns, against them and their Successors and assigns forever,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has hereunto set her Hand and Seal this 13th day of
February, 2004 in the year of our Lord two thousand four and in the two bundred and twenty-seventh
year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
N ‘in the Presence of!

OAKWOOD 04-02-022
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) .
) PROBATE
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON y

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness, who, being duly sworm, says
that (s)he saw the within named Grantor sign, seal and deliver the within Deed; and that (s)he with
the other witness whose signature appears above withéssed the execution thereof,

SWORN to before me, this.

(3th day of February, 2004;

OAKWOQD 04-02.022
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ¥ Date of Transfer of Title

)
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON Y

AFFIDAVIT (Closing Date) February [3, 2004

PERSONALLY appeared before ine the undersigned, who being duly sworn, deposes ond suys:

| have read the information on this Affidavit and | understand such information.

Check if Praperty. oih
(A

DEED OF DISTRIBU!’ION ATI‘URNFY S AFFIDAVIT: Estate of. _

ion RS

)________ bile Home
(B) —_ Other

.,Pcrmnnllynppc. hrfnmmcihoundmxgncdnrmmcy
i, the: S!ulo of Soulh Carolmn' sthind (s)‘

OAKWOOD 04-02-022

146

I‘Aﬂ'duv‘tisg Ity <
el aot more than ane :

2. The proptny is bcing trunsfeced by Lavern Blunt Ward 1o Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc. contemporancously herewilh,
i ; .
{A) X Sub);:cl to decd rwording fec & o transfer for consideration pald or to be pam in moncy or rmoney's
warti, . L s _ . —
(8) omtlon u’pnitnership, oriot
88 dlstﬂbu(lnn to a trust
(C)n EXEMPT from the deed rccordlng l‘ee becauso (Excmpllon Number {) tunster of property to famlly
N mcmhcr or undcr 3100 ) .. -
Al
W ' % {The fecly ‘compuled on the consideration paid or to be pald in maney or money's warth in the
A ounl'ef 2,744 " : e _ _
_(-B)_ N " The fee bs cumpulcd on the fair murket value of he roalty, which is $0.00.
() “The fee iy t.mnpnlcd on the ranr marke( value of the rmlry [ es(nbl lshcd l’or propcrty tox purposcs,
. _1_which is $0.0
5. : ljo the follawing: A lleniar encunbrarice exlsled on the land, tenement, or realty before the
1d, d gn'theitand, ¢ t onrcelly slierthe lmnsf:f lme, the smwount ofthe uuhmndmg bn uncc of this
" lien or cncumbrunca is $0.0). )
: 6 Thc decd rccormng fecis putéd iy follgwa: . .
:L(A) Sl) 744 74" | The amount listed in item 4 sbove, -
~(B). $0.00..  _ ;, The amount tisted in Item § abave (no amount, place zero), - -
(©€) ] s12744. 74 ﬁ' Sublmcl line 6(6) from linc 6(A) and pluco resut bere.
As lcqulud by Cade Sccllon I’l 24- 70 1 state that | sm & responsible pmun whao was " d with the it
ATTORNEY
8 iﬁamet Property is being transferred on this Deed.
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TITLE TO REAL ESTATE

Deed Book 4015, Page 61

OHC quu 1dat1 on Trust (as successor to Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc.)
to

Myra L. Scott
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"~ WHENRECORDEDPLEASE Raum'fa
| VTINE SEW‘CE,‘?[;%&E‘;\
{3 ASHLEY PHOSPHATE ROAD.
4 “NORTHCHARLESTON; SC: 29406

DEED

SCOTT 04-04-057
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF BERKELEY )

NOW THEREFORE:

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, OHC Liquidation Trust as successor to
Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc., in the State aforesaid for/and in the.consideration of the sum of
One Hundred Two Thousand Four Hundred Three and 44/100 DOLLARS ($102,403.44), TOIT
IN HAND PAID AT AND BEFORE THE SEALING OF THESE PRESENTS BY, Myra L.
Scott, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, have;granted, bargained, sold a.nd released,
and by these presents do grant, bargain, sell and release unto the said Grantee, Myra L. Scott, her
heirs and assigns, its interest forever in the following described property, 1o-wit;

EXHIBIT "A"

All that certain piece, parce! or fot of land, situate, lying and being in St: Thomas and St.
Dennis Parish in the County of Berkeley, State of South Carolina, measuring and
containing ninety-two one-hundredths (0.92) of an acre, more or less, and being more
particularly shown and delincated and designated as Tract "A" on @ plat of "TRACTS A
AND B, A - MARY JANE BLUNT, B- KATIE DRAYTON ABOUT TO BE
CONVEYED TO MARY JANE BLUNT", prepared by R. D, Guerry, RL.S., 7-17-90, a
print of which is hereto attached and made a part hereof by reference and measuring and
containing and butting and bounding on the North three hundred eighty-nine (389') fect
on lands of Willie Porcher, Sr.; on the East on Hundred twelve (112’ feet on Tract "B" as
shown on said plat; on the South four hundred (400") feet on lands of Nathanjel Smalls;
and on the West one hundred three and five-tenths (103.5") feet on lands of Guggenheim.

Bemg a}mmn:nfthe same property conveyed to Oakwood Moblle Homes, Inc by Deed
of Lavern Blunt Ward, dated February 13, 2004 and recorded February 25, 2004, in Book
3847, at Page 117, in the RMC Office for Berkeley County, South Carolina,

TMS # 263-00-01-015

FILED: RECORDEDr INDEXED
03/25/2004 10126:57A1

\ e . R Fae: 10.00 St Fae: 266.9)
Grantee's Address: 315 BR(;)ADWAY ST 101 ccha:? 11275 F't\sa:? 4
QUANTICQO, VA 22134 Issued tp! LDWCOUNTRY TITLE

Register of Deeds Berkelmy Co.» SC
Cynthia &, Forte

RECEIVED
05/25/2004

ASSESSOR -
BERKELEY CODUNTY BC

)

@
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; Jf R wuh all nndamgulnr lhe Righits, Mernbers; Iiéreditaments and Appurtenances
to the P'remnscs:bclungmg,, orimany:way: mcndem orapperiiining;

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the
Grantee, Myra L. Scott, ber heirs and assigns forever.

And the Grantors do hereby bind her heirs and assigns, to warrant and forever defend, al) and

i§ingtlar} thicisaid Premises unto the said Myra L. Scott, her heirs and assigns, against her and her
héirsandlassignsiforever,

NES: Al { o set theisHind dnd:Séalithis i 8th; day3
of May. 2004 i thc ¢aro our Lord two lhousand four: and inithe:two: hundred and'twenty-seveiith'
year of the: boverugmy , Indcpondcnct, “of the:United States of America,

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
in the Presence of:

Soadose ¢ ﬂ-oxu-n.) bd g dwR,
Witness #1 "OHC Liquidation Tiust a5 successor 1o
Oakwood Mobile Homes, Inc.

L&om £ /a) -mz‘!'q/ &%L}- _ (Seal)

(Seal)
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STATE OF Mipdh Coralyin )
. ) PROBATE
COUNTY OF _Gu( /i cd . ) .

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness, who, being duly sworn, says
that (s)be saw the within named Grantor sign, seal and deliver the within Deed; and that (s)he with
the other witness whose signature appears above witnessed the execution thereof.

SWORN to before me, this
18th day of May, 2004,

[ralace & Anxu-v..)

.meess .

NOTARY PUBLIC réR« NE

(Seat)

My Commission Expucs _/ ¥

OFFIC!ALSEM.

A DENA EgalLEY. .
Ncl:ry?ubﬂv North Catelina  §-

COUNTYOF}U[LFORD, )

SCOTT 04-04:057
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA P Date of Transfer of Title
B AFFIDAVIT {Closing Daie) May {8, 2004
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON : :

PERSQONALLY sppeared before me the undersigned, who being duly swom, deposes and says:

le I have read the information an this A Midavit and | understand such information,
2, The propenty is being transferred by Oakwoad Mobile Homes, inc. to Myra L. Scall contemporaneously herewiih,
. } heck one. uflhc following ‘The Deed i is ! .
I X I Sub;cc( to deed reconding (:e as a transfer for consideration paid orto be puid in morii): or money's
warth. ) -
; . e . _
(B} ' t 'urauon a, pmnushxp. of, oiher entny nnd s I
i 5 stion- 25 8 distribigtion 1o a trust
(C~)' B A EXEMPT from thedéed recording fee because (Excmpu'on_N?mber 1) n%h#fcr_ofprop;ﬁy lo family i
| ] memberor, undchIOOO - e \
4., . Chéckions ol ihe! (onmvmg i cuhcr hem (A) or nem )(B) abovc hux been' chccked - N,
(A) ! X ‘ The fec is cmnpulcd on |hc constdeyauon paid or to be paid in money or muney"s wonh in the
L amount of: §102,403,44 e e - L - e
| 8 o ‘ ' ] The r:méjs <ompured on the fair.market value ol’lhc"«'c?:lly.‘ which is $0.00. R -' B
1 1 Thefee is Compule;:m the foic mnrkel value of!hc re;lly 25 cslabhshcd fm property tax purpuses,
| T _."\Vhlfhlssﬂﬂ R L
Si éfhcck:;ﬂ;m .01 No Xi_to the rollmvm A ligniar cncumbunce ex;slcd on lhc fand, tenerment, orrcshy bc!‘ore the
1 : d on; the tand, tenement ot realty nhcr the izansfer, IMYes the i of the st ceof'this
ien 15 $0.00,.
g e’ dccd rccundung_lc: 15.computed 0! !ollows. - -
(A) | $102,401.44 The amouit listed In ltem 4 ubove, o
(B) T 50.00 The nmoum llsu:d in tlcm 5 abovc (no amounl place zem)
X {C).,‘ 'Sjl ();,-iO,\,M . Suhtrac( line G(B) from )lnc 6(A) und placs resu\l herc ' B )
Tk As required hy Code Scction 12.24-70, 1 state rha\ Tams responslblc person \vhn was d with the tr tion as;
ATTORNE
8. Check il Pro erty om:r than-Real Propeny is heing transferred on this Deed.
(A? - »Mo ile Home _
(B),.'__.;_;
b DEEDLOF: OIS IRIBUTIO ,,,,,,
NUMBER (hc und_qmgned n!wmcy :
:Quohnn,‘lhnt i(s):
P ]
10. 5 4  that s peeson: mquurcd (o fumish this Amdavl( whi wlllfully fi mlshcs 4 ralse 0

sudulents Arﬁdavn ugumy
Imfirisaned bt moare than‘ane

mcnnor and, upsn'conviclion, must be fine
" yeursor, bmh

d nov’s ‘ingre.than one lh_

SCOTY 04-04-057

151

-

Yo



ALFRIGH WILLIAMS
TMS# 263-00-01-041
TRACT B - 0.55 AC

124 & 125 PSALMS LANE
WANDO, SC 29492
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Berkeley County GIS Online Mapping
Tlhie county of Berkeley and its GIS Department disclaims accountability for
this product and makes no warranty express or implied concerning the
accuracy thereof. Responsibility for interpretation and application of this
produé_t lies with the user.
Wednesday; Augtist 10, 2016




Berkeley County Unaofficial Property Card

.

Lof2

hitp://assessor. berkeleycountysc.gov/display_property.php?ims=2630...

Summary Information:

TMS: 263-00-01-041 'Council Dlstrlct iC8  Neighborhood: D913 - LARGE TRACTS MIDDLE CAINHOY
Owner Information: T Appraiser 1D: MR

WILLIAMS ALFRIGH G Lot: Block: Ssction:

1565 Boston Grill RD Zoning: Berkeley County - R2

Homestead Exempt: No

Parent TMS:

Notes:NO CHANGE - PARCEL 6/92

NO CHANGE REASSESSMENT PJL S-98

TRAILER ON PROPERTY....MH# WAS DELETED .. TURNED

IN TO MH DEPARTMENT TO HAVE CODES INSPECT. TRAILER
IS OCCUPIED ... REVIEWED PROBLEM WITH BONNIE...RR
8/15/2001

9/26/01 VERFIED MH 10594.. STICKER NOT ON TRAILER.

MH STILL HAS NO POWER.....AND HAS NOT PASSED THE
CODES INSPECTION FOR OCCUPANCY...RR

NO CHANGE - REASSESSMENT 2004

Mount Pleasent, SC 294668952

Sl;e eVdd/resséé'A:A
"124 PSALMS LN A25PSALMSLN |
WANDO, SC 29492, UnivLot: \M\NDO SC 20492, UnitLot:

Previous Owner History:

Owner: PORCHER LAVENIA & Sale Date: Sale Price: Plat: BK T Transfer Notes:
RAY WILLIAMS 03/09/2016 $4,400.00 - 64 os:

. €Sale Date; Sale Price: Plat: T- Transfer Notes: .55 Acres
Owner: BROUGHTONINT  45/4071990~  $5.00 64 Recorded on Plat T - 64
Owner: LAVENIA PORCHER & Sale Date: Sale Price: Plat: T- Transfer Notes: .55 Acres
CHUCKE 03/16/1963 $1.00 064 Recorded on Plat T - 064

" : Sale Date: Sale Price: Plat: T- Transfer Notes: .55 Acres
Owner: MARY JANE BLUNT  -g5j02/1980  $800.00 64 Recorded on Plat T - 64
Sales Information:
Last Sale Date: 03/09/2016 Plat Information: BK T - 64 Sales Validity: 9A
Recording Date: 04/01/2016 Deed Book: 2143 . Validity Other: 9E

Sale Price: $4400.00 Deed Paga: 21

[ L e R T R S LY

kY

Valuation Information;

Listed Values Apply to the Previous Calendar Year and Do Not Reflect New Improvements or
Asscssable Transfers of Interest

Building Market: 0 Bullding Taxable (4% Res): 0 L.and Taxable (4% Res): 0
ILand Market: 18,000 Buliding Taxabls (6% Other): 0 Land Taxable (6% Other): 18,000

8/10/2016 2:23 PM
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Berkeley County Unofficial Property Card - hitp://assessor.berkeleycountysc.gov/display_property.php?tms=2630...

I

Building Taxable (4% Ag): 0 Land Taxable (4% Ag): 0
Building Taxable (6% Ag): 0 - Land Taxable (8% Ag): 0

Total Taxable Value: 18,000 Total Assessment: 1,080

Fee Information Not Provided for Future Parcels

Building Information:

Building Count: 0 Yard Iltem Count: 0
Residence Count: 0 Mobile Homes on Property: 1

obile Homes on Property

Decal # Owner f-d‘nmo

Stroot Addross, Storago? 'Ymr‘ﬁullt 'Dimensions

124 PSALMSLANE [N 1072 s2xt2

10594C

WILLIAMS RAY MALAND

Image on file:

s V. ;{;‘5 i - E - =
sketches found T ;

2of2 _ 8/10/2016 2:23 PM
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WILLIE PORCHER SRy,
)

1 o

\ w ;k‘,., CHICKEN ROuSEsy,

T 3ed

w <
k7 g‘uousz
ale
)

|
1 .

‘ o ' NATHANIEL SMALLS

TRACTS A AND B

S | |
®  KATIE _DRAYTON_

" ABOUT TO BE CONVEYED TO-

MARY JANE BLUNL

ST THOMAS AND ST DEMNMNIS PARISH, WANDO

AREA, BERKELEY COUNTY, S.C.
DATE: 7-17-1970

SCALE:1"*200




TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
Deed Book A-213, Page 173

Katie Drayton to Mafy Jane Blunt

157



Férm (4—Tille to Real Estate  Revised 1925

AU -
< WHCQ, EnInVIIOR 0 e a1 <,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, - -
COUKTY OF qgk;ﬂs:ﬂ;i“ ' '

N

. VHEREAS by Deed, dated Wovember 16, 1965, and of record in the
Uffice of ‘the Clerk of Court for Berkeley County, in Deed Book 4-156 at
page :138 -the:undersigned, Katie. Drayton, conveys to Mury-Jane:Blunt-a . ..
certain parcel ‘ol land therein described as nne (1) acre, which said
conveyance through error improperly described the properties .intended

Lo be conveyed thereby; and

*ﬁﬂuh@:ﬁ, by subsequent survey the said properties so intended
to be conveyed were exactly determined and the boundaries and dimensiaons
established; und

Vibhk a3, by Deed of even date herewith Mary Jane Blunt in order
to rewove any gquestion concerning the boundaries of the properties and
;ocation of. same_hus reconveyed to Katie Drayton the properties described
in said Deed in Book A-156 at page 138 upon the condition that she the
sald iatie Urayton should in turn convey said properties back to the said
ha?szgne Blunt in accordance with a proper description of same, which
$aid ‘properties are the f11st parcel. of land hereinafter described; =znd

N considerztion-hereingfter vet foﬁtﬁwﬂﬁﬁxmr

WHEBEREAS , fer the-cash/ RN KR LNUAY B YAPTESEL RGNS
Jihe Blunt hus this date purchased from the caid Kutie Drayton the
ceeond parcel hereinatter described; NOW, THERLFORE,

SMOW ALL MEM BY THESE PHESEHTS, THAL
1, Wallis Lea¥TUN,

: ‘ S . premises
in be State uforesgidi o . for. g.nd —_— e in ideration of the MHXNK

R for the sum of One Bundred Sixty~Five and. no/130.(S144.96G) -~ - DOLLARS,

by vlary Jane Blunt . .

(11}

iu the State oforcsnid: T Py ST TP : .__the receipt whereof is hercby

acknowledged, huvfi granted, bargained, sold and released, and by these Presents do graot, burgain, sell and release

—— 0

" anto the said_-baT¥ Jire Blunt, her heirs and assipgns forever:

’ A1) tlt certain plece, parcel or 1ot of land, situate, lying
sid Leing in St. Thewsas and St, Dennis Perish in the County of Berkeley,
State of . 3outh Carolina, keasuring snd Containing ninety-two one-
hundredthe (0,92) of an acre, more or less, and being more particularly
shawn and del 4 znd  desighated as Tract "a" on a plat of “Tracts
w8, a4 - Bury Junme Blunt, B - Kotie Dra¥ton, about to e conveyéd to
vary Jurs Bt crerared by Ko Do Guerry, R.L:S., ?-17=70, & priut of
which ia hevets wttached and made a patt heréof by réf&veice and -~ 77
bezsuring and Contuining and Butting awd bounding on the Korth thiee
bundreé eighty-nie: (369') feet on lunds of Yillie Porcher, 51.; on the
Lest one hine twelve (112') ‘fect ofi Tract. "B" as shown :on said plat;
on the South rour bundred (LOC') feet on lands of liathanie) Emalls; and
an the west ods bl red three and five-tenths (103.5') feet on lands of
sugrethicim, .

-

S a i e e o

1 LS 0

,

Rl thwt certain piece, parcel or tract of land, situzte, lying
and being in ct. Thowas aud St. Dennls Parish in the County of Berkeley,
Stale of South Carslina, beasuring and Containing fifty-five one-hundredths§
(6, 55) aeres, more o1 less, and beilng more particularly shown and
Gelingszted sud designzted as Tract YB™ on @ plat of "Tracts A and B, & -
wary Jane Blunt, b - Katie Drayton about to be conveyed to tiary Jene
Flunt" vreparecd Ly #. D. Guerry, R.L.S., 7-17-70, a print of which is
neretvo attached w22 made a part hereof by reference and beasuring and
Contzindng and sutting und Bounding on the North two hundred twenty (2201)

R

T

ol
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(continued on back)
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Porcher, 3r.; on the bast one nundred zeventsen
the helrs of- Jucl ulkites on the Coutl f
uf‘ Hethaniel dmalls: g on the
Trac L AT cus o shavn-on geid; g lat.

! le nr l-'_'.‘nd alaVe ceserined are @ hortior

o0 dand containing eight (B) acres, wore or le:s

th veorshzm to n.tIP "layton Ly Deed, doted b :

: e (ffics of the Clerk of Court for rerke!

;:'.L.-l.~ 0 ST § ¢ 170 snd the truet of land abovwe decipns

U T &: 1 of land intended Lo we conveyeé Ly Katie
T e lunt by her certzin Deed, dyted 11-16-£5
cord in g rice in Hook &=156 «t pvare 138, its inclus
l“.. this Deed teive L way of confirmating of title in the

J5r ¢ plunt Lo tie parcel as hereinsbove deceriied.

St

e e

3
y

¥
t
*
q

b

l'O(.L'thR with nl] and eingulur, llm nghu. Munht.m. Hereditanicnts and Appurienances to the said
Prcuuaea belonglng. or ju_onywise incident or appertsinioy.

TO HAV[', AND TO BOLD, al) nnd singular, the snid "I'remisvs before mcnuoned unto the raid
- blary Jahe Blunt, .her Hoirs and Assigns forever.
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do berehy lmld " u1vseli‘ d“d my . . Heirs

Elcc.ulnm und Admmu\ruluru, 1o warraot aml Iorever defend. ol and emgulur. the mud Premisea unto the eaid

bury Jane Biunt, her

and all per Oll°

“#Heira and Mmgnu, apdinet =M and. ': mY~~ iz i Heine, 5

""_Dfﬂ*’.‘:'ﬁ-_‘ﬂ',r____luw[uuy claiming, or to clmm lhe sumic or any part thereof.

WITNESS_ 103 ... Hand____and Seal._, this. aist -doy of __JulY

in the ycur of our Lul’d one thuuaund uine bundred and ‘5'?_"?-‘"‘:\' ) oud in the ono hundred and

" lLUle ty=L ifth. -z year of the Sovereignty ond ludepeudence of the Utulcd Stutea of Auwerica,

: SICNCD bEAl rD AND [)l‘ LIVI'RED
[N.THE PRESENCE OF o \, b
’ Y ' Y /('L'“ /

TKRTIE DRAYTON

OB

I'HE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, °

?ﬁl‘,l'14@pl'i’z — County. -

PERSONALLY appeared belore me. J}'@arjp’ri"e.jl. Hest

.

[ a Tt
nod warde vath that - SN€ - . sy the within vamed = Katide. Drayton

wign, acel, and en her e 8¢t 0nd deed, deliver the within written Deed,

“aud u.u___.,f-zhe with M, H, Hest

-;- s e e . wit d the exccutiou thereof.

b\\’ullN 10 befon e, Uhis ___ ,3_.5'( e
. Jul y o A D.:19_'7.0"
Y — 9L}

"__’,:”.. /(({/. (SEAL), AN . ,
S Notary Piililig of South Carolina ) - /){'ﬂ’:]llg"u“‘ :){{—/L:Lﬂ‘.
ki ‘Commissian expires: "°V~_ 20, 1'(-"'7‘0' .
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAY) - T ' RENUNCIATION OF DOWER
GRARTOR - a MOMnR - - - - .

S Cuunly

1, o i R i . a Nataey Public for South Carolina

do kereby certify unto ull whow it muy concern, that Alra,

the wife of the within 1

did this day appear before soe, ond upron beivg privately ond separately cxamived by me, did decluse that ehe docs
(reely, volontarily, ond without any cotapuleion, dread or fear of any prrmson or persons whomaoever, renouner:, ce-

leose wmd forever relinguish wnte the williin vowed o
~ [l

. “ .
Ucira and ossigna, oll her interest ond estate, aud olso all her right and elaim of dower, of, in o 10 all and singular
the preniises within wentioucd and released.

Given vnder my Hand and Scal, this day of. s Anno Dowini 19___

C_(SEAL)

]\omry l’uhlw of guulll Carolina
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" TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
Deed Book A-410, Page 0046

Mary J. Blunt to Lavenia Porcher &
Chuck E. Williams
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State of Sty @mnhuu

COUNTY™ OF BERKELEY

T0 [ .
LAVENIA PORCHER & CHUCK E. .
WILLIAMS Rt. 1, Box 15-0
"'Wando g 2_9_92

lIlLL 10 l\LAL ESTATE
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Form H=Tile 1o Real Katate

Ve

R L v ‘mwuuo L Mevised 307t
Sotate nf Hontly Garuling, | ' '
COQUNTY OF BERKELEY.

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT

1, MARY JANE BLUNT,

o win consideration of the sum of

in the State aforesaid —=—== gor: &l‘ld e

Sevon Niindied fifty and no;m 00 ‘3’,750- 00):
" n[ these preseuls I)) I;AMENIA_P.ORCBDR._&D(L__._

fotsieceremesozmceao=sDOLLARS,

fibz_,__';_j&%_,—,-_iH hiniidd paid at und before the seuliny
o . CHUCK &8 WILLI AMS;
in the Stute nforesuid ——= _ P S = the receipt whereof is hierehy

:w}inm\'!{'dged, huve gnmtnd |mrguinod. sold and relvsed, wnd by Wese Presents o gront, bargain, sell and
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i ,
i R '
AND... I " — (ln Iu-uh) hingd My 301l _and.. ul)’.._" VORI | 1] {1 O —

Lixeewtors wnd /\dnuui\(mlnrs, to winrid anmd forever’ Al«'lvml u|| aud sinpalar, the suid Pocmises o e sulld

e -:LAV,DNIA_PORCHER_,and, CHUCK E. WILLIMIS, their

Hieirs wind Assigns, agatinst ne e, _my_ DI f» — 'ivln'irs. ) bl pressiy whamso-
N T e e e Juwully Cluiming, or Lo Sl thie s ar any pact tiereall
WITNESS 0y Haud and Scalo _, this .= 2od. ISR gl:ly'ufﬁﬁntﬁlﬂhﬁr‘

in the year of our Lord ane thousand wine hondeed and o elghty oundin the two hundred and
fifth .

SICNELD, SEALED ANPH

your of the Soveeeimty and bodependenee ol the United States af Aneriea.

HIVENED

M - ~3)
MARY JANEBLUNT ) ) )
— ~8)
B i ! i
Tl Btate of Soutl Guroling,
. BERKELEY - ‘Gonnty
PLERSONALLY uppenred before me -2 Kathleen-A=Murray.. - .. o - o -
wnd iide outh Hat ‘she suw the within 1\:(11)1«1,_:__@_}11‘.)!:,:@;}@;911[!! f'aj;w_ — oy
: SH —r oo o shgmgsenl, and as — o han o actund deed, defiver the swithin weitten Dueed,
— ih.‘;l"‘- shel oo o eonith e Mary 8. Rudloff . ..o oo oo o e

o : NO  RENUNGIATION OF DOWER
Tlpe State of Houth Quroling, . :
WVIOMAN GRANTOR

o e = @by .

e oo nime oo 0 Notary Pulilic for South Curoling

A T

du Niereby cortily wnta all whon it winyZeancern, thal Mes. 22z

e e e e (he wie of the witlin named e - S S5,

-
did thix day appear before me, and upon being privately and separately extnined iy me, did dechace that shie does

freely, voluntasily, and without any cotupulsion, dread or fear of any persou or persony whomsoever, renomiee, e

Jease and Torever eetinguish unts the sdin nooed et Il i

Ieirs.aud assigay, oll her isterest wnd estate, and also ol her right and eluine ol dower, of, iis or w0 all and singular
the premises within imentioned dind reléused. .

14 =z
Given under iny Hand and Seal, this cay of Ao Domini 19—

e oo e e seneca (SKAL) A ——
T Notary Pablic nf\()ulll Suoling i
My Cotnnission Explres:

ST o
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TAX DEED
Deed Book 2143, Page 21

Lavenia Porcher and Ray Williams
to
Glenn Ward Family Revocable Trust, Glenn Ward
thereafter assigned to
Alfrigh G. Williams
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CYNTHIA B FORTE -
BERKELEY COUNTY

REGISTER OF DEEDS

DIt 2016009684
RE 2143: 21

Po Box 6122 ~ Moncks Corner, SC 29461 (843) 719-4084

AR

Instrument #:

Receipt Number;.

Recorded As:
Recorded On:
Récorded At:

Recorded By:;
.Bo;)k/Page:

Total Pages:

2016009684
17275 : Return To: BERKELEY COUNT/ Del fr%
DEED PO BOX 6122
April 01, 2016 MONCKS CORNER, SC, 29461
03:20:42 PM : Recelved From:  BERKELEY COUNTY DELINQUENT
| TAX COLLECTOR
CATHY MILLS Parties: ‘ B
RB 2143:21-25 - Direct- PORCHER, LAVENIA | )
3 '_ Indirect- WARD FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUST

%% % THIS PAGE IS PART OF THE INSTRUMENT - DO.NOT REMOVE ***

Recording Fee:

Consideration:

County Tax:

State Tax:

Tax Charge:

“¥¥¥ EXAMINED AND CHARGED AS FOLLOWS *%*

$10.00

$4,400.00 .
$4.95

$11.70

$16.85

RECEIVED
APR 04, 2016

ASSESSOR

BERKELEY COUNTY 8C
JANET B. JUROSKO
AUDITOR BERKELEY COUNTY S8C

. 167
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L ). ' DOC: 200 &00%E24
jU (05 . RE 21435 22
' 9(9 B ‘

No:itle Searchi Performed, No-Title Opinion'Given, No.Reviewof the Restictions.and. Covenants

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) TAX DEED
COUNTY OF BERKELEY )

Defaulting Taxpayer(s)
Lavenia Porcher & Ray Williams

Name/Mailing Address of Purchaser
Ward Family Revocable Trust
Assigned to: Glenn Ward

319 Jamesbury Road

Charleston, SC 29492, and
Thereafter assigned to:

Alfrigh G. Williams

1565 Boston Grill Road

Mt. Pleasant, SC 29466

Property Address:
124 Psalms Lane
Wando, SC 29492

Tax Map Number:
263-00-01-041

WHEREAS, ad valorem property taxes were levied and assessed in the names of the following
taxpayer(s) for the calendar years indicated; and

2013 Lavenia Porcher and Ray Williams

WHEREAS, on. April 7,2014, pursuant to execution dated March 18, 2014, from the Berkeley

County Treasurer, and in accordance with S.C. Code Section 12-51-40(a), [ mailed a "Notice of

Delmquent ‘Property Taxes, Penalties, Assessménts; and Costs," by rcgular first class mail with
_proper postage affixed, to each of the followmg persons/entities at the various:addresses set forth

below; and
Name;and Address
Lavenia Porcher and Ray Williams

3103 North Atlantic Avenue
Charleston, SC.29405-7803

Page1of4
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foy 204 é000e04
Re& 2145 23

WHEREAS, on May 16, 2014, in accordance with S.C. Code Section 12-51-40(b), I mailed a
"Notice of Delinquent Property Taxes, Penalties, Assessments, and Costs," by certified mail,
return receipt requested-restricted delivery pursuant to the United States Postal Service
"Domestic Mail Manual Section S912" to the following persons/entities at the various addresses
set forth with the results indicated below; and

.Name and Address Results
Lavenia Porcher & Ray Wllllams Unclaimed
3103 North Atlantic Avenue

Charleston, SC 29405-7803

WHEREAS, on August 1, 2014, a notice complying with the requirements of S.C. Code
Section 12-51 -40(c), was posted at one or more conspicuous places on the premises by Michele
Collins of the Berkeley County Building and Codes Department; and

WHEREAS, an advertiseifiésit complying with the requirements of S.C. Code Section 12-51-
40(d), was published in the Post and Courier, a newspaper of general circulation in Berkeley
County, on November 20, 2014, November 27, 2014, and December 4, 2014, advertising the
property for sale at public auction; and '

WHEREAS, on December 8, 2014, I sold the property for delinquent taxes in accordance with
thie requiremients of S.C. Code Section 12-51-50, the Grantee(s) herein, Ward Family
Revocable Trust was the successful bidder, and the amount of the bid was paid to me as
required by S.C. Code Section 12-51~60; and

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2015, in accordance with the requirements of S.C. Code Section
12-51-120, I mailed a notice of the approaching end of the redemption period, by certified mail,
return receipt requested-restricted delivery, to each of the following persons/entities at the
addresses set forth with the result indicated below; and

“Nariie-arid Address | | , Result
Lavenia Porcher _ Received by addressee on October 30, 2015

3103 North Atlantic Avenue
Charleston, SC 29405-7803

Ray Williams ' ' Received by addressee On October 30, 2015
3103 North Atlantic Avenue
Charleston, SC 29405-7803

WHEREAS the property was not redeemed in accordance with the reqmrcments of S.C. Code

Section 12-51-90; and

WHEREAS, the said Ward Family Revocable Trust, by instrument datéd March 12, 20135, did
thereby assign unto Glenn Ward, all right, title and interest in, of an to the aforesaid bid; and

Page 2 of 4
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DOCy 201400580
RE 2143 24

WHERE/(S, the said Glenn Ward, by instrument dated January 5, 2016, did thereby assign unto
Alfrigh G. Williams, all right, title and interest in, of an to the aforesaid bid; and

NOW THEREFORE, I, Virginia R. Hamilton, Delinquent Tax Collector of Berkeley County, in
consideration of the receipt of $4,400.00 which is hereby acknowledged, have granted,
bargained, sold and released, and by these presents do grant, bargain, sell and release unto
Alfrigh G. Williams, the following described property: :

¥
SEE EXHIBIT' "A" ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF BY REFERENCE

Together with all and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to said
premises belonging or in any wise incident or appertaining and subject to easements and
restrictions of record. s

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the said
Grantee, his/her heirs dnd/or assigns forever.

Any reference in this instrument to the singular shall include the plural and vice versa. Any
reference to one gender shall include the others. Such words of inheritance shall be applicable as
quulred by the gender of the G1antee

? . ,2016.

: gl;ﬁ’a R Hamllton =
Dehnquent Tax Collector
Berkt;lt,y County, South Carolina

Signed, sealed, and delivered
in the presence of:

Page 3 of 4
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DOC: 20ieQ0resd
o . FE 2143 25

"STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) ACKNOWLEDGMENT

"aR Hamilton,
(G ‘G, 2016

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me byi\%fi"'

My Commissior. exp1res Y1k

. EXHIBITAZ
‘PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being in the St. Thomas-St.

Dennis Parish, Berkeley County, South Carolina, containing 0.55 acre, more or less, as

will be more fully shown as Tract B on a plat prepared by R.D. Guerry, RLS, dated

July 17, 1970, and recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Berkeley County,

S. C., in Plat Book T at Page 64; and having such size, shape form, delineations,
- metes and bounds as are shown on said plat. .

TOGETHER with an easement reserved for ingress and egress to the within property as
set forth in the Deed dated March 18, 1983, of record in Book A501, at Page 205.

BEING the property conveyed to Lavenia Porcher and Ray Williams by Lavenia
* Porcher and Chuck E. Williams by a deed dated March 16, 1983, and recorded in the
. Office of the Register of Deeds for Berkeley County, S. C., Book A501, at Page 205; -
and being a portion of the properties conveyed to the within Grantors by Mary Jane
Blunt by a deed of record in Book A410, at Page 46.

TMS: 263-00-01-041

Page 4 of 4
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"STATE OF SOUTH QARC@A ) . :
") ' ASSIGNMENT OR TAX BID
COUNTY OF BERKELEY' ) C

ASSIGNOR), on ‘.53 e.Q, DB ‘ 20 \'-\- was s the mgh bidder at the tax sale in
?eﬂceley County %‘Qf‘%l\i é?.‘._ H\ixgxbtoe A’l:ax Collector .of the: teal.or personal property of
A l\\/ \L\ \\\\ N&S N (Delinguent Taxpayer), said taxes being due on:. (1) that;
tract of land. dsipnatsd as TMS 8 2LB3 VBN D"\"\ or (2) that mobile home

described as '5’0&‘2- e e F ; and

ASSIGNEE) has pald me" $ f‘(49 0.0 O . for an asmgnmcnt of my bxd, 3
NOW OR.E, 1, for and in consideration of the sum of $ ‘\' L\‘Q xx to
06 i hand paxd by ASSIGNEB do hexeby transfer; ass1 and setover unto:him (her), his (her)

Heirs. and . AsSigns, my éertiin bid of Ac DYQO 7‘#_7 — and anthnnze the' §aid’ Tax

Collector, subject to the delifighent taxpayer s nghf of redemptmn, fo make conveyance of the

prope:ny to the saxd ‘AS ,IGNEE at the proper ime,

P. O. Box 6122
. Moncks Comer, SC 29461 )
(843) 7194040 or (843) 719-4034

4

SUBSCRIBED AND SJVORN TO BEFORE ME

: NOTARY P CFG)RTHESTATEOESC'
My Commassxon Expxres (/( L

sy mis R B e 5§ . 172
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Seller:
Purchaser:

Property Description:

Deposit:

Next Payment:

Seller:

Glenn D, Ward
Al Williams

The property ‘to be purchased bythe Purchaserfor which the
deposut herein has'beenissued to the Seller Is:;parcél'number
263-00-01-041, also know as 124 Psalms Lane, Charleston SC

29492,

The Purchasgr;has pald, and the Seller confirms receipt of Two
Thousand and Five Hundred Dollars {$2,500.00) as payment

. toward the property being sold.

“Bath the Purchaser and Seller agree the $2,500.00 deposit

described is not refundable for any reason.

The'néxt payment-to: be made'toward the. purchase ofithe
property is,Two Thousand: and Five' Hundred Dollars: ($2 500.00)
and duepn or’ before the‘date the) deed is'transferred to the

Purchaser

Date: ‘_\'Z- - 13‘\5 i

é\5—536 C‘\of::x —

Purchaser:

" Date: o ',.k 5

Date:
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QUIT-CLAIM DEED
Deed Book A-501, Page 205
Lavenia Porcher and Chuck E. Williams

to . _
Lavenia Porcher' and Chuck E. Williams
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M Na, 110-QUIT.CLAIM DO
ot t bt & 8% 1234807080,

gate of outh Caroliva,  © ="
The outhy L om0 me205

55 All Bhom These Presents Hay (ﬂnniu .

WHEREAS | Lavarda Forcher and Chuck B, Mllims™ . "SEND GREETTNG:
' ) Rt 1 Box 15-C .
¥ndo, South Carolinm 20492

NOW, KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS That they  the nid Lavad.n Porcher
u\d Chuck B, Willisms

inEonsideration o(:jh‘r‘;prvniéq and also in consideration of the mm of e and O¥1.00 dollars
_ to they  in land paid ot and before the scaling and delivery of these presents by Lavenia Forchar
and Ray Willisms

(lhc rmlpl whereol is heechy ::lmonlzdgtd) have rtmlud. rtlc.ued and forever qml-clatm«[ and by these

(078! : “being’e
g-gtodaal‘mct"ﬂ"mnplxtnf"rmch
quly 17, 1970, and of record in the

Beix\gnpmﬁmot‘ﬂnpvpeﬂ.i cumed.-tom\lnmmbybeddmu
recard’ in the RC 01fice for Barkeley County

;Being & portionl ofiths K
yidesd of Mary. Jaié'z’Blunt «
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we

' 8
oy siocaG01 mee 207 )
; ; The State of Houtl Carsling, . . g
- Charleston .Connly. ’ . :
PERSONALLY apjrared before wic van M, Mears f - N
and made oath that ha w the within mm:dfiﬁm- er, ond:
. - sign, scal, and as ghedp oot and dhed, defivee the within written d
- + Deed; and that  they with Linda C, Perry . :
L SWORN 10 before mei this 16tH § .
’ "fn'?f?:'/wet 1, |
: M Gromliaar .
: . £ . i
2 ' . i s
| , .
K Che Btute of South Caroling, . RENUNCIATIO
. ' County. . B
L ' .
do hereby urll'ily unto all whom it may conceni, that Mrs, .
o the wife of the wi(himm!u«l ’
did this day appear belore me, and upen being priva_l(;'i} and sepriely cxamind by me, didd declare that she 1.
docs freely, \-olun(al;il)'. and without any compulsion, drcad or fear of any |.'itt!llll or peu\om whomsoever, re- :
nounce, velease and forever relinquish unlé the within named . : ‘ 3
¥ Heirs and- Amsigns, all hee-interest and estare, and siso all her right and claim of dower, of, in of fo all and
’ singular the premises within mquioncd snd released. : S . '
. _ Given wder my Hand and Sesl, this day of ’
e Anno Domini, 19 a I
(SEAL oo vm o i b
: o . . ;

177 o

C e et

s e s e

[T

S

2 e R v G -

ez

-

i,

2 s S s R <

e et

s



P RIS LGP S - B S P ke etime L me eealio

b z e i S st
e s — e U oo .
. e o
Ghe State of Sonth Garalina,
f - V'N e *.u‘ "' T =
e T L -
I B e mw ”“?a . P R
L e G = Lo T To
roete Al -0~ )
0 .
okl
2 i .
: QUIT-CLAIM DEED
-2 Filid . /75( day
- 3 ot [d,)()'f ap vl
ar 4/ 44/5‘ o'cuck A M.,
3 -
’ . and recorded in Book
;|
A
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL FROM THE BERKELEY COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Dale E. Van Slambrook, Master-in-Equity

Case No. 2017-CP-08-1029

ALFRIGH G. WILLIAMS, Respondent
V.
MYRA L. SCOTT, _ Appellant.
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Myra L. Scott appeals the Final Order of the Honorable Dale E. Van Slambrook
dated March 4, 2019 and the Order Denying Appellant’s Motion for Reconsideration
dated Apul 4, 2019 Appellant 1ecewed the wntten notlce of the Order Denying

April 5, 2019

Attorney for Appellant/ "

Other Counsel of Record:
E. Mason West, Esquire
West Law Firm, LLC

207 Carolina Avenue
Moncks Corner, SC 29461
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Certificate of Counsel

The undersigned hereby certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

July 23,2019

JUL 31 2019
SC Court of Appeals



