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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL
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3 § R
II. Did the lower courts err in ruling that a contract to sell real property
extinguished the rights of survivorship of the Appellant, the joint tenant with
rights of survivorship, when the Testator, the deceased joint tenant died after
the 51gmng of a coqg;@: to sell real property, but: before the closmg and-
I

L Hant dld not preserve the
issue for review: of prejnf‘ l"'_ submission: ‘of ‘évidence and allowance of
additional claims the day of trial, when counsel for the Appellant did not
object to evidence-and claims at time of submission' but later requested the
ability to respond to Réspondents.allegations and submission of evidence, but
was denied the opportunity by the Probate Court?

o

L. Did the lower courts err in: applying the doctrine of integration, where
alleged integrated document was a separate envelope. containing a document
with instructions devising a piece of the Testator’s estate-and no evidence or
testimony from attesting witnesses spoke as: to:the validity of the document or
the presence of the document at the time of the s1gnmg of the will?
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Thomas G. Moore died on December 20, 2013.! The Decedent had a will dated
September 27, 1999.2 The Will was admitted to probate in the Florence County Probate Court
and one of his sons, Michael Dennis Moore (“Appellant”) was appointed personal
representative.” The Decedent was survived by four other children Thomas Paul Moore, Phillip
Frederick Moore, Francine Lawhon and Linda Moore and was predeceased by his wife.*

Two hearings were held before the probate court to approve the proposed estate
closing documents and to take testimony and evidence on the issues related thereto.’ The
first hearing was December 22, 2015 and the second was July 27, 2016. Florence County
Probate Judge J. Munford Scott, Jr. issued an Order on November 28, 2016 making
findings of fact, conclusions of law, and directing the personal representative to take
cértain steps to close the estate and distribute the assets. The terms of the Order speak for

themselves. This appeal followed.
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* STATEMENT OF THE FACTS®

———

The litigation of this estate has included numerous issues that are not being appealed
here. The evidence and testimony was extensive, but much of it bears on issues that were not
appealed. This Statement of Facts is specifically limited to facts relevant to the Issues on

Appeal. More factual discussion of other issues can be provided if helpful to this Court.

'R.
2R,
3R,

.1
. 306.
.1
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*R.p. 1, lines 5-6.
*Rp. 1, lines 12-13.
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The Decedent owned a one-half undivided interest in a 4-acre parcel of property in
Richland County, South Carolina.® The other half owner was the Decedent's brother and his
heirs.” The Richland County property was the location of a church which was founded by the
Decedent, his brother and their far‘nilies.snFor many years, the Decedent attended services
weekly at this place of worship.” The Respondent Thomas Paul Moore ("Respondent Thomas")
served as the assistant pastor of this church for many years..i10
‘A copy of a letter was delivered to the Respondent Thomas during the Decedent's

lifetime showing the Decedent's intent that the church property pass to Respondent Thomas

upon the Decedent's death.!'fAfter the Decedent's déath, the Decedent's will was located, and/

@g@_@@@@?j@ r_é:p_f_és:eg@e;f;lﬁgfgfe with the original letiér about
The Decedent was a joint owner with right of survivorship with the Appellant of
property located on Cypress Avenue in Garden City Beach.”® In November 2013, the Decedent
and Appellant entered into a binding contract to sell the Cypress Avenue property for
$324,500.00."
The Decedent died on December 20, 2013."° The closing of the sale of the Cypress

Avenue property was on December 27, 2013."® The Appellant accepted all of

SR.p. 115.
"R.p. 119.
¥R.pp. 118-119,
’R. pp. 116-117.

:z R. pp. 38-39.
R. pp. 308-312.

“R. pp. 319-324.

BR.p. L.

“R. pp. 313-318.
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An action to construe a will or to determine its validity is an action at law.*® An
action seeking an accounting and the surrender of assets is an action at law.>® Actions which
determine ownership and title to real property are actions at law.>’ Actions alleging
breaches of fiduciary duty and actions for money damages are both actions at law.*® All of
the issues involved in this. appeal are actions at law. The Appellant in his brief fails to name

an issue which sounds in equity and cites the standard for reviewing legal issues.

ARGUMENTS

1 ]
I. The probate court correctly ruled that a letter was a part of the
Decedent's will pursuant to the legal doctrine of integration.

e N

taken, to the contraryf As such, those facts must be accepted by this court as construing a
will is a matter at law.*° ‘Appellant does not contest those facts in his brief.’

The real issue before this court is whether the probate court was correct in applying the
legal doctrine of integration.“ The probate court went to great lengths to explain the doctrine of
integration in its Order.* In summary here, integration allows for another document in

existence at the time of the making of the will to be included in the

35 See Kemp v. Rawlings, 358 S.C. 28, 594 S.E.2d 845 (2004); In re Estate of Pallister, 363 S.C. 437, 611 S.E.2d 250
(2005).
36 Abernathy v. Latham, 345 S.C. 106, 545 S.E.2d 848 (Ct. App. 2001).
37 Grant v. State, 395 S.C. 225, 717 S.E.2d 96 (Ct. App. 2011).
8 Verenes v. Alvanos, 387 S.C. 11, 690 S.E.2d 771 (2010); Corley v. Ott, 326 S.C. 89, 485 S.E.2d 97 (1997);
thter & Assocs., Inc. v. Buchanan Volkswagen, Inc., 405 S.C. 643, 748 S.E.2d 801 (Ct. App. 2013).
*R. p. 2; see also R. pp. 38-39.
0 See Kemp v. Rawlmg 358 S.C. 28, 594 S.E.2d 845 (2004).
“IR. pp. 2-5.
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what constitutes the testator's will are conclusive and cannot be overturned unless there is no

evidence to support them.*®

o fe. NN NN .
4 . Lhe letter was located with the w111 ‘when the wi w111 was fou } hat evidence was

uncontested at trial or in briefings here, ¢ Additionally, the coherence and continuity between

. [Ty
the two documents was inherent.*® The court found that these facts created a presumption of

A “mm WfLS:_D/___a

VO X oX M 749

WO
thei‘presence of the letter at the time the will was executed No evidence of any contrary

. S ) L e
intent by the testator was presented.CAﬁpiéllant!s‘ar.gumen'tifam' tomote"tha;t"t%é Ietter was)

i rm——

ﬂec.ated with.--the - w1ﬁ11,l Appellant's argument about the date inconsistencies does not

support his proposed conclusion. The law does not require that the Ietter was executed at

¥ o200, Wiy st

MWl >
the same time as the will, only that it was present at the time of the w111 51 Even if the letter .

Wod neX w Mﬂ:v_ Waly MME@AM’,

was referencing a prior will, that actually supports | Respondent s position that the letter was /

nood TRowss WA Eshailivnovy, T Popt J6R o | h‘-\'mmwa

Fh existence at the time of the execution of the w111’

e

‘As the Appellant noted in his argument: determining which sheets of paper or
documents compose a will is a question of fact.’ “If the [finder of fact] is satisfied by intrinsic
evidence or otherwise that the purported will composed of one, two, or more sheets is the will

of testator, and render their  verdict accordingly, it is sufficient.”

46 li

“TR.p. 5.

“®R p.S5.

R, p.S.

® Appellant's Br. 4-7, Oct. 31, 2018.

3! Estate of Hicks, 3 Cal. App. 3d 312, 314, 83 Cal. Rptr. 499, 501 (1970); see also Betsy Dupree-Kyle, Comment,
Michigan Self-Proved Wills; What are they and How do They Work?, 2000 L. Rev. M.S.U.-D.C.L. 829, 840 (2000);
see also Alvin E. Evans, Incorporation by Reference, Integration, and Non-Testamentary Act, 25 Colum. L. Rev.
879, 888-90 (1925) (requiring all the writings to be physically present at the final execution).

32 Appellant's Br. 5. Oct. 31, 2018; Goethe v. Browning, 146 S.C. 7, 143 S.E. 362, 364 (1928). !

% Goethe v. Browning, 146 S.C. 7, 143 S.E. 362, 364 (1928).
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Finally, Appellant erroneously makes the assertion that 1ntegrat10n fails because

Ko
Respondents never put forth on any of the attesting w1tnesses to ‘”grove that ‘the sub]ecr;
Mwﬁwww_&wﬁm ‘ﬂ?usa S+
document was in fact identified at at the time of the executlo he Mlll By the same token
L._.-—-————H -~ w

oo TRAwog WALBL0 Xig
Appellant never put forth any of the attesting witnesses;to_prove that the subject ct document \

Foge] LR~ Pav~ne o ¥ out;
uvlvas not fdentlﬁed at the time of the eXxecu execution of the_ W11L. In fact, Appellant did not put

Ba——=cs

O-g-osw ) THOvweod AUDAL Hitymoadp P ove
forth any evidence to suggest that the,décuiment 3 Was ot present at the time of the exceution

l--.._~...

OYCP 162 1bY = TRe &Y Hmung VEV S\EENW Sourrad u) ?.nuaa A01S,
the Wil 1 or that the Decedent did not 1nt§rﬁi to include the document as part of the W111

* The probate court correctly applied the law of integration to include the disposition

Ponie Comephtid A M0 Frcts <X Eanly TadSw sy
in the letter with the other terms of the will because the M/‘cha’t to be the intent of 6Xa32d XR.a.

the testator. No contrary facts were presented at trial, and no law disputing | ihe doctrme_j
TRe W &WW MWM Wm«mwm
‘integration-has been p_Leg_n_’wgJ me Posree Commp-Roadl 0nd Mﬂ—\ﬂ\m
II. The probate court correctly ruled that the Decedent's estate was Y *
entitled to_one-half of the proceeds of the Cypress Road property
which was put under a binding contract of sale before the Decedent's
death,

An action to determine the title to real property is an action at law.>* The lower court's
findings of fact should not be disturbed unless there is no evidence in the record to support the
court's findings.**

Decedent and Appellant owned real property as joint tenants with right of

survivorship.”® They entered into a binding contract of sale before Decedent's death.”’

> Grant v. State, 395 S.C. 225, 717 S.E.2d 96 (Ct. App. 2011),
35 Howard v. Mutz, 315 S.C. 356, 434 S.E.2d 254 (1993).

6 R. pp. 308-312.

7R, pp. 319-324
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"page 30
A 2010.
Q And how long were your parents married?
A Close to 65 years.
Q And in their 85 years, what was his

typical attitude of how he cared for her?

A She was the best, you know, he toak --
anything she wanted. Anything she wanted she got.

0 And what -- how did he treat her with
regard to gifts like jewelry?

A There's -- he told -- there'd be
jewelry on sale, he wouldn't accept that. He'd go
in there and buy the expensive thing he could buy.

0 And did he take as much pleasure in
giving it to her that she took in wearing 1it?

A Yes.

VQ And let S talk briefly before we go .

—

(f'urther. % your father' s was There a A
o %
andig the

|
|

, | ‘was supposed to& rlght g@(
l

|

|

|

(father' s)tuneral the followina, (weekend)

X'
of the
‘

e ( |
| ]

)

t

J
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Q Aand what was the purpose of that

Q&A Court Reporting
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meeting?
_ e
A To find the -- {find the w1lP We
hadn't never been in this before, you know, when
poth parents has died. To find the will and —--

and -- and do whatever we had to do, you know, in

the probate.

NN - — B
o
Q; Did of the 1nd1v1duals that are }
i
| here -- the -- -( father' Q )

J— -

"‘_,,Okay. What happened° How;- dld the

e (D r e s

last? 1 I

—-meetlng

A It lasted -- whenever we got there --
it probably lasted -- probably about 45 minutes to
an hour because we had to count that -- count the

cash and stuff. And -- and look at the papers he

had out of the safe. Andﬁ’@?wentﬁth
W’
EERS ve ot Frezts™™

Q Well, that was my question.
A Yeah.
e
Q Did you go in the rSafe)(together?
a oD
0 What was the agreement as to whe would

be present when the safe was opened?

A I thought all of us was —-- all of us

( page 31"

vy

O P P T e e T
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would go in there, you know, the agreement --
whenever we met. You know, we would go in there
and try to find the will and find the -- you know,
whatever my father had to -- had to prove, you
know, after his death, you know.

Qf“*ﬂﬁﬁafgfpEhgzmbafﬁETYhovestate%ﬁéd béen |

— f”*‘-—,” i '
-(opened)and (no personal representative) had been |
j ’ T !

\J - ' f
gppointed- Is that¥CQrmecL33 ) |

] = 5 |

e TR —_— ! |
A I SIS

Q Now, through the course of —-- I believe

it was stated on the record that there's been
approximately five hearings. This is my first
hearing with you. During the course of your
represen—--- or your participating in these probate

proceedings, have you requested him, Dennis, to

provide a list of -- of what of your mother's
jewelry is -- is available?

A Yes.

Q Have you ever received a copy of the
list?

A No.

Q Do you recall in his deposition

testimony that he says there may have been a pair
of earrings?

A Well, it -- that he took out -- that

~ Page 32 |

e T
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Pagé”égﬂg
go in to the safe thgether at that meeting. Do %
you remember that agreement? ~

9—““"‘;4’;5\.;’“57\1_5; sir.  Not -- ot ——was‘
V™ A VA
__ﬁ_&at(ﬁhke“haEeSbutI——I

mean, alnTE“r;body said nothing about no safe.
_““q_*_mgi:i Okay_ﬁ“ﬁSWT—ﬁthT§EE”%gﬁfmiﬁv:1~1ﬁf%;;ﬁf %
[ t‘Yx ngV were you trylng to\ find thye x}‘ill'p \ f

== 2
m‘#‘ﬁ% -. (irilnq) to @ind the w1ll), iVes, sird

-Q‘ “Are you the one that found the will?

(my dauvghter did.,

—P—“/f—m o " Okay. Was it at ﬁﬁgf Mk that §héV_

|
fl/u?ki l\k 4 [ il

) And ] v w A
Qi Okay. Where was the wil \

1 L= : L
?M,_ | , -— he had it up under the bed]

T think it was. .(ﬁ v_daughter had found)ﬁ
I | .
R

Q Okay. Now, we've heard testimony today

where there may have been more money in the safe
than what you told everyone.

A Right.

0 Did anyone to your knowledge subpoena
any bank records to show that any —-- any deposits
you may have just made of such money?

A Not that I know of, I mean...
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T The Court'\i’fouaobjec‘t‘?J

Mr Smlth'

b —

Yes,six;

LThe Court4

On what baéis?~

ng;;g@}ﬁﬁj On that was not a part of

the will itself, Your Honor, and it —— had the-
will wan--— had Mz, Mdore wanted that to be in the
will, we believe he would have had it in the will.

The Court: Okay.’ ' A =

q?he Witness: BUt = my brother _took 1t7

————— e

out before the w1ll was read to all flve of usi

ﬁHold on.

The Court:

h) ’ 0y .
e X
>

{ Ms. Elmore-l Your Honor, I object'on

the basis that by this witiiess' testimony, the

handwriting on the front of the envelope that

-

contained the document is Mrs.EMoore's—handwriting

If it was found with

who was deceased as of 2010.
‘the will, then presumably, che decedent himself
wes well aware of the document, knew,the contents,
had every opportunitv over a three-year period to
do a codicil, redo his will_éhd do the things that
are necessary to formalize what his testamentary
desires were to satisfy the statute. So for those
reasons, I respectfully object.

The Court: Do we have any testimony

e ———

( Page 162\
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Q Okay. And then -- and that's a

different copy than the one that was with the

Jwill?. , . e

--

"~ A Right. <

Mr. Campbell: Okay. I don't have any

further questions. Thank you.
Ms. Elmore: Briefly, Your Hoﬁog.
CROSSi ;EXAMINATION \
By Ms. Elmore:

Q What do you mean it's a different'copy?_

Trowed
_nAd#~t- A

it give to me by my mother in the envelope and

Well, it —-- it was photosﬁat copied and

. oy
_they put the original with the will and(my)
. . - . S i : &
of»thg

asi{presented)to /

) the took it out Dehnis{took it 6ut

Q But when you say a different copy, you
mean, mirror exact images just two different
. . ‘e
documents, but féfiécting the same exact thing?

A Same thing.

=
X
14
H
3
H
]
5
&
H
X
2
14
i
4
i
H
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o
o
&
4
5
3
4
I3
K
3t

Q- Okay. -
THow~2 e e -

o A—""No one would present this to The Court§
.~ T —
(I_had to do it'myselﬁzy///’-

0 I-undérstand. F

TR TEES

The Court: All right. Any further

questions? : F

T P e e O e P TS e T P Ay e TN AN S T P

B T O g P2 ST e Pr e e T S 2
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Tho first isee hero to be decided is whether a separate writing found i 3 Saf¢ belonging
to the Decedent with the/Decedent’s last will,) - L -
X o] NOT /w3 IR WX RaodPo-g2/ LeRomd okt

Even papers “not physically connected....noT referring to each other, nor connected by internal

—-’_’_‘“\\.’——»

coberence, but separate and distinct, being indépendent parts of 2 will,/may be integrated”f they ]

re found together fnd taken as a whole are properly execiifed”
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| Second) the document was| found i the safe witlthe will.| THS évidence: was’
m\:\mnmwd_ The W stored anywh ere, but in this instarice, the Decedent

chose to-place it in a secure place where anyone] searching for the will would also find the | |
[ documei} This evidences the testator’s intent that the will as a whole iriclude the provisions set-

forth in the document” Bging found together/and exhibiting intemal coberente, an inference is
mm-ng nd that it was intended to be part
of the will.’ B ) .
(1)Bgemine v wos [NOTFou v e 4ofa-Reol Ripd bS]
@)T&L SEVAST Wroa [Beash | BN B3P0 _jj:l
VoI T 38 39 VIR, S o0 39 LSVASE S SIS S-S,
POTAN SrgSPan SReod £g2/1 b Yo i) b= TRomos N gere prsuss
S90 Noonwort wod IWT oS82 o/ WASTh
() B A ST, O TR svnoo WitoALe Smaolumny
Proved DRy MMW Reod Pogadal @w&hﬁ\d&,
BaoR Toaroonty pogelI6Rom A T0H—FrTro FadSlig Thawes
Wetoa pranva (Hnasih S orandr WS4 380 WISH

Under|South Caroling Jaw,/generally all that is required to properiy execme

following: (1) the will Evist be in writing; (2)(signed by the testatorand (3){signod by af Teast

)T o RPor oo [TYp ED

@) TRe. R o g NOT porell by I Tiapalon EaSha Wpe




(integrati '6ﬁnovidw that a separate writing WI@ will if the writing m
m_____.*\’ [//"-‘.'"‘\—‘,_,\27 [ — [
E . . fe e i . 253
(when the will or(‘ood@ was execited and thf;% m@_xy 1ts‘ mclusmn.

g G)T-u amuoﬁ»&«mwm

2\-9-7 W\wa, M[w7 IF THEy ﬁ'QE Foww&TOG—E'JJhERQ
[—_ﬁ‘( M\\J) Juo.x. P o M’W\N’r O‘Q‘TM\P W\-(‘)O'\L( %kat
Pog e TeED B oy &»\m St XX Baffora 2 LWL
S A@ Sor [FEC EVE OF 6009 AT i s
@J %TG«W\MM,\& PV IV RN M&MMN—M
RS mwymmw7wm v
[Thosaas P. Moore has asserted that/the document located with the will.|

P T T s A -
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that he would —-- would want the church transferred
" to me, his elder in the son, who was the assistant -

" pastor of that church for so many years to watch

<N oy U

church was to ever be s0ld or either rented you -

whatever thew done with it. It was to be, you

' know, to ——to go to me, you know, while it still

-’ ex::.sted. T/K_L ? ﬁ X ! : , -

T

| ‘presumed to have been @re'se_nt at._the time of )

[Page 1617

wrltlng that was. 1n31de the envelope'?‘ _

A That after hlS —— after his deceased

—— to have the care of the church and if the

ez

know, and that -- and that’'s the neceSSJ.ty of

_.LJ\-I

j r. Campbell* .A Okay | Your honor,_ I_

r»v%?ouldm move to fully - th:Ls as a
portlon of theunder i—he doctrlne of_‘_j»..-

l
) tegratlobithat 1t. elng' _Located"'w1th the will as
-

1
|
- | ] |
L_e/xé'al@ And we would move that this is to be . 'f

considered as part of the will- and as one

,p“rovision of disposing of some of the decedent's |-
|

property. . So I would move to admit it in to

\ evidence 7f1:.ll_l_y_ as exhibit number 4.

L

—
—— e

The Court: No objection?
Ms. Elmore: Are you asklng him or me?
The Court: I'm asklng hlm

Mr. Smlth Your Hono,r, ‘we object to

..'1&‘3‘.:_:'.'-;.:';;,".-.-_-»-;..:,-.‘.':.'..J-:.":.-'-«::-.:-_y: RS T e e R
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) Page 162 |
that.
The Court: You object?

Mr. Smith: Yes, sir.

The Court: Oon what basis?

Mr. Smith: On that was not 'a part of
the will itself, Your Honor, and it -—- had the-
will wan-—— had Mz, Mdore wanted that to be in the
will, we beliewve he would have had it in the will;

tThe Court: bkéy;“ | A ~.

Mw\m[ he Witness: _ _@?‘:{t my brother %

“h%g”rééd‘EB_é l five of USh
The Court' Hold on. -

Ms. Elmore: Your Honor, I object on
the basis that by this witiiess' testimony, the
handwriting on the front of the envelope that

-

contained the document is Mrs. Moore's handwriting

who was deceased as of 2010. If it iés found with

‘the will,-then presumably, ché decedenf himself

wos well aware of the document, knew,the contents,

had every opportunitv over a three-year period to

do a codicil, redo his will and do the things that

‘are necessary to formalize what his testamentary

desires were to satisfy the statute. So for those

reasons, I respectfully object. A
The Court: Do we have any testimony E

NEN MAasrrmd Damardt St~
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Weonamp Poe. 33,3015
Q Okay. And then -- and that's a ‘ %
different copy than the one that was with the
will? ‘ . =
A Right. ~
Mr. Campbell: Okay. I don't have any
further questions. Thank you.
Ms. Elmore: Briefly, Your Ho;or.

CROS Sy, EXAMINATION

By Ms. Elmore: ‘g

ﬁb[ What do you mean| it's s @ different copy?;

l

o . : . ,
73“”‘”"A Wwell, it -- it was photostat copied and '

i
e .

it glve to me by my mother gn the envelope and f
/;hey put the original w1th1the will and my - j
br ther, Qg :tg_ ;L,ga% Dennls toai 1t ou*hf%_ghgj
l£V31 \$ iQI, it was presented _g %ﬂe _guIILj

Q But when you say a different copy, you

%

mean, mirror exact images just two different
documents, but Feflecting the same e;;ct thing?

A Same thing.

Q- - Okay. ‘ _ _

A No one would present this to The Court._
I had to do it myself.

Q I understand.

The Court: All rigﬁt. Any further

questions?

Q&A Court Reporting
www.gacourtreporting.com -
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, .:From an evidénﬁmy,]and procedural standpoint, “[clourts may discern the testator’s intent

a4 . e -
as a matter of law by @mtf g_ﬂl‘g wntmggor may consider extrinsic evidence reggrdmg the

testator’s intent when/signing the papers’® The law loc\)‘lis to the&@!@&\:ni completeness of
AN AN A,
- e el g
the testamentary intent and scheme as expressed and gvidenced by the writings.
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Thomas G. Moore and Lester P. Moore purchased five acres of
land in Horrell Hill, SC out from Columbia, SC off of Highway 76. The
land was deeded in Thomas G. Moore and'Lester P. Moore’s name ar -
the Columbia Court House. It was purchased for the prgoge of
building a new church on it. - ’

Thomas G. Moore has three plaques that were awarded to him

ifrom Horrell Hill Baptist Church for his support and donations and

tithing in building of the church, plus his twenty-five years of
attending and supporting the church. He has continued paying his-
tithes up to the writing of his LAST WILL AND TESTATMNT ON
FEBRUARY 6, 1998. | S

If this church in Horrell Hill, SC is ever RENTED OR SOLD, |
ThomasG. Moore bequeaths his half INTEREST OR OWNERSHIP to

~ 80 to Thomas P. Moore. I have paid one half of the land afid-church

building 6n this land. 5

My oldest son, Thomas Paul Moore, is a licensed minister ad if he-
decided to or was asked to run or help pastor the church, AFTER Lester
P. Moore has DECEASED, I (Thomas G. Moore) would bequeath my
one-half interest to go to-Themas P. Moore (My*oldest son). If he does
not want to pastor at the church, I would bequeath my onehalf
interest or ownership in the church and land to Iy son Thomgas P.
Moore. if the church is ever rented of sold.



(T.G. Moorc s Cars Inc)
3308 E. Palmetto Street
Florence, SC 2950 6
(843) 669-6866 Office (843) 669-3237 Fax.
"Over 50 years in business!"

fMiriam McIver ‘
‘.Acconntlng*Serv1cesh

Dear Miriam,

You will find enclosed a topy of T. G.Moores Cars,
Inc. employees that has worked for my company in 2002-
names, addresses, and social security numbers.

also, you will find names, addresses, and social
security numbers of people that have done work for T.G.
Moores  Cars, Inc. in the:year of 2002 that I had to give
a*1099 form to.

Also, you will find people- that have done work for T.G.
Moores Cars, Inc.., d4id not make enoughsmoney to get a " )
1099 form. -Furaishing you their names and addresses. Some
of these people have moved out of State. Some. of them:
have gone out of bu31ness. Cannot  locate one or two of
them.

T.G.Moores Cars, Inc. is being dissolved with the_ _
Secreatry of State as of January 1, 2003. T.G. is closing: -
my business after 50 years in the business. I will not need.
no accountant after Dec. 31, 2002. I appreciate working
with your accounting serwices. Miriam, we get our statement
around the 10th of January. I will bring you. Figure our
Year end taxes- and dividends, if any, for T.G.Moores Cars, Inc..

My son, Dennis Moore, -says that he. is going to open up ..
a car business, January 2003. I told him, if he did, I would
recommend him using the Miriam McIver Accounting Services.

If he opens up his new bus1ness, he will be up there to . talk-
to you about it




State of

e R el
cipal South.Carolina.

FOR VALUE RECEIVED -the lmdemgned hereby jointly and severally promise to pay to the
order oQ 'I‘homa ' _

Loan to Dennls MOOES

back in-full by{Qstember 3’ ‘260 Z The money:was
and Moore's .Cars, LLC to ..buy and sel) rcaed: ‘and | lbp._ raT :
The money. was- loaned to Dennls ‘Moore from Thomas . and Earu.ne a. MsOLE
pnrsonal account. By Dennis Moore not having any collateralto put £or tt
loan or $450,000.00, Thomas and Barline Moore will have the right <o
foreclose this loan at any time or date. Thomas G. Moore, E=2x2ine B. Mot
and Dennis Moore have agreed upon and are pouna vy -vois loan for )
$450,000.00 until this loan has been paid back," 1n-fu1.|.. by Denn:s Moors
and Moore's ®ars, LLC. :
Aun paymem; suail we rirst applied to interest. and the balance to principal. This note may be
prepaid, at any time, in whole or in part, without penalty. All prepaymeats shall be applied in reverse order:
of maturity. . o

ThlS note shall at the option of any holder hereof be immediately due and payable upon the failure-
to make any payment due hereunder within days of its due date. -

In the event this note shall be in default, and placed with an attorney for collection. then- the
undersigned agree to pay all reasonable attomey fees and costs of collection. Payments not made within .
five (5) days of due date shall be subject to a late charge of - % of said payment. All [sayments o
hereunder shall be made to such address as may from time to time be dmlgnated by any holder Bereof -~ :

The undersigned and all other parties to this note, whether as endorsers guarantcm or suresies, -
agree 10 remain fully bound hereunder until this note shall be fully paid and waive demand, presentmient”
and protest and all notices thereto and further agree to remain bound. notwithstanding any extension,
renewal, modification, waiver, or otlier indulgence by any holder or upon the discharge or release of any
obligor hereunder or to this note, or upon the exchange, substitution, or release of any collateral-granted
as security for this note. No modification or indulgence by any holder hereof shall be binding unless in
writing; and any indulgence on any one occasion shall not be an indulgence for any other or future
occasion. Any modification or change of terms, hereunder granted by any holder hereof, shall be valid and
binding upon each of the undersigned, notwithstanding the acknowledgment of any of the undersigned.
and each of the undersigned does hereby irrevocably grant to each of the others a power of attorney 10
enter into any such modification on their behalf. The rights of any holder hereof shall be comulative and

~%not necessarily snccessive. This note shall take effect as a sealed instrument and shall be construed.
goveimed and enforced in accordance with the laws of the State first appearing at the head of this note. The
undersigned hereby execute this note as principals and not as sureties. :

© 1992-2001 Made E-Z Products, Inc, Rev. Wyni
This product does not constitute the rendering of legal advice or services. This product is intended for infermational use only @d is not a substitele for ezl
advm&mhws\my.mmlunamnmyon:lllegalmanas.mlspmdmwnsmtmlypmrnmd by a persan livensad mpm-melau in vour siate.

AFAK '
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by Thomas G, MmDenmsMoorehasbmgnmreceqﬁsﬁran
loamhelmspald.Recemfss:gmdbythelom- Thomas G. Moore, -




Miriam McIver dccouting Serviges:

> ;\' o S

Miriam, when we get Moores Cars LLC bank statement
for the month of January 2003, you will find T.B.Moore's
Cars, Inc. bank statement for the month of Janaary 2003.
You ‘will have to use both of these bank statements for
Moores Cars . L.L.C. accounting. C .

The purpose of using both bank statements.is that we -
had to use T.G.Moore's Cars. Federal I.D. number and State
I.D. number to make cur pay-roll tax deposits: each week
until the Crawford Law Firm give Moores Cars L.L.C. their
Federal I.D. number. We have all of that straight now.
The Federal gave Moores Cars;,; L.L.C. the same Federal I.D.
number that T.G.Moores Cars had.. -

Dennis M. MOores wants you to do his accounting for
Moores. Cars L.L.C. like you did for T.G.Moores Cars.
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about whose handwriting that letter's in? §
Ms. Elmore: It's typed, Your Honor. %

The Court: It's typed? §

Ms. Elmore: And it's not signed and g

it's not da&ed;v g
The Court: ' Okay. %

Ms. Elmore: The only testimony in the %

record that was contained in an envelope that §
the -- §
The Court: All right. 1I'm going to -- %

I am going tb withhold a ruiing on this point and %
T will»let Counsel submit their memorandums of, law §
as to why or why not that should be admitted. §
EMr Campbell Real qulck Your_ honor, §

thg& if E_@gy juéE”EB”E§€§:££éJEéES£d clear;_ggi;gy %
’don_t _have aneghe_BéEEU—J %
By Mr. Campbelld
@tﬁ_w“é_re you_also given ?_?f] i

this by your parents?/ - g
TRowed [A _ Yeah, uh-huh/ . §
[0 When Wésrtﬁéi§7 é
‘F$gwu4[:~——_ih_éafinZOOOJ %
[0 okay. "§9_5ﬂﬂ£5£ér of yearg(ggggi;) ;
either of them. 1 died, corre§t°/Tka“?k“fj?'Bngw' %
Tsewsd (A _Rioht, uh-huh.]

Q&A;Court Reporting
WWw.gacourtreporting.com
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nggg 58
Moore, was very generous in providing that
assistance, but it was never a gift. He expected

to be péid back, didn't he?

A Yeah, uh-huh.

Q He expected you to work like he did.

A Right.

Q And any -- he would help you out of a
bond —-- out -- out of a bind, but he wasn't a

giver.

A No, huh-uh. | F
T T T e e v T

~Q In fact, did notice inihis wil )

| € AT e ot CEERTEE
(that he ’ there was gonna be(no giftin‘é;'out of

f
Vele f
s f |

e o i R

' 0 Okay. No locan was ﬁaken out on his

property while it's belng ]_oroba"ted'>

!

ff

VTWMJ A &éwas to get & J;
f
]

|

8m®re than“ !
) !
’was to be E\reated equallfi? :

— Ly | n §
I;gqu[;é"'jﬁiiﬁﬁ;: ! ?

e ) S

e —

Ms. Elmore: That's all that I have

Thank you, Your Honor.
The Court: Anything else, Counsel?
Mr. Moore, you may have a seat. Is that all the

testimony we're gonna have with regard to the safe

Q&A Court Reporting
Www.gacourtreporting.com
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writing that was inside the envelope?

1¥VBE9"A That after his -- after hlS deceased

i

[Page 161

/

[
B

;that he would -- would want the church transferredf

- 7
his elder in the son,--:l,hwho was the assistant

o

o

pastor of that church for‘so'many years to watch

church was to ever be sold or either rented, you

know, and that -- and that's¥the necessity of

—— to have the care of the church and  1f the

=

i
=
Y

Y

{rex1sted

N

»Would, move to fully admit this document as a

Mr. Campbell: Okay. Your honor, I

-

poiﬁion of the will under the doctrine of

integration {that it being'Lccated with the will as

presumed to have been present at the tfme~ef

execution. And we would move that this is to be

considered as part of the will- and as one

o

provision of disposing of some of the decedent's

property. So I would move to admit it in to

evidence fﬁlly as exhibit number 4.

The Court:
Ms. Elmore:
The Court:

Mr. Smith:

No objection?
Are you asking him or me-?
I'm asking him.

Your Honor, we object to

I 03 05 T § L T TR T o e

Q&A Court Reporting
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Q Okay. And you said that there were
typically 25 pieces of jewelry or more --

A Yeah, uh-huh.

o e et LasEinsy char Youieas

TRow A Well, she would take —-i1

e

FoeX Jore 2o g8on swesde 29 s goffo e
Q Okay.

Teowss It was -- it was kind of hard, you
W

know, for describing, you know, how she felt

whenever she -- she'd set each piece of jewelry

Vv =z

;,__,__M_\,,%_yg Vs fuds_ e Ne N
'was about (30 days before"__sheﬂ

0 Now, Thomas, you also understand and
agree that there has been at least one other
individual that has been staying —-- that had
stayed in the home with your father some.

A Right, uh-huh.

Q And sd you also —-- would you agree that
it's -— it's possible even if that Jjewelry wasn't
in there at the time of your father's death that
that doesn't necessarily mean Dennis did something
with that jewelry? Would you agree to that?

A How would the -- the lock was broken .on

it whenever whoever found it, you know. I --

Moo~y =~ Poe. AR, OIS [Page 53|

O W g ogasd) M.“ . 20(0. o PP

Q&A Court Reporting
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LINDA KAYE MOORE /
YFLORENCE sc__ . i

Lmda Kaye b Moore 66 of Florence SC passed away on Wedﬁesday, F ebruary 27*2—01\_97 at
McLeod Hospice | House surrounded by her family.

(M. Moore was born a daughter of the late Earline Broach Moare and Thomas G. Moore..
In addition to her parents, she is preceded in death by sister, Christine Matthews.

Ms. Moore is survived by her sons, Chad Owens (Tiffany), Brad Owens, and Justin Owens
(Delina); four grandchildren; one great-grandchild; brothers, Thomas Paul Moore (Barbara),
Phillip Moore, and. Dennis Moore (Crystal); sister, Francine Lawhon; and six nieces and six
nephews who loved and cared for her.

Funeral services will be held at 2:00 PM on Friday, March 1, 2019, at the Stoudenmire-Dowling
Funeral Home Chapel. Burial will follow at Mount Hope Cemetery.

Family will receive friends from 6:00 PM — 8:00 PM on Thursday at the funeral home.

Memorials may be made to McLeod Hospice, P. O. Box 100551, Florence, SC 29502 or to the
Alzheimer's Association, 140 Stoneridge Drive, Ste 210, Columbia, SC 29210

Please sign the tribute wall for the family at.www stoudenmiredowling.com.
P e DD &—_h\_:_ SR eP Wy S o cw&[ (»M\Wr? P, Whooee] Fod
FragX gon porsadi LN TEER _%mwmf B A SO ASANTEND
‘d{:i\/\&ew R’@M Mfmw»wv 0 ovnd o ARen poX o}
o Lo S SsSon ety Ra o Da dan Droy- Ran pons tx%
Wea poed gah SN OND = s e T %-u&\»%-' K U&m

WH FEID Wi Ll BE Vet = fagaiss IO

ol
¢




__i\PWFW\*Mw-&}ML*MM
3y DR [~ ’1~H7MW.M,
MM&[WWTWMM

| e LKL o RIS WD Tl o o
[&m MTWJ? WMMMMM
ME—’JM@Q MW“TMWM
Ao e L\—Hwéw-@—o—'r b\-o-%’m“l-\—o,pw 00 e
MM[—‘-** -wa&n-
W MM MM‘?AM \ALa,M»&&?,
I\fg ,&g.@/ﬁw\,(rw, }AMWL WMM»KWM
%%@QM% "Wa e i ogpsid)
Faad Re o WMWKMM

MKWMW&N%MMW
o XY ool L wiBasas) wilhasarg) Jurlop T Fodkey o Jon
DeRemen, OR6o7 v ure et 33sb Todas X twmwohe Ho/
; PMW.

—————

Vsl




‘ STA:TE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE PROBATE COURT
)
COUNTY OF - LV REeMET ) e ,
) .| STATEMENT OF CREDITOR’S CLAIM _
INTHE MATTER OF: ) case NUMBER:Q Py |
(Decedeny_LLMDA_KAYE MOPRE_]) WBER: o<b B £S5 Qv 2 g4

Decedent's Date of Death (f known)y: ' < 47~ 1]
Decedent's Last Mailing Address: SGH  {+D), F TERRACE KIVD. APT.
1

Creditor. | | 7 /7OMIFHS P mop)ll= \
Address: | | 2D/ IpMHITE. PALMCT.
L eRENVCe. ST 2GS0l
Telephone: | Iut=.. 2oy 16 U !
B e o A G, )-S5 R A s
Original Creditor:

Address

(if different from above)

- Claim Amount Due:
Account Number: | B,

QOther Reference Number: —t 5=
Basis of claim (Ex: Contract, | SEnVi<es RewPerReD! [T WYL Fives 7o Rfhwe CLATM REAIN

Services Rendered for gug PRRENTS CSTATE Tl PRYBATRI Ave Sricais PRD LesSsex, EME

decedent, etc): ? Y% HEIRS piic Adcieve S SHRRES ohesv A PREGLS Are B,

Er?pg'ekgb%'”‘a FOUR Helrs Should PEY FOugL PBRYS b, A11DRIVEY

Date claim will become due | UV KN PWwY A/ T Lk APPERES PROY €SSES ARe ZiavisHen
(fnotalready due) | i3 TTSRWEY 2 PichAty, C &fm PEZLL) :

Nature of uncertainty | —-— — — -~~~ """ T 7 T

as to the claim, if any

(i.e. contingent claim,

amount of claim, due date):

Description of security

as to the claim, if any

(Ex: Collateral for the debt)

B B TN T

Signature: %.'1 E\,@, Y- -%w—-»__ %3\, ?n_w«»\___ "
Printed Name: i ShRoUes P nboRE.
Title: | edfoifi-=F :
Date: . 2p— ) |7
\’yf ¥ 2 r7v-

N

INSTRUCTIONS: Claims MUST be filed with the Probate Court of the county in which the Decedent’s Estate is under

administration and may be delivered or mailed to the fiduciary appointed to administer the Estate
(see SCPC 62-3-803, 62-3-804, and 62-3-806). :

No claim against a Decedent’s estate may be presented or legal action commenced againsté
Decedent’s Estate prior to the appointment of a Personal Representative fo administer the Decedent's
Estate (except see SCPC 62-3-804(1)(b)).

Satisfaction or withdrawal of claim (FORM 325) MUST be filed once claim is resolved.

FORM #371FS (1/20148)
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Vo H-10-19

The South Carolina Court of Appeals

In the Matter of the Estate of Thomas G. Moore:
Michael Dennis Moore, Appellant,
V.

Thomas Paul Moore, Francine Laura Lawhon, Linda
Kaye Moore, and Phillip Frederick Moore, Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2018-001144

s

Moore SICTOSSE appeal and a separate motion to Lstnke Linda Kaye Moore and ,,J
Francme Laura Lawhon'S’cress=appeal’ Because Phﬂhp Frederick Moore Linda
Kaye Moore, and Francine Laura Lawhon did not timely serve or file a notice of
appeal or a cross-appeal, we construe the motions as requests/to stiiké Phillip }
fFredenck Moore Respondent's brief, and Linda Kaye Moore and Francine Laur@_]
] Layvhon s Respondents!bricf ;-

After careful consideration, the mations/are grantelelthough Phillip Frederick
Moore's and Linda Kaye Moore and Francine Laura Lawhon's briefs are captioned
as Respondents' briefs, they are aligned with Appellant's brief to the extent that
they seek reversal of the lower courts' findings regarding the doctrine of
tegration. ‘Because the briefs are not adverse to Appellant's brief, their briefs are
not proper Respondents' briefs pursuant to the South Carolina Appellate Court
Rules. See Rule 202(a), SCACR ("The party appealing shall be known as the .

appellant and the adverse party as the respondent.").

e e e e —— e T Ty

’fM(TSk\)Qas———\J

FOR THE COURT




The South Carolina Court of ppeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
’ 1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

4 FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sccourts.org
ey
May 22, 2019/
bl

~J

M James Ross Snell, Jr-, Esquire;
123 Harmon Street |
Lexington SC 29072 e

e e e T — T

Nio

B P S ——

[I\E Vicki D Koutsogiannis, Esquire“"}'

123 Harmon Street N
Lexington SC,29O72%_H“_____”,\/
Re: In the Matter of the Estate of: Thomas G. Moore b

Appellate Case No. 2018-001144

Déar Counsel:

We received your/motion for extension of time 10 serve and file the }Egphgg,d_éntlsw
final brief as well as the respondent's final brief of Phillip Frederick Moore. As per f

Ithis Court's order dated April.10,2019; the'respondent's.inffial brief of Phillip
Frederick Moore was:stricken by this Courtsand will not be considered on the:’
docket:{Theretore, this-f-'@bultﬁ@nwpyfﬁé?éé—ﬁoméﬁﬁgwlgtgﬁ -'
Phillip Frederick Moore/Please contact this Court within ten (10) days from the
date of this letter if you wish to make arrangements to retrieve the original and
bound copies of the respondent's/final brief of Phillip Frederick Moore. This Court]
will dispose of the original and bound copies of the respondent's final brief of
@Qip_lf rederick Moore jif no-arrangements-are-made-within fen (10) days froft the

date of this letter.




CC:

Very truly yours,

v0&2a04a47ﬁgp@§§—

CLERK

Norwood David DuRant, Jr., Esquire
C. Pierce Campbell, Esquire
Francine Laura Lawhon

Linda Kaye Moore

Phillip Frederick Moore
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The South Carslina Court of Appeals -
In the Matter of the Estate of Thomas G. Moore: |

blﬁchaelDe:misMoore’ Appellant,
Thomas Paul Moere, Francine Laura Lawhon, Linde ~
Kaye Moore, and Phillip Frederick Moore, R

esponaents.

ADP ( Lase No. 2018‘001 144
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