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1 MR. REDDING:  Judge --

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- for example --

3 MR. REDDING:  -- to hurry -- to hurry it along, he’s

4 got the exhibit up there.  He could -- if he wants to, he

5 can submit a list of cites.  We’re going to do the same

6 thing, after the fact.  You don’t have to read it to her

7 and have her read it over.  You already have the evidence,

8 it’s just repetitive.

9 MR. TRUSLOW:  I don’t -- it’s -- it’s there for the

10 Court to read.

11 MR. REDDING:  We agree.

12 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.

13 MR. TRUSLOW:  But I was trying to make it more

14 convenient.  I can move on.  It’s the first deposition,

15 it’s the second -- I included what was pertinent to the

16 issues.  And I can give you pages if it’ll make it easier

17 or I can --

18 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  Just give me pages.

19 MR. TRUSLOW:  All right.  On the first of George’s

20 depositions it starts at page twenty (20) through twenty

21 eight (28).

22 THE COURT:  All right.

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  Seventy four (74) and seventy five (75).

24 THE COURT:  Yeah.

25 MR. TRUSLOW:  Seventy seven (77), one thirty (130),

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0694



156

1 one thirty two (132).  

2 THE COURT:  All right.

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  These are specific relating to that

4 issue.

5 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

6 MR. TRUSLOW:  In the second deposition of George,

7 pages sixteen (16), eighteen (18), twenty five (25), forty

8 six (46), forty seven (47), seventy (70) through eighty

9 five (85).

10 THE COURT:  And I have both depositions up here?

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.  You have the pertinent

12 portions.

13 THE COURT:  Thank you.

14 MR. TRUSLOW:  And it’s -- there’s more, but those are

15 specific to the questions.

16 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

17

18 MR. TRUSLOW (resuming:

19 Q Regarding your attempts to gather information so you

20 could define with more specificity what you were

21 looking on.  You asked for items specificity first,

22 then you served subpoenas, and requests to produce,

23 and they weren’t produced?

24 A I served subpoenas.  I don’t recall if I served

25 requests to produce.
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1 Q Okay.  Well, I can go back to 2014.  It was actually

2 in Probate Court --

3 A Oh.

4 Q -- got removed to Circuit Court.

5 A Back then I did, yes.

6 Q All right.  Now, you’re trying to get more -- you’re

7 being asked by Mr. -- I mean, excuse me, Mr. Redding

8 about getting specificity.  And I’m looking at Exhibit

9 2.  Here’s -- here you are in 2013 and you’re writing

10 to their counsel and one firm is representing

11 everybody, but you’re asking, (as read), “What -- what

12 happened to the watch, the silver dollars;” is that

13 correct?  Did I read that correct?

14 A That was October.  That was the week before I filed

15 the inventory.  October 17, 2013.

16 Q And you -- then on the 17th you asked for the -- (as

17 read), “A list of pistols and provide information

18 regarding make, model, and such.”  Were they willing

19 to do that?

20 A No.

21 Q Did they indicate -- when the question was about the

22 watch, did they indicate that the Rolex was given to

23 George’s son?

24 A That’s one story I’ve heard, yes.

25 Q And George said that was in 2011.  That was after Pop
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1 died?

2 A Correct.

3 Q There are a couple of pistols -- and I’m reading what

4 their agent said, their attorney said, (as read),

5 “George has the pistols.  He has those.”

6 A I remember that.

7 Q He -- he said, (as read), “The silver dollars were

8 given to Diane as a thank you.”

9 A I didn’t remember that.

10 Q All right.  But it’s here, this is what their attorney

11 wrote.

12 A Okay.

13 Q And did you -- and I’m going to ask you about it in a

14 second.  Were they willing to describe what they had?

15 A No.

16 Q How could you do more to describe them when they

17 wouldn’t even cooperate and tell you what they had,

18 wouldn’t give you a photograph, wouldn’t describe

19 anything?

20 A I had to go to secondary sources.

21 Q Okay.  Would they even give you the money that they

22 held in trust and you were the trustee, successor

23 trustee?  Were they withholding it and then -- and

24 they admit that they’re doing it?

25

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0697



159

1 MR. REDDING:  Objection.  That has nothing to do with

2 this hearing.

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  All right.

4 THE COURT:  Overruled.

5 WITNESS DESA BALLARD:  There was -- when I became the

6 successor trustee there was three thousand nine hundred

7 dollars ($3,900.00) in change left in the trust.  And I

8 tried to get that money.  And Mr. Bridgman told me he had

9 the check in his hands and then after I filed the inventory

10 he said he was not going to turn it over to me.  It took me

11 several years, but when Mr. Redding got involved, Mr.

12 Redding authorized the bank -- I don’t remember which bank

13 it was -- to release the funds to me.

14

15 MR. TRUSLOW (resuming):

16 Q Okay.

17 A But that was several years later.

18 Q When -- and I’m looking at November of 2013.  When you

19 asked for this information did they say you were

20 unethical for seeking the information?  And they filed

21 a petition to have you removed, which were --

22 A They filed --

23 Q -- rejected by the Court, by the way.

24 A -- several petitions to have me removed in several

25 courts.
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1 Q I’m looking at another one from Charlie Bridgman.  It

2 says, quote, (as read), “Doug asked me to provide you

3 an update on the pistols.  I’ve had an opportunity to

4 discuss it with my clients, wanted to -- to clarify,

5 only two (2) of the pistols for which you’re seeking

6 information were Pop’s.”

7 A I remember that.

8 Q Pop had another one, a chrome plated forty five (45).

9 A That -- that’s where I got that.

10 Q (As read), “It remains our position” -- if I quoted

11 this correctly, this is what their agent says, (as

12 read), “It remains our position that the remaining two

13 (2) pistols were given to Diane during Pop’s lifetime

14 and my client will maintain them.”  Were they willing

15 to let you see them?

16 A No, they didn’t ever let me see anything.

17 Q Did you ask for photographs?  Here you are in

18 November, for example, right after that, (as read),

19 “Provide us with photographs, serial numbers” -- much

20 less production -- “and how you got them and the

21 history of -- and a timeline.”  Were they willing to -

22 - to do this?

23 A No.

24 Q What more could you do?  You -- you ask them.  You

25 issued subpoenas, they ignore them.  You file motions
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1 to compel, their lawyer says he’s not going to give

2 them to you.  How can you describe them if they won’t

3 let you ever see them?  This is in 2013 and then we --

4 Judge -- Judge Gibbons issues an order in 2017.

5 A Correct.

6 Q Okay.

7 A I -- and I just -- I did additional research after I

8 realized what was going on.

9 Q All right.  There’s a dispute about guns.  Is -- am I

10 reading this correctly?  Here’s Mr. Bridgman on

11 November 15, 2013.  (As read), “The guns -- the same

12 for the guns.  They’re in the safe.”

13 A That -- I -- yeah, that sounds correct.

14 Q Did they ever let you see them?

15 A Never.

16 Q All right.  Did you ask again -- again for the make,

17 model, and serial number on those items that they

18 have?  Even if they wouldn’t let you see them, just

19 photograph them, give you the make, model, and serial

20 number.  Were they willing to do it?

21 A No.

22 Q And in conjunction with this -- this is on a different

23 subject.  Did you find out that Diane and George had

24 stolen four hundred and sixteen thousand --

25
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1 MR. REDDING:  Objection.

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- dollars ($416,000.00) --

3 MR. REDDING:  Objection.

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- in the trust?

5 THE COURT:  Overruled.

6 MR. REDDING:  Well, Your Honor, just real quick. 

7 THE COURT:  Well, hang on.

8 MR. REDDING:  That’s what -- 

9 THE COURT:  Overrule the objection, but just for her

10 to answer the question.  I’m familiar with the District

11 Court’s order --

12 MR. REDDING:  Okay.

13 THE COURT:  -- on that.  Yes, sir.

14 MR. TRUSLOW:  All right.  If I could --

15 THE COURT:  Is that -- was that the basis of --

16 MR. REDDING:  Yeah.  I mean, we --

17 THE COURT:  -- your objection?

18 MR. REDDING:  -- tried that case.

19 THE COURT:  The characterization of stole.

20 MR. REDDING:  Yeah.  And then --

21 THE COURT:  I understand.

22 MR. REDDING:  -- the case is tried, so --

23 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

24

25 MR. TRUSLOW (resuming):
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1 Q All right.  Next, I’m -- I’m going forward to January. 

2 Tell me if I’m reading this correctly.  And George has

3 an attorney and he’s under -- there’s an order here. 

4 There’s a no contact order from him contacting me, my

5 -- my son that was on active duty, I believe, my wife. 

6 Did George write this letter?  (As read), “If you keep

7 any information” -- it says, (as read), “I told you

8 before, stop wasting” -- and this is in caps -- “stop

9 wasting my money on your stupid need to know.”  And he

10 admits that they -- that there is a Rolex that Chris

11 has.  Is that -- did I read it correctly?

12 A Yeah, but I’m trying to remember if I was copied on

13 it.  This was from George Combis directly to you and

14 you forwarded it to me.

15 Q Yes.

16 A Yes.

17 Q Regardless of who may be entitled to it, are they

18 required to abide by Judge Gibbons’ order to let you

19 see them?

20 A Yes.

21 Q Here we are in 2017, August.  They were asking you

22 about maybe making a proposal regarding settlement,

23 but I’m not going to go into it.  But before that, in

24 August, did you ask for a detail of when -- when and

25 how the lawyers became aware that they had given you a
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1 fake Rolex watch?

2 A I believe I asked you to make that request.

3 Q All right.  And did we ask it?  And is that of record?

4 A Yes.  I asked when Mr. Pellington particularly became

5 aware there was a fake Rolex that was delivered to me. 

6 And you passed that question along to them and did not

7 get an answer.

8 Q Didn’t get an answer and then he shows up on the 14th

9 with a -- with a watch?

10 A A real Rolex.

11 Q A real Rolex, but the -- the band had been cut down?

12 A Shortened.

13 Q Wouldn’t fit a man?

14 A Right.

15 Q You said it wouldn’t fit you?

16 A It wouldn’t fit me.

17

18 MR. TRUSLOW:  This will -- specifically, Your Honor,

19 this is a -- on August 30th email.

20

21 MR. TRUSLOW (resuming):

22 Q Did you ask them to admit that it was a fake Rolex

23 watch on August 24th?

24 A You asked at my request and copied them, yes.

25 Q Were they -- were they willing to admit that it was a
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1 fake Rolex?  And as a result, did you have to get --

2 bring in a jeweler -- respective jeweler here from

3 Lancaster?

4 A I did.

5 Q Did you ask them to -- to explain the discrepancy, why

6 when we’re looking for a -- for a Rolex would we get a

7 fake?  Did they respond?

8 A Not to my knowledge.

9

10 MR. TRUSLOW:  I can go on and on, but this is -- it

11 says what it says.  

12 THE COURT:  Thank you.

13

14 MR. TRUSLOW (resuming):

15 Q All right.  Photographs, there was some question about

16 photographs here.

17 A In the box?

18 Q Yes.  

19 A I remember.

20 Q But if you go back and look at -- at George’s

21 deposition of October the 11th, 2017, pages sixteen

22 (16), twenty six (26), and twenty seven (27), isn’t

23 that when George produced the photographs?

24 A I remember George bringing a picture of a fake Rolex.

25 Q The photographs of what -- the pictures that he took,
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1 those were produced on -- actually, on October the

2 11th, 2017; isn’t that correct?

3 A They were produced -- we -- we started the deposition

4 in September 2017.  He didn’t bring anything.  We

5 recessed so he could bring back the documents we had

6 subpoenaed and he brought back, I remember, one

7 picture of a watch that he brought back.

8 Q And then we had the hearing before Judge Gibbons that

9 was on November -- starting on the 13th through the

10 17th?

11 A That’s correct.

12 Q And those pictures just got mixed up in here; is that

13 correct?

14 A I don’t know.

15 Q All right.

16 A I just don’t remember them being in the box when I

17 opened it.

18 Q Okay.

19 A I probably would have just shoved them aside to look

20 at the actual items.

21 Q The watch that Mr. Pellington ultimately brought, was

22 it engraved or was just the name scratched in?

23 A I could not see any engraving.  Once I had it

24 evaluated there is engraving in it, but it’s not

25 professional -- professionally done.  There’s hand
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1 engraving by some layperson.

2 Q Was that -- I’m calling it rough, crude scratch --

3 scratching?  Do you know who did it?

4 A I don’t.

5 Q Do you know when it was done?

6 A I don’t.

7 Q Was that consistent with the engraving that you were

8 looking for on the back of the watch?

9 A No.

10 Q Okay.  All right.  Questions were asked to you about

11 the -- the twenty five (25) automatic, it’s a -- it’s

12 called a Fraser.  And I -- but that’s not -- it was

13 clear to you that’s not a twenty two (22)?

14 A Nothing was clear to me, except that was a cheap gun.

15 Q Okay.  Well, you could look and see twenty five (25)

16 stamped on it instead of a twenty two (22)?

17 A You could.

18 Q Okay.  All right.  I did it.  I confess.  The Court

19 has the documents, but they were talking about whether

20 there was a misplacement of something.  Was -- did

21 George indicate that he had them in the safe and the -

22 - the items were actually in Diane’s safe, talking

23 about two (2) guns and other items?

24 A I’ve heard that version as well.

25 Q Okay.  All right.  There was a question asked to you
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1 and them I’m -- I’ll be done in three (3) minutes, I

2 think.  There was mention of somebody named Chris

3 Chagaris?

4 A Yes.

5 Q He’s an attorney?

6 A In North Carolina.

7 Q In North Carolina.  He was a friend of George’s?  They

8 breakfast together and they play -- I’m -- of Chris --

9 Pop.  He was -- he was a lawyer, they played cards

10 together and they went to breakfast regularly; is that

11 --

12 A Let me make this clear.  Chris Chagaris’ father and

13 Pop were friends.

14 Q Yes.

15 A Chris Chagaris grew up interacting with this whole

16 family.

17 Q Yes.

18 A So he -- Chris Chagaris had personal knowledge of

19 certain things that I discussed with him.  He also

20 served as counsel to Superior Tile at one time.  And

21 he’s the one I got the stock certificates from.

22 Q All right.  

23 A That’s after Charlie told me there were no stock

24 certificates.

25 Q Okay.  And that was another person you talked to about
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1 the watch, which you now find that there are three (3)

2 actual Rolex’s and a fake, making four (4)?

3 A I know there’s a fake.  And if you can believe any of

4 George’s testimony there were a total of three (3)

5 that belonged to Pop.

6 Q All right.  Well, now, one last thing.  You know what

7 the -- we -- we know what the history is.  You get the

8 fake Rolex, you get some coins, you get one cheap gun. 

9 You attempted to -- well, through me, attempted to

10 contact counsel to find out what -- you know, what’s

11 going on, basically; is that right?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Did you get a response?

14 A No.

15 Q Then you filed a rule to show cause, correct?

16 A Correct.

17 Q Now, when you file the rule to show cause did they --

18 well, when we wrote to them and asked them about the -

19 - why are we getting a fake and where is -- where is

20 the real Rolex, did they disclose that there was a

21 real Rolex?

22 A No.

23 Q When you filed the rule to show cause did they

24 disclose that there was a real Rolex?

25 A No.
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1 Q When the case was noticed for November the -- the

2 13th, did they disclose that there was a Rolex -- a

3 real Rolex?

4 A They sent a letter of some sort with a picture of what

5 appeared to be a Rolex attached to it that was part of

6 the settlement discussion, which I will not discuss. 

7 But it was before the hearing and the rule to show

8 cause started.

9 Q It was actually afterwards, but it’s a --

10 A Maybe it was after.

11 Q And it’s dated -- it’s dated the 13th, but actually it

12 came in that evening, I think.

13 A Oh.  Okay.  We -- we convened that day.  We didn’t

14 have a court reporter.  I remember that.

15 Q Okay.  I think that’s all.  Thank you.

16

17 MR. REDDING:  Nothing.

18 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you, ma’am.  You can

19 step down.

20 WITNESS DESA BALLARD:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

21 (Complies.)

22 THE COURT:  Uh-huh.  All right.  How many more

23 witnesses do you have, Mr. Truslow?

24 MR. TRUSLOW:  If I can just consult with my client?

25 THE COURT:  Okay.  Yeah.  Y’all take some time and
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1 figure out what we’re going to do.

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  I think we’re done, Your Honor.

3 THE COURT:  You want to rest?

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.

5 THE COURT:  All right.  Petitioner rests.

6 MR. REDDING:  Motion?

7 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

8 MR. REDDING:  All right.  I’ve got two (2) claims here

9 --

10 THE COURT:  Well, how long is your motion going to be

11 before we -- do I need to take a lunch til 2:00?

12 MR. REDDING:  No.

13 THE COURT:  Okay.  Go ahead.

14 MR. REDDING:  I’ve got two (2) claims here.  One is a

15 civil contempt and then there’s criminal contempt.  Civil

16 contempt standard is clear and convincing evidence.

17 THE COURT:  Criminal contempt is beyond a reasonable

18 doubt.

19 MR. REDDING:  Beyond a reasonable doubt.  Civil

20 contempt is aimed at the parties.  In other words, we’ve

21 done something to harm the parties about the case. 

22 Criminal contempt, aimed at you, done something wrong to

23 the Court.  So two (2) totally different things.  

24 The -- as to the civil contempt, just want to stress

25 one thing and I’ll return to it a couple times.  It rises

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0710



172

1 from three (3) subpoenas and nothing else.  Three (3)

2 subpoenas directed at three (3) different people.  Watches

3 is Chris, coins is Diane, and George is the guns.  None of

4 those subpoenas has any specificity whatsoever, none.  And

5 we reasonably complied with each one.  

6 Now, it’s not true that they didn’t do anything, as

7 Ms. Ballard says several times, by the date that they were

8 required to by the order they did produce what’s in that

9 box (indicating).  Although, now Ms. Ballard is calling

10 into question what’s in the box.  That’s our side.  That’s

11 -- what’s in the box went to Ms. Ballard’s office.  Her

12 contention isn’t, though, it wasn’t -- that it was late,

13 that’s not her contention.  Her contention is not that it

14 didn’t contain items that we’re -- that answered the

15 general description of guns, and coins, and watches, just

16 that they weren’t the right ones she says.  But if you look

17 at the subpoenas there’s not enough specificity in those to

18 determine what it is that she’s asking for.  So there

19 really is no way to provide what she now seems to say she

20 wanted.  

21 In fact, we didn’t find out with any specificity what

22 she said she wanted until she made her motion for

23 sanctions, that was the first time.  The motion for show

24 cause order was the first time that we saw actually what

25 she’s looking for is a specific watch described with
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1 particularity that she says Chris Combis has.  Then we find

2 out with specificity what denomination and how the coins

3 were supposedly packaged.  Then we find for the first time

4 with specificity what these guns apparently look like. 

5 She’s testified now as to how she went back and did all

6 these things, but much of the information she got she got

7 from Linda.  So that was available to her when she wrote

8 the subpoenas.  It was also available to her when she did

9 her initial inventory, but for whatever reason declined to

10 provide it.

11 To this day, I’m not clear how Chris Combis, who has

12 nothing to do with this case whatsoever, is only here

13 because he had the bad luck of his grandfather giving him a

14 watch, which watch we don’t know.  Your -- that’s the only

15 reason that he’s here.  To this day, if you were to put him

16 in jail for civil contempt and he says to me, (as stated),

17 “How do I get out of here?”  I have no idea because, to

18 this day, I have no idea what Desa Ballard says is the

19 right watch.  

20 We have two (2) watches.  The one in the box, which is

21 -- is platinum.  She says it’s a fake.  She says everybody

22 should know that, but I don’t know why she contends we

23 should know that.  If you weighed them and you know -- you

24 know more than me about watches.  I don’t know how to tell

25 one from another.  She says the gold one that we gave after
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1 we got the motion for show cause we -- so, (as stated),

2 “Maybe it’s this one.  Is this the one?” to try to purge

3 it.  (As stated), “That,” she says, “is a real Rolex, but

4 it’s not the right one.”  (As stated), “Well, how do you

5 know that?”  (As stated), “Because I got pictures of Pop at

6 a reunion in 1987.”  Well, you looked at the pictures, Your

7 Honor.  I can’t even see what those -- I don’t even -- you

8 can’t tell -- it looks like a yellow watch, but that’s all

9 I can tell.  She has absolutely no evidence as to what that

10 original -- and that’s the word she used --

11 THE COURT:  All right.  Talk to me about the -- I got

12 you on the watch.

13 MR. REDDING:  Okay.

14 THE COURT:  I’m so tired of hearing about this watch.

15 MR. REDDING:  Me too.

16 THE COURT:  Tell me about -- and that’s -- I mean, I

17 have a good idea about the watch.  Okay.  Talk to me about

18 the -- the pistol/gun or -- and/or the coins.

19 MR. REDDING:  All right.  So you -- there are two (2)

20 pistols that have been produced for appraisal.  There are

21 two (2).  There’s one in the box and, I believe, the Court

22 has the other.  Those two (2) pistols conform to what’s in

23 the subpoena.

24 THE COURT:  No, there’s only one pistol that’s been --

25 MS. BALLARD:  There’s one pistol.
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1 THE COURT:  -- that’s what’s in the box.

2 MR. PELLINGTON:  There’s a second one, Your Honor,

3 that came out during the hearing.  It’s not in the box

4 anymore.  It was my understanding that Ms. Ballard had

5 possession of it.

6 THE COURT:  I don’t recall that, but --

7 MR. PELLINGTON:  Okay.

8 THE COURT:  The record will be what the record is.  Go

9 ahead.

10 MR. REDDING:  All right.  So there is a pistol.  Ms.

11 Ballard asked for all firearms.  That’s a very broad

12 request.  A -- this is the firearm that -- that George

13 produced.  I don’t know if that’s the right -- honestly, I

14 don’t know because I look at -- and I was in the Army for

15 nine (9) years.  And I looked at her motion for sanctions. 

16 I can’t tell what she’s after.  There’s not enough

17 specificity even now to produce what she says because

18 there’s no serial numbers on that.  Weapons have serial

19 numbers.  There’s no way, really, to know.  And all of her

20 evidence is based on hearsay, double hearsay, and sometimes

21 triple hearsay after --

22 THE COURT:  Talk to me about the coins.

23 MR. REDDING:  All right.  On the coins.  Linda herself

24 when she testified -- the only person really to know, said

25 the last time she saw them was the year 2000.  I mean,
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1 that’s nine (9) years before he died.  Coins being

2 fungible, those coins could have ended up anywhere. 

3 There’s no competent evidence anywhere of what those coins

4 were at the time that Pop died because that’s really the --

5 the nut of this whole thing.

6 There’s really two (2) things that Ms. Ballard has to

7 prove to carry her burden of clear and convincing evidence. 

8 First, that these things existed in the first place with

9 specificity.  Not just a Rolex, or guns, or coins, with

10 specificity what they were.  That they were in existence. 

11 She hadn’t done that.  Second, she has to prove that they

12 were in Pop’s possession when he died.  The biggest hurdle

13 they have to that is when Pop died he didn’t live with

14 either three (3) of these people.  He lived with Linda

15 Combis.  That’s the most logical and reasonable place for

16 his personal items to be.  I don’t see any subpoenas from

17 Ms. Ballard to Linda Combis saying, (as stated), “Produce

18 all these items.”  It’s more logical that they’d be with --

19 with her than they would be with my clients.  She has no

20 competent evidence.  No one’s come to Court to testify as

21 to any of those things ever being in the possession of Pop

22 when he died.  He could have sold the watch, if it existed. 

23 He could have given the guns to somebody or hidden them,

24 which Linda Combis said that Pop was in the habit of doing. 

25 He could have given away the coins, which she said he was
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1 in the habit of doing.  There’s just no evidence that at

2 the moment Pop died these specific items were in the

3 positions of -- possession of any of my clients.

4 Without those two (2) things there really is no way

5 for Ms. Ballard to carry a burden.  And I’m not saying -- I

6 mean, I think she thinks that I’m picking at her about

7 this, I’m not.  It would be nearly impossible for anyone in

8 her position when you take somebody who dies in 2009 in

9 South Carolina and the estate isn’t opened for four (4)

10 years -- for four (4) years, it would be almost impossible

11 for anyone, with memories being what they are, for a guy

12 who didn’t make lists of anything he had.  I mean, in the

13 trust when it says property there’s a picture of a dollar

14 bill.  For whatever reason, he didn’t write anything down. 

15 We don’t have any insurance schedules.  We have no idea

16 what he might have had.  I -- I’d sympathize with Ms.

17 Ballard.  I understand how difficult it would be.  I’m not

18 picking at her.  I believe that she did everything she

19 could possibly do, but to -- for my clients to be in

20 contempt to produce something that they contend that they

21 do not have, that’s the heart of contempt.  Not only if the

22 -- it’s not just whether they’re willing, it’s whether

23 they’re able to purge the contempt.  She hasn’t proven that

24 they’re able to do it because there’s no proof that the

25 things ever existed in their position.  And that is her
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1 burden to prove.

2 Now, I just want to address a couple of issues because

3 I think they’re actually red herrings.  It doesn’t matter

4 if the Rolex is fake or not.  Pop may well have died with a

5 fake Rolex on his wrist.  That’s the Rolex (indicating). 

6 It -- if it turns out that the one produced was fake then

7 in our -- our testimony is, at trial, that that’s the one

8 that was on his wrist.  Mr. Truslow can put on witnesses to

9 dispute that.  

10 In fact, Ms. Ballard doesn’t need these items in her

11 hand now to proceed to trial.  I would contend, if I was

12 representing her, that she’s better off the other way.  She

13 can bring in Chris Chagaris, and Tom Moore, and anybody

14 else who claims they’ve seen all these things to come to

15 Court.  Chris Chagaris can come to Court -- I’ve seen him

16 do it -- put his hand on the Bible and say, (as stated),

17 “Yeah, it was a million dollar Rolex.”  I can’t stop that. 

18 It would be better for us to be able to produce knowing

19 this was the actual watch.  I would say we can’t do that

20 now because it would be an inconsistent position.  We’ve

21 taken the position that the only watches we -- Chris ever

22 had are, first, the platinum one, the one in the box, and

23 second, the gold one.  After the motion to show cause we

24 came and handed it to Desa in Court.  That’s -- that’s it.

25 I mean, if Chagaris persuades the jury that -- I don’t
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1 know enough about watches to make up a hypothetical that --

2 you know, the -- the golden Rolex of all time was actually

3 on Pop’s watch -- on his wrist the moment he died.  Heck,

4 we’ve got to disprove that.  They’re not harmed in any way

5 by not having these documents or these -- these things to

6 appraise.  It works to their -- it works to my client’s

7 detriment if they successfully persuade the jury of those

8 two (2) things, but that’s far different -- that’s

9 preponderance of the evidence at the trial in front of the

10 jury.  

11 At this point it’s contempt, which is punitive.  And

12 that’s why there’s the higher burden of proof of clear and

13 convincing.  And they -- they’re nowhere near that.  The

14 only competence that they -- evidence they have that’s not

15 hearsay comes from Lauren Combis, who is in the throws of a

16 divorce from Chris. and Linda Combis, who is in the midst

17 of a long, protracted battle with her brother.  There’s no

18 -- and those -- those two (2) parties -- and I’m going to

19 hand up a summary of their testimony at the end of this --

20 those two (2) witnesses’ testimony on many occasions was at

21 odds with one another.  So that’s what we have.

22 I believe for us to go forward on this the Court would

23 have to find that there was contempt.  Have to find that --

24 that they’ve carried their burden of clear and convincing

25 evidence of contempt.  And then it would be our burden to

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0718



180

1 show, for whatever reason, not to -- that -- that you

2 shouldn’t hold them in contempt.  And I would say at this

3 point there really is no -- the Court’s as -- as -- I think

4 bent over backwards to allow them with the transcript from

5 George Combis who may or may not testify.  You have all the

6 evidence you could possibly see.  And none of that evidence

7 is competent to prove by clear and convincing that these

8 things ever existed and they were in Pop’s possession when

9 he died.

10 THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Redding.  Briefly, Mr.

11 Truslow?  This is a motion for involuntary nonsuit under

12 Rule 41.

13 MR. TRUSLOW:  I think the matter is for Your Honor. 

14 The motion should be denied.  I can explain it in more

15 detail if you -- if you need, but there’s ample evidence

16 that this was not a simple mistake.  What they want to

17 argue, one, is that we don’t have -- we -- we couldn’t

18 identify items with more specificity --

19 THE COURT:  Talk to me as to criminal contempt.

20 MR. TRUSLOW:  Sir?

21 THE COURT:  Let -- talk to me as to your burden of

22 proving criminal contempt.

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.

24 THE COURT:  Has your client or have you proved beyond

25 a reasonable doubt that these respondents should be held in

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0719



181

1 criminal contempt?

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.  We -- we have.

3 THE COURT:  Tell me why.

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  Number -- number one, they say they have

5 -- I’m going to go with one of the obvious things.  They

6 say they have two (2) watches.  They said -- I mean, excuse

7 -- two (2) guns.  They’re in the safe, they won’t provide

8 them.  They won’t let us photograph them.  They won’t

9 photograph them.  They won’t give us serial numbers so we

10 could trace them.  

11 I think you’re going to see in the record -- matter of

12 fact, I know you’ll see in the record that it’s replete. 

13 That they won’t give us the documentation so that we could

14 identify things with more specificity, but they do

15 acknowledge there --

16 THE COURT:  As to my -- as to my order to compel is

17 why we’re here.  All right.  Not the ongoing litigation --

18 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.

19 THE COURT:  -- concerning this probate matter.  As to

20 my order, which is in response to subpoenas not being

21 complied with, how have you carried the burden of proving

22 beyond a reasonable doubt?

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  Well, by way of background, they --

24 they’ve established that there were two (2) guns and

25 they’ve only produced one that -- which is that -- that
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1 twenty five (25) automatic.

2 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  On the watches, if you -- if you -- when

4 you look at the transcript there was actually -- there were

5 actually what we thought was one Rolex watch, you ordered

6 them to produce it Your Honor.  And I would suggest it’s

7 more than simply parsing words for them to say, (as

8 stated), “Oh, we didn’t know what you wanted, a -- a real

9 Rolex.  We thought this -- this thing that you’ve been

10 fighting over for -- for now, six (6) years was -- was

11 sufficient.”  Again, they wouldn’t provide any of the

12 documentation to show what it was.  

13 George testified -- and you’ve got -- you have this in

14 -- in your -- in the transcripts, George said that his --

15 he had bought his father a watch and given it to him.  His

16 father had given it back to him to give to Chris.  And he

17 said he gave it to him in 2011 when he died in 2009.  He

18 said his father had a second watch and George -- you’ll see

19 during his deposition, he was holding out his hand.  He had

20 a second Rolex watch that he said his father had -- had

21 bought.  He says that’s the one real Rolex he’d given to

22 his grandson, Carter, between his first deposition and his

23 second.  And then we have his original Rolex.  They

24 certainly -- Your Honor, it -- it defies all credibility, I

25 guess, it -- disingenuous to say they thought we were
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1 looking for a twenty five dollar ($25.00) Rolex.  We didn’t

2 know how to make it more specific, Your Honor couldn’t have

3 made it more specific.  You know what -- I think it’s clear

4 we all knew what we were looking for.

5 Now, when we -- we asked for it, they won’t do it. 

6 They won’t honor a subpoena.  We filed a motion to compel,

7 it comes to be -- to be heard before you.  Your Honor, how

8 easy would it have been for them to say, (as stated),

9 “Well, we got the -- oh, I -- we got one, but we” -- they

10 didn’t disclose that they had another one.  And Your Honor,

11 I think that’s very important as this is August.  They

12 didn’t disclose that there was another watch when we file

13 the motion to compel.  They didn’t disclose that there was

14 another watch when Your Honor issued the order.  They

15 didn’t indicate there was another one when they produced

16 the fake Rolex.  Only when we actually, physically show up

17 in Court does Mr. Pellington come in with a second watch

18 that is a Rolex, but is attempting to resolve the whole

19 case then -- there.  He cannot argue -- sincerely, it just

20 defies all logic for him to say, (as stated), “Oh, we -- we

21 held this back from when Your Honor issued the order until

22 we show up in Court.”  They should have done it long before

23 then.  So we think we have sufficient evidence, gun, and

24 everything that we’ve said so far.

25 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  You know, this is
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1 really not -- it’s just this -- this matter is being tried

2 by me as to finder of fact and as the judge of law.  It

3 would fall under Rule 41 inside the rules of civil

4 procedure, it’s really not a directed verdict motion since

5 I am the trier of fact.  It would be actually a 41(b) or

6 41© motion for what’s called an involuntary nonsuit if the

7 plaintiff has failed to meet his or her burden at the

8 presentation of its case and the evidence.  So that --

9 that’s how I’m judging this case at this point in time.  

10 The petitioner has rested.  And after hearing the

11 arguments of counsel as to the Rolex I’m going to grant the

12 respondent’s motion as to criminal contempt.  I’m going to

13 deny it as to civil contempt.  As to the gun and/or --

14 and/or pistol, I’m going to grant respondent’s motion as to

15 criminal contempt, deny it as to civil contempt.  As well

16 as to the coins, grant it as to criminal contempt, denied

17 as to civil contempt.  I don’t believe, in -- in this

18 Court’s opinion and based upon everything I’ve heard, that

19 the petitioner has risen to the level of -- the highest

20 level of proof in our land of beyond a reasonable doubt. 

21 So I, therefore, find that the petitioners failed to

22 sustain this burden of proof as to any alleged criminal

23 contempt on behalf of respondents.

24 However, I do find, based upon the evidence that’s

25 presented in the record thus far, that the petitioners have
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1 -- at least to get past the hurdle of hearing their

2 defense, if there was going to be any defense offered -- I

3 believe they have offered enough evidence to get past the

4 evidentiary hurdle to pursue the clear and convincing

5 evidence standard for civil contempt.  Okay.

6 MR. REDDING:  Thank you, Your Honor.

7 THE COURT:  That’s the ruling of the Court.  Any other

8 motions at this time before we take a break?

9 MR. REDDING:  Nothing from respondent.

10 MR. PELLINGTON:  No, Your Honor.

11 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  We’re going to be

12 down for an hour for lunch.  We’ll reconvene at 2:15. 

13 Okay.  Thank you very much.

14  

15 (OFF THE RECORD FROM 1:14 P.M. TO 2:19 P.M.)

16

17 THE COURT:  All right.  We’re reconvening after a

18 lunch recess.  Mr. Redding, are you ready to proceed, or

19 Mr. Pellington?  Who’s going to be handling it?

20 MR. REDDING:  I will, Your Honor.  Defendant’s don’t

21 intend to put on a case other than to -- to put into the

22 record what happened right at the close of evidence before

23 we walked out of here.  As the Court may recall -- well --

24 THE COURT:  Let’s deal with this.  Thanks for

25 reminding me.
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1 MR. REDDING:  Oh, okay.

2 THE COURT:  All right.  This -- this is what --

3 MR. REDDING:  That’s what I -- 

4 THE COURT:  -- you wanted to talk about?

5 MR. REDDING:  That’s what I want to put on record.

6 THE COURT:  All right.  There is another pistol that

7 is in my possession that was dropped off this morning upon

8 entering the -- it has the date on it of 11/13/17 and --

9 MS. BALLARD:  May I see it, Your Honor?

10 THE COURT:  Yes.  There’s a Ziploc bag with the date

11 11/13/17 on it.

12 MS. BALLARD:  This is the one I brought today.

13 THE COURT:  Okay.  And you handed that to security?

14 MS. BALLARD:  Yes, sir.

15 THE COURT:  And the security brought that to me?

16 MS. BALLARD:  Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT:  All right.  Just leave that on the

18 evidence table then.  And Y’all can decide what y’all want

19 to do with it.  All right.  And there -- there’s another

20 pistol in the box.

21 MS. BALLARD:  There is?

22 THE COURT:  That’s number three (3).

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, I was going to -- I was

24 trying to look at the transcript and I -- I don’t --

25 THE COURT:  Hang on.  There may not be.  I don’t know.
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1 MR. TRUSLOW:  There is --

2 THE COURT:  I’m fixing to find out.

3 MR. REDDING:  I believe there’s two (2) pistols, Your

4 Honor.

5 THE COURT:  Okay.  

6 THE LAW CLERK:  Oh, it’s not in here, now.  Remember

7 these --

8 THE COURT:  Oh, yeah.  They took it.  All right.  They

9 -- can y’all go get that other pistol?  

10 COURTROOM SECURITY:  (Complies.)

11 THE COURT:  Thank you.

12

13 (OFF THE RECORD DISCUSSION)

14

15 THE COURT:  Cindy, can you take the gun out of the

16 box?  That gun (indicating) out of the box, the one that

17 was just brought to you, and put that on the table right in

18 front of you.

19 COURTROOM SECURITY: (Complies.)

20 THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.

21 MR. TRUSLOW:  May I -- may I have a look at --

22 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  Y’all -- both the lawyers can

23 come up here and look at -- or all the lawyers can come up

24 here and look at both pistols.

25 ALL ATTORNEYS:  (Comply.)
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1 (OFF THE RECORD DISCUSSION)

2

3 THE COURT:  Okay.

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.  I’m -- I was trying to look

5 for a record.  Maybe Mr. Pellington can help us.  I can see

6 that these two (2) guns --

7 THE COURT:  Let’s refer to them as pistols.

8 MR. TRUSLOW:  Sir?

9 THE COURT:  Let’s refer to them as pistols.

10 MS. BALLARD:  The one in the plastic bag is the one --

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  The one in the plastic bag --

12 THE COURT:  One is a pistol and the other one is a

13 pistol.

14 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes.  Your Honor --

15 THE COURT:  Right.

16 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- this is dated -- this is in a plastic

17 bag, it says 11/13/13 on it.  And this is -- this is the

18 one that was delivered to Ms. Ballard (indicating).

19 THE COURT:  Correct.

20 MR. TRUSLOW:  This one is -- it’s not serialized in

21 sequence, but this one is the -- it’s a Fraser (indicating)

22 and it’s got a different serial number.  It’s got a zip tie

23 on it, but I don’t -- quite frankly, I don’t -- I don’t

24 recall this being --

25 THE COURT:  I don’t know.  It’s almost -- been almost
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1 two (2) years.

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.

3 THE COURT:  I’m just telling you that it was in the

4 box.  Mr. Pellington?

5 MR. PELLINGTON:  They were both in the courthouse when

6 the previous hearings were heard in November of 2017.

7 THE COURT:  Okay.

8 MR. PELLINGTON:  And they were both referred to in the

9 -- in the transcript.

10 THE COURT:  Okay.

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, I don’t understand how that

12 could be.  If one gun was delivered to Ms. Ballard and then

13 they’ve got a second gun in that they -- they’ve got in the

14 box somehow.  I’m trying to find out how things got in

15 there.

16 THE COURT:  I don’t know.  I -- I’m just going by what

17 was in -- what’s been represented to the Court that was in

18 the box that was presented today that’s in evidence.  What

19 was in the contents of the box included that pistol, which

20 is not in the Ziploc bag.  So now we have two (2) pistols

21 in -- in the courtroom.  And I don’t know what a Fraser is

22 as opposed to the other one.

23 MS. BALLARD:  Your Honor, the conclusion of the

24 hearing in November of ‘17 you told me to take possession

25 of the gun, and the watch, and have them appraised, and I
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1 did.

2 THE COURT:  Okay.

3 MS. BALLARD:  There were not two (2) guns at the time.

4 THE COURT:  Okay.  

5 MR. PELLINGTON:  That’s not true, Your Honor.

6 THE COURT:  All right.

7 MR. REDDING:  All right.  And Your Honor, I would like

8 to point out that box is Petitioner’s Exhibit.  Petitioner

9 put that box into evidence with the contents of what were

10 in the box.  I didn’t do that.

11 THE COURT:  Okay.

12 MR. REDDING:  I went up to it and looked at it, saw

13 that Mr. Truslow -- pistol number one (1) was in that box,

14 he put it into evidence.  Pistol number two (2) when we

15 argued that it existed at the close, Mr. Truslow got up and

16 said, (as stated), “There is no second pistol,” at which

17 point the deputy came over and said, (as stated), “Ms.

18 Ballard gave me another pistol this morning.”  Now, I’m not

19 saying that something improper happened.  I’m just pointing

20 it out to you that two (2) pistols were brought to Court.

21 THE COURT:  Yeah.  I’ll make a findings either way

22 either.  I -- I just -- I know that there’s two (2) pistols

23 here.  I think both -- do both sides agree that both those

24 pistols should be in evidence?

25 MR. REDDING:  They are in evidence.
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1 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, when we left -- when we left

2 they had -- they’ve had possession of that box for the last

3 two (2) years.

4 THE COURT:  Okay.

5 MR. TRUSLOW:  And I don’t -- I’m looking for -- in the

6 transcript, I’m at page one fifteen (115), it looks like

7 there’s one -- one gun.  And -- and Your Honor, properly,

8 designated Ms. Ballard to take it to -- so she could have

9 it appraised.

10 THE COURT:  Okay.

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  If there was a second gun in there at

12 the time that’s something that I’m just not aware of.  I

13 could look in the -- when I looked in the box today what I

14 saw was a Fraser -- it’s a Bauer twenty five (25) automatic

15 with plastic handles that looked very, very similar to what

16 Ms. Ballard had.  We had -- when we came into the

17 courthouse we provided it to the deputies, I assume,

18 without looking at the serial numbers on there, that it was

19 the one that had been provided to Ms. Ballard.  Now, I’m

20 finding out there’s a -- there’s a second one.

21 THE COURT:  Okay.

22 MR. TRUSLOW:  In that case -- 

23 THE COURT:  I’ll -- I’ll address the pistol issue with

24 whatever I decide to do in regards to this entire hearing,

25 but for now -- but that one is in evidence (indicating) --
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1 I guess, both of them are in evidence now.  The question is

2 who possesses them now, me --

3 MS. BALLARD:  This one has not --

4 THE COURT:  -- or you?

5 MS. BALLARD:  Your Honor, this one has not been put

6 into evidence (indicating).  

7 THE COURT:  All right.  Are you --

8 MS. BALLARD:  That’s the one I thought was --

9 THE COURT:  -- moving that into evidence now?

10 MS. BALLARD:  I don’t know.  Am I?

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yeah.

12 MR. REDDING:  They don’t have -- their case is closed. 

13 I’ll move it into evidence.

14 THE COURT:  All right.  Good.  All right.  Both side -

15 - all right.  That’s without objection then.  So both

16 pistols are now in evidence.  All right.  They’re in the

17 possession of the Court.  Okay.  Now, having said that, I

18 guess, the second pistol needs to be appraised.  Okay.

19 MS. BALLARD:  I’ll take it and do it, if that’s what

20 you want.

21 THE COURT:  All right.  I’m ordering you, Ms. Ballard,

22 then to come retrieve second pistol.  

23 MS. BALLARD:  (Complies.)

24 THE COURT:  Okay.  She has retrieved second pistol. 

25 I’m ordering that you have that appraised --
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1 MS. BALLARD:  Yes, sir.

2 THE COURT:  -- provide that appraisal to opposing

3 counsel --

4 MS. BALLARD:  Yes, sir.

5 THE COURT:  -- and then you will return it to the

6 courthouse with the Ziploc bag just like you did that one

7 (indicating) with today’s date on it.

8 MS. BALLARD:  Yes, sir.

9 THE COURT:  All right.  The record is clear.

10 MR. REDDING:  With that defendant rests.

11 THE COURT:  All right.  Good.  What’s that?

12 MR. REDDING:  Defendant rests, Your Honor.

13 THE COURT:  All right.  Defendant rests.  All right. 

14 Anything else?  Let’s hear argument then.  Come -- y’all

15 let me -- you’ve got the burden of proof, so you’ll go at

16 the end Mr. Truslow.  Let me hear from you, Mr. Redding.

17 MR. REDDING:  Your Honor, I didn’t put on any

18 evidence, so wouldn’t I be able to argue last?

19 THE COURT:  Okay.  That’s fine.  Mr. Truslow?  That’s

20 correct.  Nothing was introduced.  All right.  Go --

21 MS. BALLARD:  Except the gun.

22 THE COURT:  -- ahead.  Well, here’s the thing.  You

23 know, since I’m trying this nonjury it really doesn’t

24 matter to me who argues first or last.  I’m going to let

25 y’all -- and out of fairness to both sides, if y’all want
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1 to -- y’all can argue.  Okay.  I’m not putting any limits

2 on it.  Y’all tell me what you want to tell me, and tell me

3 what I need to do, and why.  I will tell you I’m not making

4 it -- just maybe cut to the chase.  I’m not making any

5 decision today, obviously, because I have that appraisal

6 pending.  In addition, I’m probably going to request both

7 of you to prepare proposed orders for my signature setting

8 forth the history and that kind of stuff.  So in regards to

9 that you can kind of delineate your arguments accordingly,

10 but -- go ahead.

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, I would point out to -- to

12 start with that if we’re going to have this other gun

13 looked at we’re probably -- I would expect we would try to

14 check the serial number, find out when it was purchased,

15 what the details are, and then we’d -- we’re going to have

16 to probably come back anyway, so we might as well reserve

17 arguments for later rather than now.

18 Secondly, I’m not sure since you’re sitting as a judge

19 alone, with all respect, unless you want us to tell you

20 something we think -- I -- I would suggest that the record

21 is -- the record is clear and I would rely on the record. 

22 I -- if Mr. Pellington wants to talk, it seems later would

23 be better, but if he wants to do it now --

24 THE COURT:  I mean, I guess the issue is do y’all want

25 to -- I guess, what you’re asking is you want to have the
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1 pistol appraised first to see what it is, what the serial

2 number is, what it’s value is?

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  I think so.  I think that’d --

4 THE COURT:  Okay.

5 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- be the best --

6 THE COURT:  And then -- and then y’all come back at

7 some future date and argue to me then, if -- if necessary?

8 MR. REDDING:  Judge, I mean, the pistol’s either worth

9 a thousand dollars ($1,000.00) or a hundred thousand

10 dollars ($100,000.00), that doesn’t effect the argument. 

11 That doesn’t effect the burden of proof.

12 THE COURT:  The contempt argument.

13 MR. REDDING:  Yeah.  That doesn’t -- 

14 THE COURT:  I understand.

15 MR. REDDING:  -- have anything to do with it.  You

16 know, we’ve been down here twice already -- three (3)

17 times, actually.  So to come down here again just to argue

18 when I find out what they say the pistol’s worth, it

19 doesn’t matter to us.

20 THE COURT:  That’s -- that’s -- okay.  That’s a good

21 point, Mr. Redding.  That’s going to be an issue for

22 whenever the --

23 MR. REDDING:  Trial?

24 THE COURT:  -- estate matter is heard.  And we’re

25 going to get to that in a moment when we have our status
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1 conference on setting --

2 MR. REDDING:  Yeah.

3 THE COURT:  -- this matter for a final hearing to,

4 hopefully, resolve the underlying estate matter.

5 MR. REDDING:  Yes, sir.

6 THE COURT:  All right.  But for the contempt matter,

7 tell me why I should hold them in contempt and what, if

8 any, remedies should be -- understanding that you’re going

9 to be able to supplement this oral argument by way of

10 proposed orders.  Go ahead.

11 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, first, as -- as to this gun

12 being worth ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) or even a

13 thousand dollars ($1,000.00), that’s ludicrous, but what we

14 wanted to do was check the serial numbers and to see -- see

15 who purchased it and --

16 THE COURT:  Okay.

17 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- and when, under what circumstances. 

18 There should be a record, unless it was a private sale.

19 THE COURT:  And there is going to be a record.  The

20 court order is going to be issued by -- you’re going to

21 submit to me an order where I ordered Ms. Ballard as the

22 personal representative of the estate -- of the trustee,

23 excuse me, to have it appraised.  And submit that

24 accounting of that appraisal --

25 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.
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1 THE COURT:  -- to me.

2 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.  

3 THE COURT:  We’ll go from there.  All right.

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  If you want me to argue today, I -- I

5 will.

6 THE COURT:  Yeah.  Go ahead.  Just -- just kind of

7 summarize why -- what -- what you want.  What do you --

8 what do you want?

9 MR. TRUSLOW:  We think that they ought to be held in

10 contempt of Court.  They ought to pay legal fees.  Your

11 Honor, also, I think it’s under sixty one (61) -- excuse

12 me, if I can -- we -- you have the authority under 62-1-111

13 to award fees and costs in this proceeding since it’s been

14 --

15 THE COURT:  What -- what are the fees and costs?

16 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, we’re not through with the

17 case, so we -- it’s -- it’s a -- kind of a --

18 THE COURT:  What are they today, just for this issue?

19 MS. BALLARD:  Approximately, a hundred thousand

20 (100,000).

21 MR. TRUSLOW:  It’s somewhere between eighty (80) and a

22 hundred thousand dollars ($100,000.00).

23 THE COURT:  All right.  Go ahead.  I’m listening.

24 MR. TRUSLOW:  Your Honor, when we started this case

25 Ms. -- Ms. Ballard -- I’m always reminded of the adage, (as

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0736



198

1 stated), “No good deed goes unpunished.”  What you had was

2 you had two (2) sets of lawyers that -- that were having

3 trouble working things out.  Family didn’t trust each

4 other.  Son said, (as stated), “There’s no more money.” 

5 Daughters say, (as stated), “How could that be?”  We’ve got

6 the man who was the -- built Ericsson Stadium, Bank of

7 America, was the biggest and the best tile person in the --

8 in the southeast, according to the testimony.  

9 We -- they couldn’t figure it out that they were at

10 odds.  They started the case in North Carolina.  They --

11 Mr. Nosal was representing the -- the -- I’m going to call

12 them the sisters.  They filed for discovery.  And when the

13 motion to compel came to be heard, the -- Mr. Combis’ side

14 -- George Combis’ side moved the case to Federal Court. 

15 What we learned in about the first six (6) weeks of law

16 school, you have a home state defendant -- you can’t remove

17 a case to Federal Court when you’re the home state

18 defendant.  They were sanctioned appropriately.  The matter

19 came back for the -- for the motion to compel.  Then they

20 agreed to move it South Carolina and probate the matter. 

21 That’s when Ms. Ballard became involved because they

22 couldn’t agree on what to do and when.

23 Your Honor, from the beginning there was a -- George

24 Combis was designated as a personal representative of the

25 estate.  It was obvious why he didn’t open an estate, but
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1 that’s -- that appears to be for the Federal Court.  Ms.

2 Ballard attempted to do her job.  She talked to everybody

3 she could think about -- to think of.  She did a very,

4 very, very thorough job asking about what the assets were,

5 or why is this the way it is.  At first, George and Diane

6 Combis were -- were very pleasant to deal with.  There

7 wasn’t any question, Your Honor.  

8 And you’ve got the documents there.  There’s no

9 question that there were two (2) guns.  There was no

10 question that there was a watch.  There -- but what

11 happened is as soon as Ms. Ballard filed an inventory that

12 included a question about, you know, who owns the stock --

13 because they’re looking for the documentation to -- to see

14 where a sale took place.  (As stated), “What about this --

15 what about this four hundred and sixty two thousand dollars

16 ($462,000.00) that’s missing?  What about this two hundred

17 and thirty thousand dollar ($230,000.00) note that -- that

18 George and his -- that his company was supposed to pay

19 back?”  It became obvious what had happened and why they

20 hadn’t opened an estate.

21 We move forward, 2013.  Ms. Ballard is involved. 

22 She’s, again, doing her due diligence trying to find out

23 what happened and why.  Again, there are two (2) guns. 

24 There’s a watch.  There’s some -- some money or coins, but

25 we weren’t sure how much.  Counsel would make a big point

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0738



200

1 that we couldn’t identify it.  The reason was they wouldn’t

2 tell us.  We ask for photographs, serial numbers, anything

3 you could give us so we could describe it further.  The

4 response we get -- and Your Honor has it before you -- (as

5 stated), “It’s none of her business.”  George says he’s not

6 going to do it.  

7 We move forward.  We’re in Probate Court.  They try to

8 have Ms. Ballard removed.  They allege that she’s unethical

9 and it goes downhill from there.  They -- they lose.  They

10 make the same arguments in North Carolina.  They make the

11 same arguments before you and you made your finding that

12 she was doing things properly.  So before we could have

13 another motion to compel -- compel heard -- she filed,

14 originally, in 2014 to try to get the documentation.  They

15 wouldn’t -- they wouldn’t show it.  They said, (as stated),

16 “Well, it’s in Diane’s safe.  And we’re going to maintain

17 possession of it.”  They wouldn’t give us insurance

18 records.  They wouldn’t respond to subpoenas for the

19 records.  They wouldn’t produce.  

20 We ended up in Federal Court, but this issue, Your

21 Honor, I want to make clear.  The issue of guns, watches,

22 and such is not for the Federal Court.  Judge Lewis made

23 that clear.  Judge Anderson made that clear.  They weren’t

24 going to be a super Probate Court for those purposes, but

25 at the conclusion of the case -- Judge Anderson’s taking a
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1 hands off approach and he’s going -- he -- he says, (as

2 stated), “Okay.  We go back.”  

3 We go back to Probate Court where we were properly

4 supposed to go.  We seek the information again, not a peep. 

5 They won’t do it.  George and -- I mean, excuse me.  Chris

6 and -- and Diane don’t even show up for a deposition.  They

7 don’t move to -- as George did before Your Honor moved to

8 quash the -- to quash or to have that heard.  They just

9 don’t show up.  So we go to Charlotte, they don’t show up,

10 nothing -- you know, that didn’t go anywhere.  We get --

11 they -- we tried to take George’s deposition, issue a

12 subpoena.  They don’t object to the subpoena -- and this is

13 significant.  They didn’t object.  They just didn’t produce

14 anything, but they objected to taking the deposition.  

15 Your Honor ruled in our favor.  We got to start taking

16 a deposition.  Guess what?  George didn’t bring any

17 documents.  You have it before you.  He said, (as stated),

18 “Well, I thought it about it for about thirty (30) seconds”

19 -- and I’m -- I don’t think I’m paraphrasing -- “I decided

20 I wasn’t going to do it.  It’s none of your business.” 

21 Then as you’ll see, he said, (as stated), “Well, federal

22 judges in North Carolina told me, you know, I didn’t have

23 to do any of this.”  We drilled down, which you have before

24 you, and he admitted he had lied.  He lied.  It wasn’t a

25 mistake, it wasn’t an accident, he had absolutely lied. 

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0740



202

1 Then he said his CPA said it was none of our business.  We

2 drill down on -- on that and it’s just one thing after

3 another that they haven’t shown respect for the courts.

4 They say Diane -- this is what Charlie Bridgman said,

5 their agent, (as stated), “Diane has these documents” --

6 excuse me -- “these -- these items in her safe.”  We say,

7 (as stated), “Well, at least -- how about” -- and you’ve

8 got it before you -- “at least photograph them.”  I asked

9 for a history.  I give them a timeline of what we -- we

10 thought.  And what we get -- as my son says -- (as stated),

11 “We heard crickets.”  Nothing.  Doesn’t respond.

12 Your Honor, Charlie Bridgman had gotten out of the

13 case at some point in time.  George said he fired him.  Mr.

14 -- they were -- George was representing, I think, the

15 corporations and himself in Federal Court for a while.  And

16 you know how that turned out, can’t -- can’t do that.  Mr.

17 Redding became involved.  First, he was representing -- in

18 his pro hac vice that he’s only representing Diane.  I

19 would urge you, again, to read footnote three (3) from the

20 Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals about representing all the

21 people that -- at the same time.  It became a moving

22 target.  

23 We asked for this documentation.  We asked to describe

24 it so we can get it.  I don’t take any joy in being here. 

25 I’m sure the Court doesn’t enjoy it either.  I want this
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1 case resolved.  My client wants it resolved, but you’ve got

2 to have cooperation on both sides and doing what we always

3 -- in my day -- called, (as stated), “hide the weenie,”

4 just give us the slaw and no -- and no meat.  They give us

5 -- they give us one (1) -- one (1) watch, which is

6 obviously a fake.  You’ve got George’s testimony, Your

7 Honor, where he says there were -- actually there were

8 three (3) Rolex’s and a fake.  There was the one that he --

9 he -- Pop had bought one, he’d given one, and we’ve got the

10 one that Pop had had for a long time.  And what they

11 deliver is the fake.  

12 And I would suggest that -- I take -- I take my oath

13 very seriously.  If -- if somebody says, (as stated), “I’m

14 looking -- Doug, I’m looking for the watch.”  And I said,

15 (as stated), “Oh, you mean the real one while I gave you

16 the -- the fake one?”  Parsing words like that just doesn’t

17 sit well.  It’s clear, I think, beyond any -- any doubt for

18 the purposes of this hearing that the Court was being --

19 not only were we being taken care -- taken advantage of and

20 toyed with, the Court system was, and more -- most

21 importantly, Your Honor was.  Everybody knew what we were

22 looking for.  We weren’t looking for a twenty five dollar

23 ($25.00) piece of -- a fake -- a fake Rolex.  We were

24 looking for a real Rolex.  

25 Your Honor, from the time this -- we filed the motion. 
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1 Well, we -- we asked for it, they didn’t produce it.  We

2 filed a motion to compel, they didn’t disclose that there

3 were two (2).  We came before Your Honor, they didn’t

4 disclose that there were two (2).  Your Honor, issued an

5 order, they didn’t disclose that there were two (2).  We

6 had a rule to show -- we had a rule to show cause, they

7 didn’t disclose that there were -- there were two (2) or

8 three (3) -- three (3) -- what we now know as three (3)

9 watches.  Only when we -- on the day we appeared for the

10 testimony do they say, (as stated), “Oh, here -- here is a

11 watch and if you’ll drop everything we’ll let you have this

12 one.”  Your Honor, it’s far too little too late.  

13 They knew what they were doing.  Whether they had

14 provided a sealed box to their attorneys, and they just

15 passed it on, or whether they had gone through it?  The

16 fact remains they knew what we wanted and they knew they

17 were giving us something other than what we wanted and

18 other what -- other than what the -- the Court had ordered. 

19 If they had any question, if there was any confusion -- and

20 I think it’s a rhetorical question -- wouldn’t they --

21 wouldn’t it make sense to ask us, or ask Your Honor, or

22 disclose that they’ve got two (2) -- two (2) watches?  And

23 they don’t.  Your Honor, I think that’s -- that’s

24 abundantly clear that there was contempt.  There was

25 contempt for Your Honor, contempt for the court system,
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1 wouldn’t allow Ms. Ballard to do her job.

2 On the guns you have before you, there’s no question

3 they have a Rolex watch.  They have two (2) guns.  They say

4 they are in Diane’s safe.  She is the only one that has

5 access to it.  The guns are there.  We were assured and

6 reassured that they had them, but they just wouldn’t

7 disclose what they were, what they looked like, serial

8 numbers, anything so we could -- we could trace these. 

9 Then they provide one (1) gun.  And again, it’s the same

10 thing where they -- they don’t come before Your Honor and

11 say, (as stated), “Oh, there’s a second gun,” or, (as

12 stated), “We overlooked this.  We made a mistake.  We’re

13 sorry.  Golly, it was a big safe, and there was a lot in

14 it, and I just missed it.”  None of that.  They -- they

15 wait until -- til too little too late.

16 On the -- on the coins, Your Honor, quite frankly,

17 that’s a little bit of a misnomer and it’s a little bit

18 more difficult.  The reason is it’s because we ask them to

19 tell us what you have and they won’t tell us.  So we’re

20 doing the best we can.  We’re concerned -- and you’ll see

21 in the testimony about -- George had -- George had two

22 hundred thousand dollars ($200,000.00) in cash -- cash,

23 cash.  Seventy thousand dollars ($70,000.00) --

24 MR. REDDING:  Judge, you specifically --

25 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- that he paid his father.
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1 MR. REDDING:  -- sustained my objection to that

2 evidence.

3 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  I understand.  I gotcha.

4 MR. TRUSLOW:  You’ve got the transcript, Your Honor. 

5 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

6 MR. TRUSLOW:  There’s -- there’s seventy thousand

7 dollars ($70,000.00) and it goes on and on.  And Ms.

8 Ballard’s trying to get to the bottom of this.  And what

9 we’re looking for is we -- we first looked for cooperation. 

10 You know, we ought to be -- we ought to help clients be

11 peace -- you know, be peacemakers.  We ought to help them

12 get to a resolution and not play games.  When they won’t do

13 that, we have rules.  We seek information, they -- they

14 won’t play by the rules, so we come to Your Honor.  And you

15 issued an order.

16 It’s problematic because -- because it -- it’s been a

17 constant moving target where they’re not providing

18 information.  And Your Honor can clearly -- from the

19 evidence, and -- or lack of cooperation, Your Honor can

20 clearly draw an inference on two (2) levels: not testifying

21 and not producing.  The inference in the testimony would

22 not be favorable at all to the -- I’m going to say the

23 respondents, defendants.  

24 I think I’ve worn out -- I may have worn out my

25 welcome.  I --

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0745



207

1 THE COURT:  Well, two (2) of the respondents

2 testified.  Mr. Combis --

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes.

4 THE COURT:  -- did not testify.  You are correct.  I

5 can adversely infer from his lack of testimony.  This is a

6 civil proceeding.  I’ve already ruled on the criminal --

7 MR. TRUSLOW:  And --

8 THE COURT:  -- aspect.  But I can get -- I can -- if

9 I’m going to, I can exact an adverse inference to his

10 testimony, what his testimony would reveal.  And I’ll

11 consider that as I decide what I’m going to do.

12 MR. TRUSLOW:  And -- and Your Honor, that -- I’ll

13 bootstrap one other thing and then I’ll -- I’ll sit down. 

14 One of the reasons that there was the -- very, very

15 concerned about this because we had -- we had this -- it’s

16 not only evidence, but a finding of misappropriation of

17 what was then in 2007, five hundred and sixty two thousand

18 dollars ($562,000.00) --

19 THE COURT:  Is that the matter -- that’s the matter

20 that went in front of Judge Anderson?

21 MR. TRUSLOW:  Trust.  Yes.  They stole the money.

22 THE COURT:  In Court of Appeals --

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  They --

24 THE COURT:  -- did what they did.

25 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes.
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1 THE COURT:  Has that -- has that matter been resolved

2 yet?

3 MR. TRUSLOW:  Yes, sir.  With finality as it relates

4 to -- to Diane.  She’s -- she’s the one that -- the

5 testimony was she -- she misappropriated it to pay off

6 their -- hers and George’s personal debts secured with

7 their home.  She did it at the direction of her -- of her

8 husband, but they stole it.  He -- she stole it.

9 MR. REDDING:  Objection.  That’s -- that’s completely

10 improper.

11 THE COURT:  All right.  Sustained.  I mean, I -- I

12 know where this is going.  This is argument, but go ahead. 

13 I mean, I’ve read the Court -- I’ve read the Court of

14 Appeal’s decision.  I know what they -- they did what they

15 did.

16 MR. TRUSLOW:  With that --

17 THE COURT:  I’m just asking has that been resolved,

18 that been complied with?  We’re not pending to cert in the

19 U.S. Supreme Court.  Nothing was remanded to the District

20 Court, correct?

21 MR. TRUSLOW:  Only one thing and that relates to

22 George’s, or his company’s, response -- he’s the alter ego

23 of his company.  We allege that relates to the two hundred

24 and thirty thousand dollars ($230,000.00) that he owed the

25 estate, but he didn’t open an estate.  And if he didn’t
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1 open an estate, he didn’t pay the money back.  

2 The Fourth Circuit has determined that -- that went

3 back to Judge Anderson that the issue was a very narrow

4 issue as -- when the statute of limitations start.  And the

5 money was payable thirty (30) days after death, but you had

6 to have somebody to pay it to.  So it had to be payable to

7 a personal representative, Ms. Ballard, upon her

8 appointment, upon her identification that the money was

9 due, brought a lawsuit.  So we expect that -- that will be

10 resolved in our favor --

11 MS. BALLARD:  September the 16th.

12 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- very soon.  That’s about five hundred

13 thousand dollars ($500,000.00), so --

14 THE COURT:  Okay.

15 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- we’re not talking about little

16 amounts of money.  And then -- 

17 THE COURT:  Okay.

18 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- then we deal with legal fees in --

19 THE COURT:  Sure.

20 MR. TRUSLOW:  -- another context.

21 THE COURT:  All right.  Go ahead.  Anything else?

22 MR. TRUSLOW:  No, sir.

23 THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Truslow.  Mr. Redding?

24 MR. REDDING:  First of all, Judge, I object to just

25 about everything he said because almost none of it was in
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1 evidence.  And almost none of it had anything that had to

2 do with watches, coins, and guns.  And much of it was

3 scurrilous.  I mean, to say somebody stole something when

4 there’s a specific finding in another case about it, that’s

5 just improper.

6 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  I sustained --

7 MR. REDDING:  So I -- I object for the record.

8 THE COURT:  I sustained your objection.

9 MR. REDDING:  Thank you, Your Honor.  All right.  Now,

10 as to what matters here because I didn’t hear Mr. Truslow

11 say anything about -- hardly anything about what mattered

12 before the Court.  He didn’t cite you any law and he didn’t

13 -- at the end of the day, he didn’t tell you what he

14 actually wanted, which is the first question you asked him,

15 (as stated), “What do you want?”  What is it that he would

16 like you to do about the situation that he claims has

17 arisen.

18 Now, first thing, just some law, which is all cited in

19 the brief, (as read), “Contempt can only exist when the

20 record is clear and specific as to acts or conduct upon

21 which the finding of contempt is based.”  I mean, it’s got

22 to be clear and specific acts, regardless of all these

23 other things Mr. Truslow has brought up.  It doesn’t matter

24 if George Combis is the world’s worst person, all that

25 matters is -- with respect to him -- whether or not he
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1 failed to comply with the subpoena.  As to him, it’s only

2 about the guns.  That’s all that matters.  Whether or not

3 the guns are specifically identified so that in response to

4 the subpoena they could be produced.  And whether or not

5 they’ve proven that they were, in fact, in the possession

6 of Pop when he died, so I’d say Mr. Combis -- George Combis

7 could have them.  I mean, there’s just no evidence of that. 

8 So there really is no way to get -- go forward on that.

9 Second, the second piece of law, (as read), “When the

10 petition for contempt reveals that its purpose is to

11 enforce the orders of the Court, that’s civil contempt.” 

12 Mr. Truslow repeatedly just now argued criminal contempt

13 measures, how we’ve harmed the Court, harm -- none of that

14 is relevant now anymore because now it’s just civil

15 contempt.  So the only purpose of an order -- what he

16 should have asked you to do -- is to enter some kind of

17 order that would compel the Combis’ to respond individually

18 to each subpoena.  That’s what he should have asked you to

19 do, to hang some sort of legal Sword of Damocles over their

20 head so they did it, so that you could compel a response. 

21 He hasn’t suggested to you what that would be, nor has he

22 suggested to you how my clients could purge the contempt by

23 producing something specific.  

24 At this moment, I have no idea which watch is the

25 right one.  I keep hearing Mr. Truslow, now, in his
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1 argument and Ms. Ballard, when she was testifying, say, (as

2 stated), “They should know what we want.”  How the heck

3 could we know that?  I mean, if you can’t say, (as stated),

4 “This is the gun.  This is the -- this is the make.  This

5 is the model.  This is the serial number.  We believe you

6 have it.”  How can we prove a negative to prove that we

7 don’t have it?  I mean, it just -- it’s illogical on its

8 face to do that.  And yet, he hadn’t even argued that one

9 way or another, what he would have you put in your order

10 that by a date certain that George Combis, for example,

11 produces a forty five (45) caliber M19 pistol -- pistol,

12 right?  If he could do that.  And -- and here’s what it

13 looks like, here’s what it -- if he could do that.

14 I mean, right now Chris Combis can go buy a brand new

15 Rolex off the shelf somewhere, the most expensive Rolex

16 there is, bring it in and Ms. Ballard could say, (as

17 stated), “Oh, no.  That’s not the one.”  There’s no way for

18 him to purge his contempt.  They -- Mr. Truslow could say,

19 (as stated), “Well, it’s a bazooka that was actually what

20 we’re looking for.”  I mean, it could be anything because

21 they don’t specify what it is that my clients are supposed

22 to produce.  

23 Now, that is why they did not carry their burden to

24 show willful disobedience.  For there to be willful

25 disobedience there would have to be a showing of both of
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1 those things.  I want to pick up a theme that Mr. Truslow

2 repeatedly makes is we -- they always told us what it was,

3 we could figure it out for ourselves.  And remind the Court

4 that in the verified petitioner request for rule to show

5 cause, the one I asked Ms. Ballard about, the one that she

6 admitted that she wrote for herself -- herself, she

7 included many specific factual allegations about the things

8 that she said she was seeking that she conceded that she

9 never put in the subpoenas, for the first time show up in

10 her verified complaint.  I mean, that’s the first we saw of

11 them.  

12 Mr. Truslow says, (as stated), “Well, they brought in

13 this watch at the last second.”  No, we brought it in after

14 we read the -- after we read it.  After we found out what

15 it is that she said they looked like, that’s when the

16 second watch appeared.  There’s not -- there are no

17 shenanigans in that.  There’s -- there’s nothing -- there’s

18 nobody here trying to fool the Court.  They’re trying to

19 purge their contempt before there’s a ruling.  Mr. Truslow

20 would punish Chris Combis for trying to bring another watch

21 in that maybe is the right one.  Now, testimony is that Ms.

22 Ballard, as soon as she saw it says, (as stated), “That’s a

23 Rolex.”  How she knows?  I don’t know, but she -- (as

24 stated), “That’s not the right one.”  What is the right

25 one?  Still, at this moment, I don’t know what it would be.
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1 Now, as far as these fees go -- as far as these fees

2 go, that’s part of their case in chief.  I think during her

3 testimony Ms. Ballard said at some point in time she’s

4 going to be seeking fees and -- and put -- I guess, would

5 put in an affidavit, that’s how you’ve got to do it.  I got

6 the right to confront her on that affidavit.  I didn’t

7 really understand what he meant, but it sounded like Mr.

8 Truslow said there’s eighty (80) or ninety thousand dollars

9 ($90,000.00) worth of fees arising from this hearing?  I

10 mean, I get a chance to cross-examine her on the

11 reasonableness of those.  How could -- how could -- that

12 could possibly be.  Besides, it’s not her fees that are at

13 issue, it’d be Mr. Truslow’s fees that are an issue.  They

14 don’t even have the right person.  

15 If they were going to put it in they would have to

16 follow what comes out of the case of Enoree Cannon 385 S.C.

17 643.  And in that case a finding of fees was specifically

18 overturned because there was no evidence of the fees in the

19 case in chief.  It has to be put in.  They failed to do

20 that.  I don’t know if it was their intention to do it,

21 they weren’t ready to do it, none of that even matters.  It

22 just kind of explains why Mr. Truslow wants to come back

23 another time and put on even more evidence.  I mean, how

24 many days have we been down here on what is a very simple

25 issue?  Whether or not the watch existed, whether or not
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1 the pistols existed, and whether or not the coins existed

2 with sufficient specificity, so that they can then prove at

3 Pop’s death these folks (indicating) had them.  And they

4 simply cannot do that.

5 Everything else is just an effort with a repeated

6 allegations about -- as far as conduct, my conducts,

7 unethical conduct by me, by Mr. Pellington, by any lawyer

8 that’s ever represented these folks.  It’s just an effort

9 to persuade the Court that it should do something, but

10 still, at this moment, I don’t know what it is Mr. Truslow

11 would ask you to do.  You have the power to enter an order

12 to compel the Combis’ individually with each individual

13 subpoena to do something, but I -- you alluded that you’re

14 going to ask us to write orders.  I don’t know what I would

15 put in it.  I don’t know what -- how I’d identify the

16 watch.  I don’t know I’d identify the pistols.  It’s --

17 it’s unclear to me how I’ll do that.

18 So I would contend to the Court that you could end up

19 putting them in jail until they produce something that

20 either they don’t have or can’t prove they -- that they

21 even turned over.  That’s just not the appropriate remedy

22 for this.  If the Court were to find, for some reason --

23 and I would contend that there’s not sufficient evidence of

24 this either -- that there was a discovery abuse -- because

25 that’s what we’re talking about, a -- it’s discovery.  It’s
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1 -- it doesn’t go to the heart of anything else, just

2 discovery.  Subpoena were made, responses are insufficient,

3 the Court has Rule 37 before it, the Court could do

4 something under that.  The would be the most.  Contempt is

5 just not in view here.

6 So we would ask the Court to dismiss that motion going

7 forward.  Where we are with the case is there should be a

8 trial -- I suppose there will be -- of -- of these three

9 (3) very narrow issues.  The plaintiffs can put on their

10 evidence.  Mr. Chagaris can testify about the -- about him

11 seeing Pop wearing a watch at breakfast, or whatever he’s

12 going to say, and the jury either will or will not believe

13 that.  Ms. Ballard can actually bring somebody to Court who

14 can testify with competent evidence, if they can get him

15 qualified as an expert, to say, (as stated), “I understand

16 from Mr. Chagaris’ description of the watch that it might

17 be this watch.  And if it is, this is what it’s worth.  But

18 in fact, this is what it would have been worth back in the

19 day,” -- because he’d have to do that.  That would all be

20 fine for trial and that’s where we are.  

21 That -- at this point in time, none of that would be

22 right.  We should go forward to trial.  If they can prove

23 that case, great for them.  But what they haven’t done here

24 is proved contempt and we’d ask you to dismiss that motion.

25 THE COURT:  Thank you, sir.  Anything in reply?  And
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1 again, if he -- if he wants to, I’ll come back to you as

2 well.  I’ll let y’all --

3 MR. REDDING:  Sure.

4 THE COURT:  -- have -- both have a say --

5 MR. REDDING:  I think I’ve said my piece.

6 THE COURT:  -- and a bite of the apple if you want to. 

7 Yes, sir?

8 MR. TRUSLOW:  I think we can address it in our

9 proposed orders.

10 THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Well, here’s what I’m

11 going to do.  I alluded -- I did allude to this about

12 fifteen (15) minutes ago.  Gentlemen, I’m going to ask that

13 y’all do submit proposed orders, proposed finding of fact

14 as to these matters presented.  And of course, y’all both

15 made very persuasive and eloquent arguments as to your

16 respective positions.  And I -- y’all are -- have lots of

17 really good lawyers in this -- in this room.  Okay.  And I

18 understand y’all may not like each other and that -- and

19 that’s okay.  

20 But I want you to set forth your view of the evidence,

21 and the law, and what I should do, and why in the proposed

22 order.  And of course, I -- I’ve never been one just to

23 sign one order over the other.  I usually just mix and

24 match, which is why y’all -- you know, try to, hopefully,

25 come up with something.  And I want to think about this
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1 some more, so I will take it under advisement.  Okay.

2 Anything else for the purpose of this hearing on this

3 matter?

4 MR. REDDING:  Yes, sir.  As to our proposed orders --

5 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

6 MR. REDDING:  -- I believe the law requires that the -

7 - your findings be specific.

8 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

9 MR. REDDING:  I mean, and that -- that should be that

10 way.

11 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

12 MR. REDDING:  If either party is going to make

13 specific contentions about finding -- in other words, to

14 say this is what the evidence show, I would ask the Court

15 to direct us to cite it to the record itself --

16 THE COURT:  Okay.

17 MR. REDDING:  -- not just to say this is what he said

18 or she said, but to cite it to the actual record.

19 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  All right.  Anything -- yes,

20 Ms. Ballard?

21 MS. BALLARD:  Your Honor, you asked me to do a

22 proposed order about taking possession of that gun and

23 having it appraised.  And I will do a proposed order on

24 that.  I wasn’t clear whether you asked for a proposed

25 order on the pro hac vice and the requirement that they
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1 file with the Supreme Court.

2 THE COURT:  He can do that one.

3 MS. BALLARD:  Okay.

4 THE COURT:  Because I -- that was his motion.

5 MS. BALLARD:  Thank you.

6 THE COURT:  All right.  Yes, sir.  Mr. -- thank you

7 for bringing that up, Ms. Ballard.  Just -- Mr. Redding, do

8 an order.  I had granted your motion for pro hac vice with

9 opposition and I said why I granted it.  I went through the

10 requirements and I just required that you -- you know, sua

11 sponte, go ahead, pay the fee to the Supreme Court.  And I

12 made that finding to allow you to go forward to represent

13 your clients today.  I went ahead and granted that without

14 going through the proper process, and let them go through

15 the proper process on the back end.  Okay.

16 MR. REDDING:  Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  All right.  Anything

18 else for the purpose of this hearing?

19 MR. REDDING:  Negative.

20 THE COURT:  All right.

21 MR. TRUSLOW:  No, sir.

22 THE COURT:  All right.  

23 MR. TRUSLOW:  No, sir.  We’ve got it all --

24 THE COURT:  Anything?

25 MR. REDDING:  Yes, sir.  What --
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1 THE COURT:  Yes?

2 MR. REDDING:  What’s our deadline -- deadline for the

3 order?

4 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  Let me see.  What’s

5 today?  August 5th.  

6 MR. REDDING:  We’ll need a transcript, obviously.

7 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.  Yeah.  That’s going to be a

8 while.  Y’all got the first part of the transcript.  Off

9 the record, please.

10

11 (OFF THE RECORD DISCUSSION)

12

13 THE COURT:  All right.  It’s going to be a while. 

14 Sixty (60) days.  She’s telling me she’s got other stuff

15 she’s working on.

16 MR. REDDING:  Okay.  Maybe we say a certain -- a

17 certain number of days post delivery of the transcript,

18 whenever that is?

19 THE COURT:  That kind of answers my question as to the

20 status conference we’re fixing to do on the underlying

21 trial.  I mean, it’s August 5th.  We’re looking at

22 September 5th, October 5th.  Here’s the thing.  And I hate

23 to bootstrap you, Madam Court Reporter, with getting

24 testimony out today and the arguments, but you think you

25 can do it for me in forty five (45) days?
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1 THE COURT REPORTER:  I’ll push it.

2 THE COURT:  There we go.  Good.  There we go.  All

3 right.  So and that way -- okay.  Y’all get fifteen (15)

4 days after that because y’all pretty much have an idea of

5 what’s in the record already.  Okay.  So I’m going to give

6 you til October 5th.  Okay.  That’s sixty (60) days from

7 now to get the transcript, if you want one, and prepare

8 proposed orders.  Okay. 

9 Now -- and then, you know, I don’t know how long it’s

10 going to take for me to make a ruling.  I hope it won’t

11 take too long, but obviously y’all need that to decide what

12 we’re going to do next.  

13 All right.  So anything else for this -- for this

14 matter?  

15 (No response.)

16 THE COURT:  All right.

17 MR. REDDING:  Not -- not from defendant.

18 THE COURT:  All right.  This -- this matter is

19 adjourned.  We’re off the record.

20

21 (WHEREUPON, the hearing in the above-

22 entitled matter was concluded 3:03 p.m.)

23

24

25
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
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COUNTY   OF   RICHLAND  )

Be it known that I, the undersigned Patricia A. Szoke,
Official Court Reporter for the Fifth Judicial Circuit of
the State of South Carolina, do hereby certify that the
foregoing transcript represents a true, accurate and
complete transcript of record of all the proceedings had
and evidence introduced in the trial of the captioned case,
relative to appeal, before the Court of Common Pleas for
Lancaster County, South Carolina, so given on August 5,
2019, to the best of my skill and ability;

That I am not related to nor an employee of any of the
parties hereto, nor a relative or employee of any attorney
or counsel employed by the parties hereto, nor interested
in the outcome of this action.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have here unto set my hand this
21st day of September, 2019.

  Patricia A. Szoke_          
Patricia A. Szoke, CVR
Official Court Reporter
Notary Public for South Carolina
My commission expires 8/17/2020.

         THIS TRANSCRIPT WAS PREPARED FOR DAVID REDDING AND
JOSEPH PELLINGTON,  ESQUIRE  

ROA 0761



ROA 0762



ROA 0763



ROA 0764



ROA 0765



ROA 0766



ROA 0767



ROA 0768



ROA 0769



ROA 0770



ROA 0771



ROA 0772



ROA 0773



ROA 0774



ROA 0775



ROA 0776



ROA 0777



ROA 0778



ROA 0779



ROA 0780



ROA 0781



ROA 0782



ROA 0783



ROA 0784



ROA 0785



ROA 0786



ROA 0787



ROA 0788



ROA 0789



ROA 0790



ROA 0791



ROA 0792



ROA 0793



ROA 0794



ROA 0795



ROA 0796



ROA 0797



ROA 0798



ROA 0799



ROA 0800



ROA 0801



ROA 0802



ROA 0803



ROA 0804



ROA 0805



ROA 0806



ROA 0807



ROA 0808



ROA 0809



ROA 0810



ROA 0811



ROA 0812



ROA 0813



ROA 0814



ROA 0815



ROA 0816



ROA 0817



ROA 0818



ROA 0819



ROA 0820



ROA 0821



ROA 0822



ROA 0823



ROA 0824



ROA 0825



ROA 0826



ROA 0827



ROA 0828



ROA 0829



ROA 0830



ROA 0831



ROA 0832



ROA 0833



ROA 0834



ROA 0835



ROA 0836



ROA 0837



ROA 0838



ROA 0839



ROA 0840



ROA 0841



ROA 0842



ROA 0843



ROA 0844



ROA 0845



ROA 0846



ROA 0847



ROA 0848



ROA 0849



ROA 0850



ROA 0851



ROA 0852



ROA 0853



ROA 0854



ROA 0855



ROA 0856



ROA 0857



ROA 0858



ROA 0859



ROA 0860



ROA 0861



ROA 0862



ROA 0863



ROA 0864



ROA 0865



ROA 0866



ROA 0867



ROA 0868



ROA 0869



ROA 0870



ROA 0871



ROA 0872



ROA 0873



ROA 0874



ROA 0875



ROA 0876



.! :. 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF: LANCASTER 

IN THE MAnER OF: Chris Combis 

IN THE PROBATE COURT 

INVENTORY AND APPRAISEMENT ,(j') 
l> l> 

CASE NUMBER: 2012-ES-29-00415 ~ ;; ;; 
o l> : 
OJ c.n J.~ 

~ ORIGINAL 

o SUPPLEMENTAL# 

l> -\ (j') 
-1 ~, . rn ;lJ rn 
c...- ('") (il 
C O-I 
0 c:?J 

,~ 

= ..-' 
<-> 

= c-::> :::0 --i rn 
N 0 ..-. rn 
-cl < rn ::3 <::) 

>-' 
N 

P 
NOW 

C> -
Personal Representative (5): --"D"e"'s"a..!B"'a"lI"a"rd'-______ _________________ --'-rn.:..:.._;+""~",~,,= ___ _ 

Was there a will? [8l YES 0 Last Four Digits of Decedent's Social 
Security Number: XXX-XX-0852 

Decedent's Date of Death: --=2"'-3"'-=2,,00,,9"-________ Domicile at death: lancaster SC 
(county) (state) 

The undersigned, being sworn, states: That the following schedules contain 8 complete and accurate tnventory and appraisement of an real and personal property of thIS 
estate so far as the un~~r\IAned is Informed. that he/she has estimated and/or appraised ali listed property at its fair market value, accordmg to the best of hrsJher 

\\\ c.iR At '// /') knO"'edgeand(\~W!>' IlL II/ltl"l 12 
SWOR~~,lii~·· ·· ~·;· ····~~t\daYOf SIgnature ~ '-f 0~oJ. cD 

OctoD!I"J" . A , ... ~ 13 Name: ~iD~e~s~a~B;a~lI~a~rd~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 'j!' ~ Address: I 

A~~~~ .N6tary<?ubli, for j\I>p1~\ I l ~ E-Mail: 
My CoriU;JlissiQ~1Pifes : r:: ...l:::", Telephone (0): 

, ' . " , . 0'0 . _" , (H)'. ~ n'· , · roli~ r.(.. :, .' , ...... __ $' 

Signature 
.;./ vO,"""""" ,,\:, " 

""" (/I:' I""~' ~\) \,' Attorney: '!WQeH Jr , '" ,\\ 
Address: " I/ ,;! I , .'· Name: ~nl~a~ __________________________________________ __ 

Address: 
E-Mail: 

Telephone: E·Mail: 
Telephone (0): _____________________ _ 

(H): ----------------------------------
For estates of decedents, the gross fair mal1<et valuation of aU assets. regardless 01 situs, should be given as 01 the date of death . list all out-ol·state assets on 

appropriate schedules. A Supplemental Inventory should be utilized for correcting, adJusUng or adding to an original inventory. A qualified and disinterested appraiser may be 
employed to ascertain the value of any asset. the value of which may be subject to reasonable doubt. tf an appraiser is employed. his/her name and address should be 
indicated with the item or items he/she appraised. 

Within ninety (90) days following appointment, a copy of the Inventory and appraisement shall be sent to each interested person who requests it, and the original 
Inventory filed with the Probate Court. 

RECAPITULATION 
Non-Probate 

0 
0 

Schedule A - Real Estate .............. .. .............. ............ .......... ..................................... $ _______ --'.<_ 
Schedule B - Stocks and Bonds ....... ........................................ ............ .... ................. . 
Schedule C - Notes Due Decedent and Cash ...............................................•........ 
Schedule D -Insurance on Person's Life: Part 1 - Payable to Estate .............................. . 

Schedule E - Jointly Owned Property 
Schedule F - Other Miscellaneous 
Other Assets Payable to Estate 

Part 2 - Payable to Beneficiary ............................ . 

Schedule G - Transfers during Decedent's life ............• 
Schedule H - Powers of Appointment ...... .............. .. ................................ ..................... . 
Schedule I - Annuities and Retirement Accounts ...... ...................... . ................. • 
TOTAL GROSS VALUE ... ........................... . ........... ......... . ...........•...... ... ............ ... ..... 

ENCUMBRANCES ....... ........ ... ............................................ . .................... . 
TOTAL NET WORTH 

FORM #350PC (06/2010) _ .. - . .. . . _ ..... -. - .. . --.. _ . . _- . 

0 
0 
0 
0 

100 

0 
0 
0 
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I 
$ 

Probate 
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o 
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29.902.93 

658.528.46 
o 
o 

o 
218.000.00 
700,431 .39 

Page 1 or6 

ROA 0877



NOTE: WHEN COMPLETING THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULES, PLEASE REMEMBER TO LIST ALL ASSETS, 
REGARDLESS OF SITUS. ALL OUT-OF-STATE ASSETS MUST BE DISCLOSED. 

SCHEDULE A - Real Estate (All interest in real property except those held with right of survivorship) (If none, so state.) (For jointly owned 
property with right of survivorship. see schedule E) 

Item No. Description Tax Assessor's Fair Appraised Value Appraised Value of 
(include county and state) Market Value for year of Decedent's Interest 

Decedent's Death 

none known 

TOTAL SCHEDULE A $ __________________ n_o_n_e_ 
(also enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

SC HEDU E L B- S k toe san dB d on s (If none, so state.) (For Jointly owned property with right of survivorship. see schedule E) 

Hem No. Description FaceVaJue A~raised Value 

1 20 Shares of Stock in Superior Tile. Marble & Terrazo Corp. 2,000.00 unknown 
Likely disputed 

TOTAL SCHEDULE B $ unknown ---------------------(also enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

SCHEDULE C - Notes due to Decedent, and Money on hand and in banks (It none. so state.) (For jointly owned property with 
right of survivorship, see schedule E) 

Hem No. Description Value 
1 Loan due from Superior Tile, Marble & Terrazo Corp. 7-14-2005 230,000.00 

interest may be due. unknown at this time 

" 

TOTAL SCHEDULE C 1~ $ 230,000.00 
(also enter under teeapituIa/JOn, page 1) Oi u \ ~ 

(If more space is required, insert tax s~dules or additional sheets of same size.) 

FORM tI350PC (0612010) ~ • 
\U" \1 
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SCHEDULE D • Insurance (If none. so state. \ 
Part 1 - life Insurance Payable to the Estate 

Item No. Description 

none known 

TOTAL PART 1 
(also enter under recapitulation, page 1, 

ifi fi· . Part 2 - l· e Insurance Payal e to Bene Clanes 
1 

Item No. Description 
none known 

TOTAL PART 2 
(also enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

Beneficiary 

SCHEDULE E • Jointly owned Property (with right of survivorship) (if none, so state.) 

Value 

$ __________________ n_o~n~e_ 

Value 

$ _____________________ n_o_"_e_ 

NOTE: You must complete Schedule E if the Decedent owned any property jointly with right of survivorship at the time of death, whether or not the 
decedenfs interest is included in the gross estate. 
Percentage includible: 
1 - Joint interest held by decedent and spouse - the amount included is one-half (50%) of the value in all cases. 
2 - Other ioint interest - Generally you must include the full value of the jointly owned property in the gross estate. However, the fun value should not be 
included if you can show that a part of the property originally belonged to the other tenant(s). The amount included is the amount of the decedenfs 
contribution to the joint account(s). 

Item No. Description Joint Owner(s) Percentage Appraised Value of 
Includible Decedenfs Interest 

1 None Known 

TOTAL SCHEDULE E $ _____________________________ no~n~e~ 

(also enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

(If more space is required, insert tax schedules or additional sheets of same size.) 

~ \J~ FORM #350pe (0612010) 

-'\~ 
~\ 

\'> 
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SCHEDULE F - Miscellaneous Personal Property - (tangible personal property, employment bonus or award, interest in a partnership or 
unincorporated business, articles or collections having either artistic or intrinsic value, etc.) (If none, so state.) (For jointly owned property with right 
of survivorship, see schedule E.) 

Item No. Description Value 

1 Personal items (clothes & 101s1 Airborne jewelry) 100.00 
2 Chris Combis First Citizens Savings AccountJ212157481) 3,648.58 
3 Diane M. Combis Household Acet (funded by Chris Combis) FC 138361298 6,284.35 
4 Sharon Memorial Park 6 Burial Plots @ $2,495 ea. 14,970.00 
5 Rolex - disputed - estimated value $5,000.00 
6 Pistols - awaiting detail unknown 
7 Silver Dollars - disputed - unknown 

TOTAL SCHEDULE F $ ____________ 3~0~,0_82_.9~3~ 
(a/so enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

NOTE: FOR SCHEDULES G, H, AND I. LIST VALUES ONLY IF PAYABLE TO ESTATE. 

SCHEDULE G - Transfers During Decedent's Life - Transfers intended to take effect at death. United States Government Bonds "Payable 
on Death-, Trust created by Decedent in which income for life was retained, power to revoke or other incidents of ownership retained, life insurance 
transfelS. Lifetime transfers of real property in which decedent retains a life estate or other incidents of ownership. 

Did Decedent make any transfers during lifetime as described above? ~YES DNO 

If "yes- please give date and type of transfer and list total amount payable to estate: 
(If more space is required, insert additional sheet of same size.) 
Decedent created the Revocable Trust of Chris Combis on 3-11-2003, funded with $1.00. The trust agreement was 
amended by First Amended and Restated Trust Agreement on 4-21-2006. The trust agreement was amended for the last 
time on 4-24-2008 

9-11-2006: $171,178 (per Zillow) 718 Lockridge Road, Charlotte NC transferred into trust 
10-13-2006: $235,523 (per Zillow) 9313 Horseshoe Circle, Lancaster. SC transferred into trust 
7-27-2007: $417.359.01 personal funds of Chris Combis transferred into trust . 
02-03-2009 $3,934.67 First Citizens Bank Account for Revocable Trust Acct # 138254833 
11-21-2008 $4,887.00 Park Sterling CD Acet # 4015789 

$ 658,528.46 
--------------------------~-----

TOTAL SCHEDULE G 
(also enter amounts payable to estate under recapitulation, page 1) 

FORM t350PC (0&12010) Page 4 of6 
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(If more space is required, insert tax schedules or additional sheets of same size.) 

SCHEDULE H • Powers of Appointment - Property. both real and personal. over which Decedent possessed a Power of Appointment whether 
Testamentary or otherwise. 

Did Decedent possess a Power of Appointment? 0 YES I8J NO 

If -Yes-. did Decedent exercise the power of appointment in favor of estate? 

If -yes., please describe and list total amount payable to estate. 
(If more space Is required, insert additional sheets of same size.) 

TOTAL SCHEDULE H 

$ nla 

(also enter amounts payable to estate under recapitulation, page 1) 

SCHEDULE I • Annuities and retirement (IRA's, 401 (k), Etc.) 

Old Decedent own any accounts as described above? 0 YES I8J NO 

o YES fgI NO 

If -yes·, is the estate designated as the beneficiary of these accounts? 0 YES 0 NO 

$---------------------

If "yes·, please describe and list total amount payable to estate. $ ______________ _ 
(If more space is required. insert additional sheets of same size.) 

TOTAL SCHEDULE, 
(also enter amounts payable to estate under recapitulation, page 1) 

FORM tl350Pe (0612010) 

~---------------------
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(If more space is required, insert tax schedules or additional sheets of same size.) 

ENCUMBRANCES - (e g mortgages liens, judgments etc but not general debts of the estate) - List specific assets encumbered . .. , , , . , 

Item No. Schedule & Item Number Encumbered Thereby Description & Amount 

1 9313 Horseshoe Circle, Lancaster SC (per forclosure notice) 218,000.00 
debt may be joint with George Combis 

TOTAL ENCUMBRANCES $ ________________________ 2_1~8.~00~O_.0_O_ 
(also enter under recapitulation, page 1) 

MANIFESTLY NON-TAXABLE 

(To be executed by the Probate Court Judge in those cases where it appears that the estate is NOT REPORTABLE to the South Carolina Tax 
Commission under the provisions of the Estate Tax Laws of the State of South Carolina, i.e., the total gross value Is indicated to be less than prescribed 
limits.) 

It appears from the foregoing record of the above captioned estate on file in the Probate Court of this county, such estate is not reportable to the 
South Carolina Department of Revenue. 

FORM #350pe (0612010) 

Executed this day of ,20 

(If more~e is r~ed, insert tax schedules or additional sheets of same size.) 

f\D\ 
I\,d 

J\ 
\\) 

, Probate Judge 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE PROBATE COURT 

COUNTY OF: LANCASTER 
PROOF OF DELIVERY 

IN THE MATTER OF: CHRIS COMBIS 
CASE NUMBER: 2012ES2900415 

On the 18 day of October, 20.11, I mailed or delivered the following document, Inventory and Apprajsement. 
0--> 
~ 

~ 
o 

A copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein, or = c-:> ;;0 The original of which is on file with the court and incorporated herein, -i rn 
N <? 

Delivery was accomplished by the following method (check appropriate box): ~ rn 

o personal delivery 
o certified mail 

~ ordinary first class mail 
o registered mail 

-0 < 
:3 rn 

Cl ..... 
N 

~ 
W to each of the following persons at the address shown: 

Linda Combis 

Mary Combis 

George Combis 

Diane Combis 

FORM #120PC (212004) 
62·1 ·40 1, 62·3- '003, general 

NAME ADDRESS 

c/o Pete Nosal , Esquire 

825 Gold Hill Road , Unit 201 

Fort Mill South Carolina 29708 

c/o Pete Nosal, Esquire 

825 Gold Hill Road , Unit 201 

Fort Mill South Carolina 29708 

c/o Charles J. Bridgmon, Esqu ire 

5970 Fairview Road, Suite 700 

Charlotte North Carolina 28210 

c/o Charles J . Bridgmon, Esquire 

5970 Fairview Road , Suite 700 

Charlotte North Carolina 28210 

Signature:,.{2 J;...c:.,; .£(;,2 «)Z Ui:.-< d 
Name: Mara T. Ballard , .J 

Address: Post Office Box 6338 
West Columbia, South Carolina 29171 

Telephone (0): -'8"'0"'3"'.7-=9-"6"'.9'-=2-=-99=----___ ____ ___ _ 
(H) : 

E-mail : mara@desaballard .com 

Signature: _________ ____ _ _ _ _ 
Name: ____________ _ ___ _ 

Address: - -----------------------
Telephone (0 ): ____________ ___ _ 

(H): 
E-mail: --------- ------ ---
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