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Dennis Moore
2129 Kristen’s Channel
Florence, SC 29501

- The South Carolina Court of Appeals
In the Matter of the Estate of Thomas Gaddy Moore
Case No. 2018-001144

| am writing this letter to The South Carolina Court of
Appeals. | am the son and personal representative of my father,
Thomas Gaddy Moore’s, estate. | hope and pray that The South
Carolina Court of Appeals would please read this letter and take
into consideration all that happened during my father’s estate.
This has been going on now for 7 years, and no one wants to
talk about what happened to me, Dennis Moore, during the 3
years in probate. | have been to court a few times in my
lifetime but I've never been to court in 59 years where | had to
go up against a judge and an attorney that were from the same
law firm. There was no way that | could have won this case
with all of the odds that | had against me. You know this judge
was not going to rule against his partner. Not when they used
to practice law together in the same law firm of Turner Padgett.
Also, they were both shareholders in the same law firm. Both of
them knew better to do what they did. This is why | am asking
the courts to please take this into consideration for suspension
or disbarment of Probate Judge J. Munford Scott Jr. and his
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“partner, the opposing attorney Cal Pierce Campbell for the
actions that were taken and the rules and laws that they broke
in South Carolina. The both are aware of the codes they have to
go by. Now this judge is no longer a judge anymore. This judge
is practicing law again with another law firm today. They both
should have their licenses suspended or revoked for practicing
law. They both knew better because they have been practicing
law long enough. They both broke so many rules and laws
during my father’s estate and | hope and pray that the courts
will punish them and not give them a free pass. What we know
is that if a judge or an attorney declines recusal even though
they are aware that proper grounds exist, then there can be
significant repercussions. There should be punishment for both
of them for not recusing themselves when there were grounds
to do so. They both knew they were from the same law firm
and both shareholders in that law firm, yet they thought they
could pull this on me and nothing would ever be said about it or
nothing would be done to them because they were a judge and
an attorney. No one should be above the law. This is the reason
we have rules and laws to go by. If you let them off with this
then they will do it to someone else. They both had a personal
connection with one another and they both had financial
interests together. Now because of their dirty dealing with one
another and the actions that they took, | have suffered. It cost
me thousands of dollars. That should have never happened to
me from the beginning and they both knew better. Why do you
think the opposing attorney, Mr. Cal Pierce Campbell, called my
attorney David Smith and wanted to cut a deal after the fact?
Mr. Campbell found out that | was going to appeal the probate
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judge’s decision then that is when he wanted to make a deal.
He told my attorney David Smith to call his client, Dennis
Moore, and tell him that he would be willing to drop all charges
if | was willing to give his client, Thomas Paul Moore, my part of
the estate. What Mr. Campbell is saying is that he is willing to
give up $699,388.00 that the judge put on me for $100,000 my
father wanted me to have, right? | told my attorney, David
Smith, to tell Mr. Campbell no thank you-I will see you in court
again. Right there this tells me that the opposing attorney
doesn’t even believe himself the way that the judge ruled
because if everything in that order the judge wrote were true,
you can believe one thing and that is that Mr. Campbell would
have never made me this offer. The probate judge, J. Munford
Scott, and his partner, the opposing attorney, Mr. Cal Pierce
Campbell, knew that everything they did and said was based on
hearsay. Even my brothers and sisters don’t have legal
documents from our father stating that Dennis Moore owes the
estate one dime. It was not in my father’s Will and they have no
legal documents nor any promissory notes. How can you charge
someone for something when you don’t have anything legal?
Everything they said that | owe came from them and not my
father, Thomas Gaddy Moore. There were 4 or 5 other law
firms that were involved in this case and no one could come up
with anything. | would like to ask the courts for some reason,
why did Mr. Campbell have all the answers? Now you figure
that out. | don’t understand how our courts in South Carolina
would allow this to happen to someone and no prosecute them
or punish them for their actions. If my father, Thomas Gaddy
Moore, passed away in December of 2013 and he is not living
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today then how can you charge someone for something when
he isn’t here to speak up and tell the truth about everything?
Again, if this judge or the attorney or my brothers and sister
have anything legal from my father stating their case then
please tell them to show the courts and myself. | would love to
see it also. | did say something LEGAL from my father, stating
their case.

| wrote a few lines about what had happened and took place
during my father’s estate. Please read.

Signed,
Dennis Moore
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Here are the reasons that | believe the judge and attorney
should be disbarred or suspended because of the rules and
laws that were broken. This judge and attorney had a duty of
fairness when imparting justice as they both presided over this
case.

1- We all know this probate judge, J. Munford Scott Jr., and
the opposing attorney, Cal Pierce Campbell were both
from the same law firm.

2- We also know the judge and attorney were shareholders
in the same law firm of Turner Padgett. That is a fact.

3- We know this case involved a conflict of interest because
they were partners and had a personal connection. They
both also had financial interests in the result of the case.

4- What | don’t understand is why this judge did not step
down from presiding over this particular case and the
same goes for the opposing attorney. | want to know if
there are any federal or state laws in South Carolina that
hold this judge and attorney accountable for not recusing
themselves in my father’s estate. This was nothing but a
scam and a fraud between the two. We all know it and
something needs to be done about it.

5- There was also a bribe in this case when the opposing
attorney, Mr. Cal Pierce Campbell made me the offer and
said to my attorney David Smith to tell Dennis Moore |
would drop all charges against him if he would-be willing
to let my client Thomas Paul Moore have his part in the
estate. Now if that is not trying to bribe someone then
what would you call it? What Mr. Campbell is telling me

FageC



the order that my partner put on you | would be willing to
drop it if you would give my client your money. He wanted
me to give up my part of the estate that my father wanted
me to have and just give it to him and his client Thomas
Paul Moore. So Mr. Campbell is holding this order over me
for my money.

6- You can read this order from this Probate Judge J.
Munford Scott Jr. that he put on Dennis Moore and tell me
whether he was biased, prejudice, and unfair. Everything
that his partner the opposing attorney Mr. Campbell asked
for, he got it. There was not one thing that he ruled in my
favor. My attorney David Smith told me that we were
blindsided in court. Also, Dennis Moore’s appellant
attorney, David Durant, who has been practicing law for 37
years, looked at me when he read the judge’s order and
said Dennis you know you were ambushed in court by the
good ole boys. | don’t know about the good ole boys, but |
do know they were partners and shareholders. Not only
did this judge rule in his favor with everything his partner
asked for, but he also cut my personal representative
commission from five percent of the estate to $50 from
the request of his partner, Mr. Campbell. The attorney for
my father’s estate, Mr. Porter Stewart, told me that it was
a law that the personal representative of an estate get 5%
unless they catch you in some kind of wrong doing of some
sort of fraud. That is why I said this judge was biased,
prejudice, and unfair.

7- Another reason | believe this judge broke the law is
because this judge J. Munford Scott Jr. should have never
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allowed Phillip Moore Sr. to go into his chambers and talk
to him one on one without an attorney present. | sent The
South Carolina Court of Appeals the letter where Phillip
Moore Sr. wrote to Dennis Moore and stated that he went
and talked to Judge Scott personally about this case. Phillip
Moore said in his letter that Judge Scott agreed to meet
with him. Whatever Phillip Moore told Judge Scott in their
meeting in his chambers he said that Judge Scott agreed
with him. Now, may | ask the SC Court of Appeals if that is
legal for someone to do that without an attorney present?
Is that they way that our courts are set up in South
Carolina today?

8- This judge has broken so many rules and laws once again.
This probate judge should have never allowed Phillip
Moore Sr. to bring in a trash bag of new evidence on the
final day of his ruling when | nor my attorney David Smith
never had a chance to see what was in the bag and never
had a chance to defend myself because this was the final
day of his ruling. Phillip Moore Sr. own attorney told him
that the judge was not going to listen to him because it
was the last day, but he did. Now again is that legal?

9- | thought when someone send a letter or some sort of
documents to the court and they filed it through the
courts that every party was supposed to get a copy? Well |
know for a fact that in my father’s estate case there were
tons of letters that were sent to Judge Scott by Phillip
Moore Sr. and Thomas Paul Moore. | never got a copy of
any of them from the court. | would love for you to read
the letters where Phillip Moore Sr. was asking Judge Scott
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for his advice and also telling Judge Scott to please review
all the evidence BEFORE the ruling. Then he also said that
he took it upon himself to him the files to Judge Scott with
his letters. |, as the personal representative of my father’s
estate, never got the letters or files that he wrote to Judge
Scott that they were also partners.

10- The opposing attorney Mr. Cal Pierce Campbell lied to
the courts. He said in his brief to the SC Court of Appeals
that there was nothing unfair about this case. So Mr.
Campbell doesn’t think that everything that happened to
Dennis Moore during the time we were in court was
unfair? If you would please read the above paragraphs
starting with 1 and continuing through 8 and you tell me
that was not a dirty deal the way they treated me in court
with my father’s estate. All the dirty dealings they had and
then the judge made Dennis Moore pay for his partner’s
attorney’s fees. There is no way that | could have won this
case because they were partners and they had a personal
connection not to mention they were both shareholders.

11- If this probate judge or the opposing attorney Mr.
Campbell are any of my so called brothers or sisters have
any legal documents from our father stating that Dennis
Moore owes the estate money then please show them to
me. | did say LEGAL documents. I’'m talking about a legal
document or a promissory note from my father stating
that | owe the estate one dime. | know for a fact my so
called brothers and sister don’t have any kind of letters
from my father or other legal documents. Everything they
have is hearsay. The reason that | said they don’t have any
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legal documents is because they had not talked to our
father in years before his passing. Our father would have
never given them any legal documents against Dennis
Moore. They were never around him until he passed away.
Now they are all coming around to see how much money
they can get. They have tried this before, Thomas Paul and
Francine Moore. When our father was living they took him
to court and they both used the same attorney. It did not
work then and it is not going to work now. Everything they
submitted to this probate judge was nothing but hearsay.
If they have a legal promissory note or a legal document
from my father please tell them to come forward and
show it to the courts and me. My father nor | ever signed
any legal documents stating that | owe him money.

12- | hope and pray that the SC Court of Appeals will read
this letter that | am sending to you to tell this story about
what happened to me during my father’s probate court
estate. | hope that you will award the five percent back to
me that the law requires and not the S50. Also, | hope and
pray that | can get my attorney’s fees back out of the
estate because this was concerning the estate itself. There
were so many rules and laws broken by this judge and they
both should be suspended or disbarred.
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September 30, 2016

~ ""Thave enclosed a copy of a letter from June 29, 2016 that I received from Ms. Elmore.
The fact that we were near the closing of this Probate, I was surprised and very

" disappointed to receive the letter. I believe it all stems from the time I asked Ms. Elmore
to respond,to the issues Mr. Smith sent to_you..I-had waited several days and Ms. Elmore
did not reply. It was then that I took it upon myself to send. you the files. Without reason,
Ms. Elmore placed miein a position to finish this Probate as Pro-SE. As her client, I have
paid Ms. Elmore to bring forth the truth and not turn her back on me at this point. Ms.
Elmore demanded to be released, so I signed the consent form.

s gD P

o .',»Phillip F. Moore Sr.
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TG Moore Probate
Fige@

7 e Scbty ! | |
* - Bleaseateviewigthis .evidencesbeforeeyounmling onwthesProbate.- I-'met with Ms.
Elmore on February~10, 2016 and she stated that I would Tave to appeal 4fter your ruling.
I do not wish to make an appeal. My plea is to bring this evidence to your attention
because it contains essential information about particular issues in this case. Thank you in
advance for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

P R Ao~ %w
Phi

1lip F. Moore Sr.
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~S. Porter Stewart, II, Esquire .
October 10, 2014
Page 2 . o
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/,:—”V The next issue is how to deal with the church property in Richland County. I assume: the

" estate will issue a Deed-of Distribution of the.decedent’s-dnterest to the five children equally. If

( any other plans for this property- are'contemplated; please let meknow. | ) i
- ™ The final item of concern is your client’s stated position that he will seek to obtain the
additional 1/6 distribution of the estate assets. I have expressed our disagreement with this
request based on the facts surrounding the care of Mr. Moore. We can certainly deal with our
objections whenever a proposal for distribution is submitted; however, I wanted to note clearly

now that we do object to such a plan and will request a hearing on the same if requested.

Please confirm your receipt of this letter and the stéps your client is taking in this regard.
I look forward to hearing from you soon.

.-

hY

-

Yours very truly,

e
,

CPC:kte.

cc: Mzr. Thomas P. Moore
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' -’However, none of the parties submxtted Requests for the

L4

Productlon of Documents to the others. Appellant's failure to do 80 and then face surprlse

,_-v—v--.v*- - AT e— ~-J

Appellant simply took a risk and then did not like the outcome when the risk failed to

pay off. Exclusion of evidence through Rule 403, SCRE is not for this purpose.



o,
—i"—‘—-e_'i

517“/7% @ﬂm/ﬂbe// Satd In his BrieF 7o
7776 Soutt Caroling (oart dfﬂ//fﬁ/f Fhat”
7%6/”6 »Wﬂb’, /VMLA//?? LMF%//“ ﬂfea/"/’fﬁ/, ,

Prd he Said T1he prpellant Whieh Is
L pennis /7€ S’/Mf//u Fro K a risK and
Hhen Aid nt llke Hhe out €€ When the
risK fﬂ/’/@/ 70 7ac

ﬁmy yod walk fnto

Vou Where golng +o
}/M Hnow /ﬂ(/‘ fﬂﬁf%
qgants youo = Watiee I /mrﬁr/ef &

' “a / SN ///c( never

7%6 fﬂf?% Z‘)ﬂ/d//(/?ﬂ fdarf OF ﬁ‘/ﬁ/

/776/17%/7 e +he Coarts Hhat ﬂdf/v olF val/
A Bt where. S, qrg/?a ders,

practte [aw Sogether A
t=m 2 Vonrc Vid /ngg/" 713)/&( /Vﬂ ON€., ﬁh/é{}‘/é‘qf’

pas not gwh/ 70 rufe






|'_ obGia ™

oooz8

09598

fedex.com 1800GoFedEx 1800.463.3339

Fedbsx.

Express

Porkage
LS Arbill

102 ?854 1043

1 Fom Q ExpressPackage SErvice  “meamcass’ r-mm-pmsam
i Pty ot
fan . ity
. L K
m- 'l.‘..'“u‘l\ “/‘ S e ‘e 34324530893 - ijjreaznr-unmmm [ fesEa ey
) i s Dot Doy # it . B
comuny_PALMETTO CARS OF FLORENCE LLC O et | (e
= peed)
ot 2222 W BALNMETTO ST (3 fedeSngrgQromiga ] fadExEirs Sovn
= : i

o FLORENCE

Suta

SC

7"

p 295014047 5 Feckaping itz

2 Yourintesnal Billing Relerence

3T

[ foctxtmione” Oreecens  OFE 3 Bt [Jove
6 Special Handl g o -
W AR

D NoSguurefeqisod o D-ecls-qm-om D.-—.ﬂ:_:,...n

Toes tis thipmast conain dangerous gosds?

et

i
ﬁ o O i O Bmem O B ——

ot Fodin A . e Crodn Coud . et ———

8102 7854 1043

° 23.’2?"13%82{}'\5"@ Tl Wit o ¥ X ‘,
SC COUR oprpg,{;- —

pemanon

R v

Flociprers Dn-nr-w Dnmcud CasiCeck
q

O

3o

SECCES0081 ¥39I0081 WOTXSP3Y




