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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE PROBATE COURT -
) CASE NUMBER 2017ES02-0855
COUNTY OF AIKEN )
DEBORAH T. WEEKS,
Petitioner, ORDER
VS.
DAVID W. WEEKS, .
Respondlent. ‘

IN RE: ESTATE OF JAMES
RANDALL WEEKS, JR.

VVVVVVAVVVVVV‘V

- A hearing in this matter was held before Ame on Februéry 27, 2020. Present were
Petitioner, Deborah T. Weeks (Deborah) and her attorney, Leon Green, Esq. Also present was
Respondent, David W. Weeks (David), Dawn Weeks (DaWn), the daughter of the Decedent, and
Arthur W. Rich, Esq., Attorney for David. After taking testimony from Deborah, David and
Dawn, | find the fellowing facts.

| FACTS |

The Decedent,' James Randall Weeks', Jr. (Decedent), died on August 16, 2017. He Ieft “
his Last Will and Testament dated February 9, 2001, under which all aseets were devised to his
two children, Joehua Randall Weeks and Miranda Dawn Weeks, or the survivor thereof, in equal
shares. .Joshua Randall Weeks predeceased Decedent and therefore Miranda Dawn Weeks
(Dawn) is t_he sole beneficiary under the Will. .. e ..

The Decedent's brother, Dav1d was appointed in the Will as the Personal
Representatlve of the estate and has been issued Letters Testamentary by th|s Court and is
currently acting in that capacnty.

Deborah filed a Petition with this Court alleging that she was entitled to an elective share
against the estate of the Decedent. David, in his capacity as Personal Representative, filed an
Answer to the Petition for an elective share denylng the claim.
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The Céun finds as a mattér of fact that the claim was timely filed.

The' amended Inventory and Appraisement in this estate indicates assets of real estate
of $77,110.35 and miscellaneous personal property of $19,555.00. The real estate consists of -
two parcels. Parcel number one is approximately 255 acres located in Aiken County, S.C. The

~ valuation on the Inventory indicates that the appraised value of the property is $670,000.00 less
a forty (40%) percent discount, giving a value of the Decedent's interest of $69,310.35.

Decedent's interest in this property was inherited from his mother, Harriett J. Weeks,
who died on November 11, 2010. A Deed of Distribution from the estate of Harriett J. Weeks
was issued on April 5, 2012. The Deed of Distribution conveyed the property as follows:

(1) To David W. Weeks as Trustee fqr the Benson A. Weeks Trust, an 8/28th
interest;

(2) To David Weldon Weeks, an 8/28th interest;

(3) To Sylvia M.V Studley f/k/a Marilyn W. Burris, én 8/29th interest; gnd

4) To JamesA Randall Weeks, Jr., a 5/2%th interest.

The Deed of Distribution indicates that the original tract was 320 acres, less a tract of 32
acres, and less a second tract which had been sold out of the property.

This property has been in the Weeks family since 1894. The property was originally sold
"to Luther J. Weeks by deed of J.V.D. Weeks, et al, dated April 2, 1894, recorded in Title Book Y,
Page 243, records of Aiken County, S.C. The property was subsequently conveyed from Luther
J. Weeks to Alvin W. Weeks on November 13, 1944, recorded in Title Book 94, Page 218,
records of Aiken County, S.C. Subsequently, Alvin W. Wéeks died on July 30, 1956 devising
his property to his wife, Cora Randall Weeks for her lifetime and the remainder to his children
under his Last Will and Testament. Cora Randall Weeks later 'died and the ﬁroperty wés
conveyed by her heir, Sylvia M.‘Weeks, to Harriett K. Weeks by deed dated April 14, 1978,
recorded in Title Book 605, Page 142; by her heir, David W. Weeks, to Harriett K. Weeks by
deed dated April 4, 1978, recorded in Title Book 605, Page 155; by .her heir, Benson A. Weeks
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by deed dated April 5, 1978 in Book 605, Page 139; and by her heir, James R. Weeks by deed
dated June 21, 1979 in Book 646, Page 62, records of Aiken County, S.C. Accordingly it
appears frem the records that t‘his property has been in the Weeks family for approximately 126
years. |
At the death of Harriett Kilgore Weeks, her estate had her property appraised. A copy of
an appraisal was filed with the Court, which said appraisal was completed by Holstein
Appraisals of Batesburg-Leesville on September 6, 2011. The appraised value of the property
at that time wes $670,000.00. The appraisal indicates that the property consisted of 320 acres ‘
of cropland and woodland improved With a farmhouse. ktis evident that the actdal acreage of
. the property being appraised was approxihately 255 acres, not 320 acres. It also appears from-
the appraisal that the value of any cropland, woodland and timber on the property was included.

Since this property was appraised for the estate of Harriett K. Weeks -on September 6,
2011, only seven years prior to the date of decedent, the Court finds that the appraised value of
$670,000.00 has not changed and that it is en accurate appraisal for the purposes of this estate.-

. The Court further acknowledges that when any individual. owns property only owning a
fraetional interest fn the property, that the true value of the property is diminished for a lack of
.,""7-'" SR rﬁarketability and minority discounts. There are a number of cases, mostly in Federal Court,
discussing applicable discounts for lack of marketability and minority discounts. .

There are also Treasury regulations regarding the same. The cases as to the
apprepriate discount range from 20% to 60%. In this particular case, the Personal
Representative used a 40% discount, which is the midway point bet\Neen the generally
accepted discount figures of 20% to 60% The Court therefore specifically finds that the
valuation for purposes of this inventory of $69,310.35 accurately reflects the value of the
property in this estete.

The second piece of real estate in the estate is 1121 Weeks Road, which the Personal

. Representative has shown at a value of $7,800.00. This pfoperty was conveyed from Harriett
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K: Weeks (the mother of Decedent) to Decedent on June 20, 1983, recorded in Title Book 792,
Pagé 257, records of Aiken County, S.C. The Personal Representative retained the services of
Maurice M. Williams, Jr. of Aiken County, S.C., a certified real estate appraiser, to value this
property. Mr. Williams submitted his appraisal dated August 21, 2018 indicating a value of
$7,800.00. The Court therefore specifically finds that the valuation of $7,800.00 on the
inventory reflects an accurate value‘of this property.

Tangible personal property on the amended Inventory consists of 33 items with a total

estimated value of $19,555.00. The Personal Representative testified at the hearing that this

\indicates an accurate list of tangible property owned by the decedent at the time of his death

and the accurate value. There was a good deal of testimony at the hearing from both David,

Dawn and Deborah regarding items of tangible personal property. - Deborah also submitted a list

- of what she believes to be tangible personal property of the estate and an estimated value of

$43,080.00. The Court specifically notes that Deborah has not been on the property of the
Decedent since the date of their separation ih 2010 and therefore had limited information as to

which items of tangible personal property that she remembered might still be on the property.

Based on the testimony of David and Dawn, the Court specifically finds that the items of tangible

personal property owned by the Decedent as listed upon the Inventory, with a value of
$19,555.00, represents an accurate listing of tangible personal property of the estate with a
value of $19,555.00.
Decedent and Petitioner were married on or about January 10, 1998. Previously,
Petitioner was married and divorced to three other individuals, namely:
a. Webb Knox Singletary -
Married - December 15, 1973
Divorced - February 21, 1983
b.  Jerry W. Smith

Married - February 26, 1983
Divorced - August 22, 1996
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C. 'Kevin Leroy Shirley
Date of Marriage - unknown
Divorced - January 6, 1998
Decedent married Petitioner on January 10, 1998. From the records it appears that

there was significant marital litigation between the parties as shall be described herein but that

the parties were never formally divorced.; <.
Petitioner and Decedent had a long involved history of marital litigation prior to the death
of Decedent. initially, Petitioner filed a Petition for an Order of Protection from Decedent on
May 3, 2010. An Order was issued by the Aiken County Family Court-on May 20, 2010. This .
Order gave Decedent posseseion of the marital residence, certain horses and other tangible
property to Petitioner and issued a mutual restraining order.
Subsequently, Petitioner filed a.Complaint in the Aiken County Family Court asking the
Court to provide her with an equitable value of the marital home and its contents, for the
;:"' v decedent to pay certain utilities and maintenance, and to be awarded certain assets of the
marriage. An Order by the Aiken County Family Court dated May 20, 2010 indicated that the
rl Petitioner and Decedent had reached an agreement whereby Decedent retalned the marital

e
T —

reS|dence and granting Petitloner certaln property of the marriage and issuing a mutual

{
[

restraining order. As part of the marital proceedings, Petitioner filed her affidavit with the Court
_ dated September 8, 2010. Therein she swore that she was rnaking the representations for the
purpose of appearing in Family Court at a final hearing for divorce. She states that she had
| been separated from Decedent since May 1, 2010 and had been continuously separated since
that time. She further stated that there was no chance of reconciliation between the parties.
CoT She asked for alimony and for division of certain marital assets. She further stated that she was -
asking the Court to grant a divorce based on the grounds of adultery and physical crueity and
— \ .she was asking the Court for equitable division of marital property. Subsequently, the Family
',£ Court of Aiken County issued its Order dated November 1, 201Q At that point the parties had
” reached a temporary . greement regardlng all the biIIs celi phones possession of the marital

Jo ¥ o 5 ‘
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home, and other assets. The Order further indicated that a later hearing would be held to

address marital property after the payments were made on a vehicle. A Financial Declaration

filed with the Court by the decedent dated February 15, 2011 did not indicate the ownership of
| any réal estate. '

An Order was issued by the Family Court of Aiken County, S.C. on March 23, 2011. In
that Order, the Decedent was ordered to pay alimony to Petitioner and the Order further made
division of other tangible property of the marriage. The Order further stated that the parties shall
live separate and apart from one another as if they were unmarried. Subsequehtly, the case

was dismissed without prejudice by Order of the Family Court dated August 5, 2012 due to the

oy

e fact that the parties had failed to bursue the matter further.

It therefore appears that there were three hearings between these p'arties that were all
held on a tempo'rary basis. Deborah received substantial tangible property in the settlement,
which was listed on Exhibit F provided to the Court. Deborah specifically denies receiving some
of the items and disputes the amount of the items, but even accounting for the items which she
denies receiving and the values which she states, it appears to the Court that she still received
approximately $32,000.00 in marital property from the divorce and the Court so finds.

The Court further finds that although the final terﬁporary Order of the Court does not
specifically state that all marital assets are divided, that it appears from the division of the assets
and the assets that still remain in the esta;te that Deborah received substantial assets from the
divorce, the value of which is at least equal to or higher than the tangible assets owned by the
Decedent at the date of his death. The Famify Court action was later dismissed for lack 6f the
Petitioner (Deborah) pursuing the matter further. The Decedent was ordered to pay $2‘50.00
per month to Deborah and according to Deborah, she received this for several months, but the
Decedent failed to continue payihg alimony. Nevertheless, from 2011 until the date of the death
of Decedent, approximately seven years later, Deborah never further pursued divorce and -never

further pursued action to recover additional property from the marriage. Therefore, the Court

| L) e 000006,
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specifically finds that Deborah receivéd all assets from th&’ marriage to which she  was entitled —. .

and that the litigation between the parties essentially and for all practical purposes resulted in a

Ty

/ « = . . ) . ’ . . .
final property division of the parties/ The Court further notes that the Decedent's interest in the

. 255 acres was only received by him after the death of his mother which occurred following the

In 2013, the Decedent's son, Joshua, d'ied. The health of the Decedent at'that time was
declining and his daughter, Dawn, moved with her family back onto the family property in Aiken,
where she tended to Decedent until his death. Dawn continues to reside in an old farmhouse
located on the 255 acre tract. Deborah testified that following tHe death of Decedent that she
applied for and began receiving Social Security benefits based ﬁpon the work records of the
Decedent. She is currently receiving approximately $1,300.00 per month.

A list of funeral expenses, adminiétrative expensés and any enforceable claims that
have been incurred by the estate to date are in the amount of $31,583.12 and shown on Exhibit
G. The Court therefore specifically finds that the expenses shown on Exhibit G in the amount
of $31,583.12 are valid for the payment of funeral expenses, administrative costs and any
enforceable claims. |

LAW

In South Carolina the concept of dower and courtesy have been eliminated. To protect

the surviving spouse from impoverishment, South Carolina and most othef states provide for the

right of an elective share. "The legislative purpose behind the elective share statute is to pro{ect

- the family unit from becoming society's ward by preventing impoverishment of the surviving

spouse.” Williams v Williams 517 S.E. 2d 689 335 S.C. 386.-

"Since State common law did not require a spouse to devise any property to a surviving
spouse, statute giving surviving spouse to take elective share is a statute of creation, and, thus,
strict compliance with this term is mandatory in order to exerciée the right of elective share."

Simpson v. Sanders 445 S.E. 2d 93 314 S.C. 413.

' 7 n
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Section 62-2-201 of the S.C. Code of Laws provides for the right of an elective share.
An elective share is one-third of decedent's probate estate.
‘ .. - Section 62-2-204 qf the S.C. Code of Laws provides in part that the elective share
'V‘tjioes not apply to "a complete property settlement entered into or in anticipation of
""" %separation or divorce." Section 62-2-207(d) of the S.C. Code of Laws provides "in choosing .
- assets to fund the elective share, remaining property of the probate estate is applied so that
liability for the balance of the elective share of the surviving spouse is satisfied from the probate
estate, with devises abating in accordance with Section 62-3-902. Section 62-2-202 of the S.C.
Code of Laws provides that for purposes of computing, the elective share that any calculation of
the available probate estate must be reduced by funeral and administrative expenses and |
}_{enforceable claims.
, S.C. further limits property which may be divided between the spouses in a divorce
-action for equitable distribution. Pursuant to Section 20-3-630 of the S.C. Code of Laws,
?p'roperty "acquired by either party by inheritancé, devise, bequest, or gift from a party other than
the spouse"” is not subject to marital division.
In many states there are statutes which would prevent the Petitioner in this case from
j receiving an elective share. For example, in New Jersey the elective share statuté providés that
there is no elective share where "provided that at the time of death the decedent and fhe
surviving spouse or domestic partner had not been living separate and apart in different
habitations or had not ceased to cohabit as man and wife,-either as tﬁe result of judgment of
divorce from bed and board or under circumstances which would have givenrise to a cause of
' action for divorce or nullity of marriage to a decedent prior to his death under the laws of this
State." NJ Rev Stat § 3B:8-1 (2013). In Pennsylvania an elective share is not allowed "in the
event a married person domiciled in this Commonwealth dies during the couré,e of divorce
proceedings, no decree of divorce haé been entered pursuant to 23 Pa.C.S. § 3323 and
grounds have nqt been established as provided in 23 Pa.C.S. § 3323(g)". 20 PaC.S. § 2203(c)

8
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Further in Connecticut, no elebtive share is allowed "if such surviving spouse, without sufficient
cause, abandoned the other and continued such abandonment to the time of the other's death"
CT Gen Stat § 45a-4536(g).

For legal purposes, a fair market value of property transferred to anéther party is
measured on the date of the transfer "as the price at which the property would change hands
between a hypothetical willing buyer and a willing seller, neither being under any compulsion to
buy or seil and both having reaspnable knowledge of the relevant facts." Treasury Regulation
Section 20.2031-1(b). Real estate fractional ownership ihterests, also called a tenancy in
common interest, exist as in this case when two or more co-tenants each own a separate
fractional share of undivided property. ln_the absence of an agreement between the co-tenants,
each co-tenant may possess and enjoy the entire real estate. Although having equal right to.
i)ossess and enjoy, he or she cannot exclude the other co-tenants or designate any portion as
his or her own. Real estate fractional ownership interests typically suffer from the valuation
influences of a lack of marketability and a lack of ownership control. There are numerous cases
in thé tax court and federal court which support discounting for both minority diécounts and lack
of rriaritetability. For cases discussing discounting for lack of marketability, see Lefrak vs.
Commissioner 66 T.C.M. 1297(1993). Also, Connecticut Bank and Trust Company vs. U.S.71-
1USTC #12,753 (439 F.2nd 931), Fora dase discussing the applicability of miriority discounts,
see Propsta vs. U.S. #82-2 USTC #13,502 (680.F.2nd 1248). Also see Bright vs. U.S. 81-2
USTC #13,436 (658 F.2nd 999).

_ DISCUSSION

Respondent argues that if the Court should determine that Petitioner is entitled to an
elective share, that Petitioner should receive no elective share from the real estaté owned by
the Decedent. Decedent owned two parcels of property at his death, both of which were |
received froni his mother, Harriett Kilgore Weeks. Thé property at 1121 Weeks Road, valued at

$7,800.00, was deeded to Decedent by his mother in 1983. It is a parcel of land with no
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improvements théredn. The second property owned by the Decedent Was an undivided 5/29th
interest in approximately 255 acres which was owned by Decedent's mother, Harriett Kilgore
Weeks, at the time of her death. Pursuant to the Last Will and Testament of Harriett Kilgore
Weeks, the Decedent inherited a 5/26th interest in this property. Harriett Kilgore Weeks died on
November 11, 2010 at the time when the Decedent and Petitioner were already separated. The-
property was later conveyed to Decedent in 2012 from the Estate of Harriett Kilgore Weeks. it
is therefore obvious that the 5/29th interest in the property was not property owned by tﬁe

Decedent or Petitioner during their marriage and should be excluded from any claim of elective

, share by Petitioner. Section 20-3-630 of the S.C. Code of Laws specifically states that property

which is acquired by either party "by inheritance, devise, bequeath or gift from a party other than

" the spouse is not subject to marital division." Although our elective share statute is not specific,

-

the principle as stated under Section 20-3-630 should apply equally to claims under the elective
share. The rationale here, of course, is that a surviving spouse or a spouse under divorce
'Iitigation should have no claim to proberty acquired by the other party by inheritance or gift from
a third party such as in this case which was clearly owned by Decedent's mother. Further, the
property was not even in thé name of Décedent at the time of the separation of the parties due
to the fact that Decedent's mother was still living. If Petitioner is allowed to claim an elective
share interest against an inherited property of the Decedent, she would be receiving assets
which she clearly would not have been able to receive had the divorce been finalized.'
Respondent further argues that in the event that the Court determines that the elective share

“should apply to the inherited real estate and the lot deeded to Decedent by his mother, that the

' ;lCourt should order that the estate may pay a sufﬁcient sum to Petitioner for her interest in the

—
oroperty. Discounts for lack of control and minority interests are well established. Most of the

~cases in this area in the Tax Court and Federal Court are based on Federal law for gift and

" ‘estate tax purposes, however the principle of the valuation discount should equally apply&n
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estate. Respondeht argues that if the Court should find such an in;terest, that the 40% discount
aé applied to_ the valuation of the inventory is correct.

Respondent further argues that if the Court allows an elective share, that it must be
reduced by the value of the funeral and administrétive expenses and enforceable claims
pursuant to Section 62-2-202 of the 8.C. Code of Laws. The amount of administrative |
expenses, funeral A,and enforceable claims as testified to by Respondent and pursuant to
Exhibit G are $31,583.12.

Respondent further argues that if the real estate is excluded from the estate, that the
only assets in the estate that are subject to equitable distribution are the tangible property with a
value of $19,555.00, which is significantly less than the estate expenses. Therefore, the
amount of the elective share will be reduced to zero exclﬁding real estate.

The guiding principle for the elective share is based on the social argument that a
surviving spousé should not be totally impoverished at the death of a spouse. In this case,
however, the Decedent was the fourth husband of the Petitioner and they had been separated
for approximately seven years prior to the death of the Decedent. Petitioner initiatéd Family
Court action for separation and divorce and there were three hearing in the Family Court. The
Family Court Order provided for separation and division of many items of tangible personal
property and érdered the Decedent to pay alimony. t is obvious from the proceedings that the
Petitioner had ample opportunity to visit the marital property and té remove most, of not all, of
the property which she desired. In fact,' the records reveal that the items removed by Petitioner
had a value which likely exceeded the tangible property of the Decedent at the time of his death.

The Family Court actions were initiated by Petitioner. She failed to pursue the divorce,
although she had previously asked for it in her pleadings. The Farﬁily Court action was
dismissed by Administrative Order for failure to pursue the action.

Petitioner would not have been able to recover any interest in the Decedent's real estate
in the divorce action based upon Section 20-3-‘630 of the S.C. Code of Laws. She now,

Pagt g’ = 000011
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therefore, seeks an elective share in the inherited and gifted property owned by Decedent which
he received from his mother, which wodld have been unavailable to her in the divorce. Should |
this Court allow her to receive an elective share against the inherited property, this would grant
property to her unavailable _in the Family Court action. This is an obvious unjust result. A This
Court is obligated to follow the law, but it is not obligafed to turn a blind eye to justice. "A wrong
does not cease to be a wrong because it is cloaked in the form of law." Newman v Dore 275
N.Y. 371, 9 N.E. 2d 968. |

IT.IS THEREFORE ORDERED that it is the finding of this Court that Petitioner's Elective _
Share claim in .hereby disallowed. Petitioner is entitled to nothing for her Elective Share Claim
against the estate of the Decedent due to the fact that there was essentially and for ali practical
purposes, a Family Court Order terminating all marital rights and equitable distribution between
the spouses. | |

ah
So Ordered this _|5 * _ day of May, 2020.

Honorable a L. Marchant .
Probate Judg for Alken County, 5 o Gl

STATE OF SOU“I‘H CAROLINA, "T’ a
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE FAMILY COURT

) SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF AIKEN )

. ) Iy . .

Qobun Yloeks ) ORDER OF DISMISSAL.
' P, ) (Without Préjudicé)

)

)

)

vs.
jﬁ&mm L Wouko | |
Defendant(s). ) Docket Nool0il -DR-02- 1080

WHEREAS by administrative order of the Chief Justice of South Carolina dated May 9,
2006, it was ordered that all domestic relations cases with the exception of DSS Abuse and
Neglect cases shall be:disposed of within 365 days of their filing; and

WHEREAS pursuant to said order the Chief Administrative J udge for Family Court shall
direct and oversee the monitoring of all cases which are older than 365 days, and for which no
final hearing has been requested; and .

WHEREAS, this case is over 365 days old and no request for a hearing or pretrial/status
conference has been made by any unrepresented party-or attorney of record despite being noticed
to make such request within thirty (230) days and ﬁespite being noticed that failure to make such
request within such thirty (30) day period would result in the case being dismissed without

prejudxce all pursuant to administrative order of the undersigned;

[T IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this case is dismissed without prejudice;
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED any orders previously issued in this case shall be of no
further effect, shall no longer be subject to enforcement, and any support arrearages having

accumulated under this case number pursuant to a temporary order are hereby dismissed.

IT SO ORDERED.

Date: . : m { ) 20[& m STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
‘ F amlly CO J Udge g(})(l;;rrr]o;:—]wxﬂc\lerk of Court of Common Pleas and General

Aiken, S.C. Scmr:hns ;gr Aiken ;:s::gmszm;m Ca;r;:jm:o gga:?:;yy :;_:mfy

F' L E D ;h:;ma.ledocﬁ:gnmtf which have been filed in my office this

b
Agﬁﬂo a2 s M@ /%) o
- Alken
CLER
KOFCOURT . OO 013

SCCA 469 (12/2009)




FOR CLERK OF COURT OFFICE USE ONLY

Docket No. 2010-DR-02-1080

This judgment was entered on the AUGUST 6, 2012 and a copy mailed first class or placed in
the appropriate attorney’s box on AUGUST 6, 2012 to attorneys of record or to parties when

appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY (S) FOR THE PLAINTIFEF(S)

BRETT LANCER (M)
‘DEBRA WEEKS

33 ALICIA DRIVE
AIKEN, SC 29801

GUARDIAN AD LITEM

Court Reporter:

Custodial Parent (if applicable):

SCRCP Form 4F (10/2011)

ATTORNEY (S) FOR THE DEFENDANT (S)

P. A. ANDERSON (B)
JAMES R. WEEKS
1123 WEEKS RD.
AIKEN, SC 29801

CLERK:OF COURT

By: ASHLEY GUNTER " /%8
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N THE FAMILY COURT OF THE . b

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
- N N SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT '
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) B
) CASE NG: _2010-DR-02—1080 -
DEBRAWEEKS y EEREEE
' Plalntiff, )
v. ) TEMPORARY ORDER
JAMES RANDALL WEEKS, . )
Defendant. )
DATE OF HEARING '. f o ,February 15, 2010 at 10 00a m L
TRIAL JUDGE: . © " Honorable Vicki Snelgrove -

- PLAINTIFFS’ ATT: RN__EY - Sidney Jones

S _DEFENDANTS’ ATTORNEY * Andy Anderson :
2 ‘ACOURTREPORTER K Ckﬂw /tw*:j v i

ThlS matter came before the Court pursuant to a motron for temporary rehef Thrs case - -

' was 1n1t1ated wrth the frlmg of a Summons Complamt and Motron for Temporary Rehef by o

' Plarntlff on July 15 2010 Defendant S attorney Andy Anderson accepted servxce of the o

- pleadmgs on July 19 2010 At the hearmg, the Plamtlff was represented by Sldney Jones and the
ST v Aho[ke.w I o

:Defendant by Kﬁs Anderson ’
A prevrous temporary hearmo has been held on Septembcr 8 20]0 whcrc an agreement .

a fwas read mto the record that notrfred the Court of the partres personal assets that must be.‘_ :

- equrtably drstrlbuted and that a temporary agreement concernmg some of the 1tems had been

-reached It was explamed that the Defendant rs paymc for the Plamtrff’s truck msurance and
cell phones and wrll contmue to do s0 untrl the truck rs pard for in December 2010 and the .

partres were askmg the Court to approve a temporary order untrl December 2010 when the _

FlLED «
AIKEN COUNTY
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- ”partres wrll request another hearmé to address the remarnmg rssues The Plamtrff’s attorney then
A publlshed the aoreement on the record and the Defendants attorney agreed |
The hearmg today is to address those 1ssues smce the vehrcle at issue 1s'now pard in full

tis agreed that | |

1.. | The partres shall hve separate and apart from one another free from the control restramt‘

or mterference of the other as 1f they were unmarrred | |
. 2.. The Defendant shall have use and possessron of the marrtal home untll a later hearmg to.
| determme the assts that shall be d1v1ded ' - _ | .
o3 The Plamtrff wrll have possessron of her ’04 GMC truck and the Defendant wrll provrde'_

..full coverage 1nsurance on same | | |

- 4 B The Defendant contlnues to pay for the Defendants cell phone package as is now done
: 5 - The Plamtrff shall remove her name from any Jornt bank accounts that mrght be in
o eklstence wrth the Defendant ‘ | |

_ 6 | The Defendant has accounted for any deposrts that mrght have been rnade to any of hrs '

accounts from any source that were made to bcneﬁt the Plamtrff’s chrldren

7. The Defendant shall take all financral records m thrs possessron to an agreed upon
' accountant.
. 8.'.'_ The Plalntrff has not recelved the “blue tractor” as the last order strpulated and the

Defendant wrll not do anythmg to hmder 1ts removal rnto the Plamtlff’s possessron Thrs does

a .not remove thrs tractor from the mventory of martral assets The Plamtlff agrees 'to be the only'

o person to use the tractor whtle it IS in her possessron and agrees to make that Defendant aware of_ I

%

_ the tractor s locatron

T
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9 Both partles stlll agree to cooperate w1th the 1dent1frcat10n and appralsement of all mantal -
,' property and are restramed from transferrmg, drsposmg of devalumg, movmg, hldmg, or m any_ .
: way mterfermg wrth the orderly 1dent1frcatxon and placmg value on sard property

10 The partles shall be mutually restrarned from harmln harassmg, threatemng, molestmg,‘
_stalkmg, trackmg orin any way mterfenng wrth the other whether in person by telephone e-mail, ,
text messages vorcemalls or any other electromc or other means

L 11}» The partles agree that they may conduct drscovery in accordance w1th the South Carolma

Rules of Famlly Court and the South Carolma Rules of ClVll Procedure and that a heannc wrll be

requested to address the marttal property after the Plamtrff’s truck payments are complete o

: CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Thrs Court has _]UI‘lSdlCthn of the partres and sub]ect matter Iflnd that the partles have
e entered mto thls agreement knowmgly, ,freely and voluntanly, that they understand the_
_agreement and 1ts most recent changes that they were not under duress or coercron to enter mto'b -
the Agreement that they beheve the acrreement is m therr best mterests that thcy can abrde by X
' the Agreement and that they wrsh the Court to make thrs Agreement an Order of the Court and o
leave thrs case open pendmg a d1v1sron of the marrtal assets and a fmal hearmg for drvorce 1s" '.
. held The partres understand that a vrolatron of th1s Order could subject them to. the contempt “ .
| powers of the Court
The Court does fmd a drsparlty in mcome and the Defendant 1s to pay the Plamtlff
, ol
. c_omr/\encl ':j ﬂ.(r-
: $250 00 per month m alunony due on the frrst (15‘) of each month If the payment is ever nore v

'_than 5 days late then the Plarntrff can ﬁle an affrdavrt to the same and have the paymenyts pald

through the clerk of court mcludrng the 5 % surcharge

j &( L : l’,age3of?l .
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IT IS ORDERED that the Agreement of the partles as stated herem is approved and is the:
Order of thts Court |

AND IT IS SO ORDERED'

\v'

| Honor@e Vlckr Snelgrove

© Presidi
" Second

Family Court J udge
dicial ClI'Clllt : _

Arken South Carolma

-f 2011
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) : IN THE FAMILY COURT .
) . SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) Case No.: 10- DR-02 658
)
_DEBORAH WEEKS , )
: ' PLAINTIFF ) S
. ) _ ORDER
VS. ) '
' ' )
, JAMESR WEEKS Il - )
DEFENDANT )
: )
Date of Hearing: May 11, 2010
~ Presiding Judge: ~ Dale M. Gable
Court Reporter S 'Jennlfer Sm_tth .
Attorney for Plamttff None -

Attorncy for Defcndant P, Andrew Anderson
This matter was set for : an Order of Protectlon hearmg Plamt1ff appeared with her '
representattve frotn the Cumbee Center whtle Defendant appeared w1th hls attomey Plaintiff B
ﬁled her Summons and Petmon on May 5 2010 Defendant was properly, personally served

therew1th Upon the calltng of thts case Defendant’s attomey mformed the Court that 1t

o appeared that the parttes would be able to work out an agreement in thls regard After a brtef

recess, an agreement was reached. ThlS Court ﬁnds that it does have Junsdrctton over these
. il .

' partles and the Sl.lb_) ect matter of thts actlon F urthermore venue 1s also proper in thlS Court

The parttes agreement is as follows
B l ‘i. Defendant shall mamtam possessron of the mantal restdence
: 2 Plamttff shall retneve from the mantal resrdence the followmg the thllrteen o
v "horses all of the horse took and equlpment the horse traller the fifth wheel and
R all of her and her daughter s personal effects (clothes totletrtes medxcatlons |
;': and Jewelry) To accompllsh retrlevmg these 1tems Plamtlff shall contact the

Alken County Sherlft’s Off ice who should escort her onto the property and |:'| LED
- .AIKEN COUNTY

MAY 2 8 2010

3156 AC
CLERK OF COURT"
OJUOIS S

ensure a pea_ceful exchange. _ Defend_ant'shall cooperate in this regard.




Y
'F. ._I,I

[t

3. When Plairrtiff comes to'retrieve the items listed, st shall return to Defendant
her keys to the rrra_rital residence and the chur_ch.

4. Both partres are restraiued frorjh: communicating with each other; ' harassing,
bothermg, mtrmrdatmg, and commg about the other; sending rrressages to each
other; and contacting each other In any way.

5. -Both parties shall also be restrained from disposing of marital assets, assets
acquired during the ma‘r'riage,iand all of the assets speciﬁcal‘ly mentioned in this
Order. Furthermore, both parties are restrained from incurring marital debt and
debt in the name of the other party.

This Court finds that the pames agreement is farr and reasonable to both partres As
such the partles agreement should constitute the Order in thls matter: |
| Therefo're this Court issues this Order as follows |
The pames agreement as found herelnabove is hereby approved byt thrs Court and made -
* the Order of this Court: As such itis enforceable by the contempt powers of this Court

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this '2) day of M CUA 2010 in Alken South

Carolina.

DM Gable ~
Presrdmg Famlly Court Judge

Deborah Weeks -v- James R. Weeks, II
10-DR-02-658
- Order )
Submltted by: P. Andrew Anderson
Page 2 of 2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE FAMILY COURT

-y |
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT '
ST DA |
DEBORAH WEEKS )
el T 'Plai‘ntiff(S), ) JUDGMENT INA
Vs ) ' FAMILY COURT CASE
- JAMES R.’WEEKS I )

B CHECK ONE:

C

Defendant(s) ) Docket No 2010-DR-02 658

DECISION BY COURT ThlS actmn came to tr1a1 or heanng before the court

’ The ISSUCS have been tned or heard and an order rendered

ACTION DISMISSED ( CHECK REASON)

- Rule 12(b), SCRCP
] Rule41(a), SCRGP (Vol Nonsult)

[1] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled)

- [ Family Coutt Benchmark

E] Other o , , : |
lT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED See attached order |:| Statement of J udgment by the
N 'Court » : S . C . .
-' Date .-‘. SR , 20_>
| | ', é.c, V»

Custodlal Parent (1f apphcable): o

”SCRCPFORM4F (12/2009)

F amlly Court J udge

) "ThlS Judgment was entered on MAY 28= 2010 and i copy malled/ hand—dehvered/ boxed on -
.-‘J UNE 1, 2010 to attorneys of record or to partles (when appearmg pro se) as follows

) FOR THE PLA[NTIFF (S)

 FOR THE DEFENDANT (S)
__ »_DEBORAH WEEKS (M) P. ANDREW ANDERSON (B) | '
- GUARDIANAD LITEM
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE FAMILY COURT OF THE

)
| ) SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT |
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) |
) CASE NO: 2010-DR-02-1080
DEBRA WEEKS, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) TEMPORARY ORDER
) = '
JAMES RANDALL WEEKS, ) A,K“Eéf—c%?m
) .
Defendant. ) WOV 5 1 200
) 3:35 A€
'CLERK OF COURT
DATE OF HEARING: September 8, 2010 at 3:00 a.m.
TRIAL JUDGE: Honorable Vicki Snelgrove

PLAINTIFES’ ATTORNEY: Sidney Jones

DEFENDANTS’ ATTORNEY:  Kris Anderson for Andy Anderson

COURT REPORTER: Cher} You ng.

This matter came before the Court pursuant to motion for teroporary relief. This case was
initiated with the filing of a Summons, Complaint, and Motion for Temporary Relief by quintiff
on July 15, 2010. Defendant’s attorney Anciy Anderson accepted service of the pleadings on-

July 1912010 fA*t the hearing, the Plaintiff was represented by Sidney Jones and the Defendant
by i{ris Anderson. S

At the commencement of this Temporary Hearing, the attorney for the Flaintiff notified

the Court that the parties have extensive personal assets that must be equitably distributed but
_ had reached a tempoxary agreement concerning some of the jtems. Tt was explained that the
_ Defendant is paying for the Plaintiff’s truck, insurance and cell phones and will continue to do so

wntil the truck is paid for in December 2010; and the parties are asking the Coutt to approve a

temporary order until December 2010 when the parties will request another hearing to address

Filed: Q{—(g -720171
p"i"emya L. Marchant o | \
robate Court Judge agelo WA
By: 0ot | 060022 °
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the Temaining issues, The Plaintiff’s attorney then published the agreement on the record and the

Defendants attomey agreed. The parties’ agreement is as follows:

1. The parties shall live separate and apart from. one another, free from the control, restraint
or interference of the other, as if they were unmarried.

2. The Defendant shall have use and possession of the marital home until a later hearing to
determine the assts that shall be divided. |
3. The Plaintiff will have possession of her F250 Ford truck and the Defendant will continue

making the payments on the truck and will provide full coverage insurance 0X same.

4, The Defendant continues to pay for the Defendants cell phone package as is now done.
5. The Plaintiff agrees to remove her name from any joint bank accounts that might be in

existence with the Defendant.

6. The Defendant agrees to account fox any deposits that might have been made to any of
his accounts from any source that were made to benefit the Plaintiff’s children.

7. Both parncs agree. to a551st each other in prov1dmg any wcords that nllght be assocmted
with any income for tax purposes from the year 2000 to present. ’[he parties agreeAt‘o take all ”
. financial records in their possession to an agreed upon accountant. )

8. The Plaintiff will have possession of the “blue tractor” that is a marital asset and will be
accountable for its maintenance and operation and the Plaintiff will be responsible for removing
it from the marital propesty and trapsporting it fo her home. This does not remove this tractor

from the inventory of martial assets. The Plaintiff agrees to be the only person to use the tractor

while it is in her possession and agrees to make that Defendant aware of the tractot’s location.
K

" Page 2 of 4 886623
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9. “The Defendant agrees to allow Plaintiff access to home to remove her and the children’s
persopal clothing and karaoke machine, at a mutually agreed upon time comvenient to both
parties.

10.  The Defendant agrees to putchase Niki Weeks a computer for her use in school and other -
education needs. This computer will be purchased no later than October 8, 2010.

11.  Both parties agree fo cooperate with the identification and appraisement of all marital

property and are restrained from transferring, disposing of, devaluing, moving, hiding, or in any

_ way interfering with the ordesly identification and placing value on said property. The Plaintitf

-

will retutn any keys in her possession and the Defendant will maintain them in a safe and secure
way.

12.  The parties shall be mutually restrained from harming, harassing, th:eatenirig, molesting,
sta]ldng,vtracldng ot in any way ioterfering with the other, whether.in person, by telephone, e-mail,
text messages, voicemails, or any other electronic or other means.

13.  The parties agree that they may conduct discovery in accordance with the South Carolina
Rgles pf Eamily Qourt and the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and that a hearing will be

requested to address the marital property after the Plaintiff’s truck payments are complete.

CONCLUSIONS OF TAW

This Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter. [ find that the pa;‘tiés are
entering into this agreement knowingly, freely and voluntarily, that they understand the
agresment, that they were not under duress or coercion to enter into the Agreement, that they
believe the agreement is in their best interests, that they can abide by the Agreement, and that

they wish the Court to make this Agreement an Order of the Court and leave this case open for a

ik
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hearing in December 2010 and until the one year of separation has been completed and a final -
ﬁcaring for divoree is beld. The parties undetstand that a violation of this Order could subject
" them to the contempt powers of the Court.
IT IS ORDERED that the Agreement of the parties as stated herein is approved and is the
Order of this Court.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

N —

Honmg’x le Vicki Snelgrove

Presidjng Family Court Judge
Second Judicial Circuit

" Aiken, South Carolina

/ﬁ@o%o%" [ ,2010

FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER WILL SUBJECT THE OFFENDER TO AN
ORDER OF CONTEMPT WITH A POSSIBLE PENALTY OF UP TO ONE THOUSAND FIVE

- ‘HUNDRED DOLLARS (51,500.00) IN FINES AND/OR TWELVE MONTHS IMPRISONMENT.
AND/OR THREE HUNDRED HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE.

Page 4 of 4 | 006025



FORM 4

§TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Aiken

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2020CP0201051
Deborah T Weeks et al David W Weeks et al '
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
I:I JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

[[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):[ | Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[ | Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);[_| Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

|:| Other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):D Rule 40(j), SCRCP; D Bankruptcy;

D Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify -
arbitration award;

D Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
Affirmed; [ | Reversed; [ ] Remanded;
[ |Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: I:I See attached order (formal order to follow) || Statement bf Judgment
by the Court:

=IO

This matter comes before the Court on an appeal from Probate Court. A

hearing was held on August 2, 2021.

After consideration of the evidence and arguments by counsel for both the Appellate
and Respondent, the Court finds no errors of law. The Probate Court's decision is
AFFIRMED.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order ends I:I does not end the case. I:I Sce Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 09/27/2021 .

Deborah T. Weeks

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) : Page 1 of 2
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Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2
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Aiken Common Pleas

Case Caption: Deborah T Weeks , plaintiff, et al VS David W Weeks , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2020CP0201051

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

The Honorable Courtney Clyburn Pope

Electronically signed on 2021-09-27 15:57:03 page 3of 3

006028

1G01L0Z0dD0202#3SVYD - SYI1d NOWNOD - NIMIV - Wd L0 22 doS 1202 - 3114 ATIVOINOY L0313



Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: Mr. Green?

L. Green: Thank you Your Honor. That list that we have shown the Judge is that
what you believe was in the estate at the time of his death?

D. Weeks: Yes.

L. Green: Now, would you then, if the Court rules you are entitled to one third

Elective Share would you ask the Court to then allow you then to go on
this property and observe the estate assets?

D. Weeks: Yes.

L. Green: Is there a time that is convenient for you that you would like to put on the
record?

D. Weeks: Okay, tomorrow.

L. Green: Within thirty days.

D. Weeks: Next Wednesday.

L. Green: If the Court would allow you could be ready as soon as March the 47

D. Weeks: Yes. |

L. Green: The other issue relates to the real property associated with this estate. I

think that has all been cited for the record but as far as the numbers that
“were uses and you have already got copies of all this Your Honor. I
don’t know if Mr. Rich’s documents have attached to it the value that
was given by the tax assessor’s office. I want to include this as Exhibit
Number Two.

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: In his briefs are you referring to?
L. Green: He gave a bunch of documents. What if I make this my Exhibit?

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: Sure. Deed of Distribution recorded April 18™ 2012. Any objection Mr.
Rich? Ibelieve it was part of your packet right? -

A. Rich: . Ttis.

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: It is Exhibit D for the Respondent and I am going to mark it Number 2
' for the Petitioner.

L. Green: Thank you Your Honor.
Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: You are welcome. Without objection.

Page 28
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L. Green:
D. Week:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

Now this document is what? A deed of distribution?
Yes.

Does it show then what interest Mr. James Randall Weeks has in that
property?

It has got....
Is it five twenty ninth?
Yes it is.

Interest in that property? Does it say then when Mr. Weeks got that
property? The date that it was put into the RMC office? Registered with
the RMC office?

2012.
So you were still married to Mr. Weeks at that time?
Yes.

Then on the back of this document it has tax assessor information related
to the value. The third page from the back. It says page one of two. It
has tax assessor’s value for this property as what? Does it say one
million three thousand four hundred and sixty five dollars?

Yes.

Would you ask this Court then to require Mr. Weeks to amend the
amended Inventory to include this number?

Yes.

Or at the very least require him to have an appraisal done that will truly
reflect the value of this property?

Yes.

This is Exhibit Two. I think he has on the amended inventory six
hundred and seventy thousand dollars as the value of this property. You
would ask the Court to require him to either A. have an appraisal done or
B. adjust the number to reflect the tax assessor’s numbers.

‘Yes.

Page 29
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L. Green:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

A. Rich:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

A. Rich:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

A. Rich:

L. Green:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

L. Green:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

L. Green:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:
L. Green:

D. Weeks:

This one also has values from the assessor’s office that is not reflected on
Mr. Rich’s documents.

Any objection Mr. Rich?

No objection.

Title to.....

That has already been............
It is in your packet of briefs?
We have already introduced it.

That is his document. Mine has.... On the back of mine it has
documentation associated with the tax assessor’s office.

So a little additional documentation. We will mark this as Petitioner’s
Number Three.

Thank you Your Honor.
Justa way to keep up with it.
Absolutely.

You may continue.

Ms. Weeks, you have already talked to Mr. Rich about this document
here. This document shows Mr. Weeks came into ownership of this
property on or about when?

1983.

So he had ownership of this property prior to him and you becoming
married?

Yes. \

During the course of the marriage did he do anything with that property?
Did he sell it or did he get any encumbrances on it?

No.
So it was still his property?
Yes.

Page 30
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L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:

He owned it by himself?
Yes.

So at the time of his death did he own that piece of property? How much
acreage is it? One acre?

Yes.

One acre. According to the tax assessor’s office this property is valued
at what?

$12,000

Okay and according to the amended Inventory filed by the Personal
Representative he shows that property valued at $7800. Do you recall
that document that he showed you?

. Yes.

Then would you ask this Court to either A. require the PR to adjust that
number to reflect the tax assessor’s numbers, the Aiken County tax
assessor’s numbers or B. Have it appraised and get the true value of that
property. Is that your request? -

Yes.

So is it your position then Ms. Weeks that this estate was established
when the application was made for Mr. Weeks, David Weeks to become
the Personal Representative you were married to Mr. Weeks?

Yes.

So anything subsequent to that you do not believe is relevant to this
case?

Correct.

So you would ask this Court then to look at what was requested in the...
you ask this Court to look at what was in the Will and the personal items,
all the personal items and the real property be distributed to the heirs?
Includfng you as an heir?

Yes.
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L. Green:

D. Weeks:

L. Green:

D. Weeks:
L. Green:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

A. Rich:
D. Weeks:

A. Rich:

D. Weeks:
A. Rich:

D. Weeks:

A. Rich:

L. Green:
A. R_ich:

L. Green:

A. Rich:

Lastly you would ask this Court to require your name to be added to a
Deed of Distribution or some agreement worked out between yourself
and the Personal Representative?

Yes.

You would also request that the Deed of Distribution also be made for
the one acre that it would include your name as having a one third
interest in that?

Yes.
That is all I have Your Honor.

Anything on redirect? Please answer any questions that Mr. Rich would
have of you.

Are you aware that usually the tax assessor’s value is usually incorrect?
A lot of time yes.

I am going to show you copies of appraisals in jﬁst a minute. You have
asked for the Court to rule that the Personal Representative to have both
properties appraised?

Yes.

Are you willing to pay the money for the appraisals because there is no
money in this estate. Are you willing to put up the money for the
appraisals?

I am willing to split it.

You know to appraise a 255 acre piece of property is going to be quite
expensive? So you are saying you will put up half the money to have it
appraised?

Your Honor, I would object to that question.
What is wrong with that question?

Because you are putting information in her mind and she isn’t a
professional in terms of what the property is.......

I am asking her about having it appraised.
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A.Rich: . What value did the appraiser put on that property?

D. Weeks: Six hundred and seventy thousand dollars.

A. Rich: And you believe that was accurate then?

D. Weeks: Yes.

A. Rich: Do you believe that is still accurate?

D. Weeks: I have no reason not to yes sir.

A.Rich: Are you familiar with land prices in that area?

D. Weeks: No sir I am familiar with a lot of for sale signs but I have no idea.

A. Rich: To the best of your knowledge does that reasonably represent an accurate
value of this property.

D. Weeks: Yes sir it does.

A. Rich: . The tax assessor has it appraised for something like a million dollars.

D. Weeks: | Yes sir. |

A. Rich: Do you believe that is incorrect?

D. Weeks: Ido.

A. Rich: I will also show you Exhibit D. This is the deed of distribution from the
estate of Harriet Weeks.

D. Weeks: Yes sir.

L. Green: Is he going to put that one in?

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant: Are you introducing the appraisals Mr. Rich?

A.Rich: - I am sorry did I not do that?
L. Green: ' I object to that. That is a 2011 appraisal. That is almost ten years old.
A. Rich: It is seveh years before he died and it is the most accurate and current

appraisal that we have and I contend that it is relevant. If it is seven
years before his death and there have been no improvements on it and it
is raw land.
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L. Green:

A. Rich:

Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

L. Green:
A. Rich:

D. Weeks:

A. Rich:

D. Weeks:
A. Rich:
D. Weeks:

A. Rich:

Your Honor, this land has tons of wood on it, agricultural that could be
harvested. As a matter of fact the majority of that property two hundred
and fifty something acres consists of timberland. So for them to come in
and say six hundred and seventy thousand dollars and nobody has
valuated the timberland then I would think that would be unfair and I
would object to having something from that far back filed.

Your Honor, the Court can assign whatever weight they want to this but
it is the most recent appraisal and I contend that it is relevant.

The Court is going to overrule the objection and going to accept the
certified appraisals as submitted at that time. However, that does not
mean that the Court will not require that a more recent appraisal be
established. I am not saying that it will but that might be an option. You
may continue.

One other point Your Honor is that he doesn’t even know what the exact
acreage is and for that reason alone there should be an appraisal done.

If I may continue with my question. This is a deed of distribution from
the estate of Harriet Weeks is it not?

That is correct.

The legal description indicates that is three hundred and twenty acres and
then it says less thirty two acres and less another tract of land. In other
words it was three twenty minus these two. Is that the way it appears to
you?

Yes.
So you don’t know exactly what the acreage is?
Correct.

Tell me about this land. Was this family land?
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Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

A. Rich:

200 acres or 255 acres and we don’t really know but we have shown that
he has an interest in it by a deed of distribution. Furthermore, we have
shown that he has an interest in the one acre that we are talking about.
So those two documents show he has an interest in those two properties.
Our main contention arise when we start talking about the personal
property that he owned and what the values are. Well, you know
typically when we have an issue as to what the value of the property is
and we can’t agree on it we go ahead and sell it and divide the proceeds.
So if we can’t agree on what those numbers are and we don’t have any
scientific information to support it then we should sell it all and divide up
the proceeds. We believe it is one price and they believe it is another
then we should have some person that is uninterested and have an estate
sale and sell all that personal property and divide the proceeds. The
other issue relates to the value of the property. Now that is a big issue
because going from six hundred and seventy thousand dollars from one
million dollars down to six hundred and seventy thousand dollars
obviously something was different when they did the evaluation of the
appraisal back in 2011 versus what the tax assessor says it is now. They
make an argument that the tax assessor’s numbers are always wrong.
Well if they are wrong then let’s get a right answer for it. How can their
appraisal be correct which was done back in 2011 and what the county
has on record now? So if we have that huge discrepancy then let’s get a
true appraisal. Then the other issue is we don’t have the money. Well
there is a piece of property that is worth $12,000 or if you look at the
appraised value which is $7,800 but the assessor says it is worth $12,000.
So let’s sell it and get an appraisal done and see what the true values are
and go with that. Anything short of that would not be fair to my client.
She did what the law said she needed to do. She has complied with that.
So there is nothing left but the Court to decide if she is entitled to that
one third and what the value of these properties are. One acre, 255 or
whatever the case may be let’s figure out what those acreages are and the
true values and move forward.

Thank you. Mr. Rich?

Our contention that she is entitled to file for an Elective Share and as far
as we know they were still married but our contention is she gets nothing
as far as the Elective Share because she had been separated from this
man for eight years before he died. They had gone through substantial
marital litigation. There were three hearings. Section 62-2-802 of the
code says if there is a valid proceeding concluded by an Order to
terminate all marital property or confirming equitable distribution
between the spouses unless they are living together then there is no
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Elective Share. Those Orders are not final and I recognize that however,
the three hearings the last case was dismissed by Administrative Order
because the moving parties did not follow through. The moving party
was Ms. Weeks. She and her attorney chose not to go further with it.
She has already received substantial property from the marriage at that
point and there was no point in her pursuing it because there was nothing
else to divide. The property was not listed on the Financial Declaration
either the one acre or the property he inherited. The inherited property
clearly wasn’t because he didn’t get it until after they were separated. So
it is our contention and Mr. Green has dismissed the marital litigation as
not being relevant but I contend that it is relevant because in essence it is
an Order to essentially confirm equitable distribution between the parties
under section 802 therefore dismissing her claim for Elective Share
completely. That is our initial position. Ihave outlined in my brief the
background of the Elective Share as to the purpose of it. The parties had
been separated for eight years and had completely divided the property
and she said she received alimony for two months or for some period of
.ngfq time and she continues to collect his social security. Depending on the
value of the tangible personal property, the tangible property she
received before is according to our calculations is almost triple what is in
the estate. We can argue what the values are and what is there but she
certainly received, according to what she testified to, she got at least as
much out of the marriage as was in the estate. She got her share. There
is nothing fundamentally fair about her to receive anything. In terms of
" the real estate the property was deeded to him in 1983 by his mother for
the purpose of getting a loan and it was a gift. The other property was
family property that has been in this family for seventy five or eighty
years. It is owned by four different family members. It was inherited by
him from his mother after they were separated. There is nothing
fundamentally fair about her receiving a bit of that property. There is
nothing fair about that. If this was a divorce she clearly would not get it.
The statute on marital litigation specifically says there is no equitable
distribution for property that is inherited. Clear as a bell. Our Elective
Share statute does not directly address that and I will admit. In my brief
and I show many other states and by Court filings have ruled that in a
situation just like this there should be no Elective Share for inherited
property. If she gets the property she just owns an undivided interest in
it along with everybody else. It doesn’t matter what the value is. The
only way the appraisals come into it is if the Court rules that the estate
has the option to buy her out. We would have to give her some
‘percentage of the five twenty ninths. That is what she is going to own. It
would be a waste to have it appraised again. The last appraisal is seven
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!
Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:
L. Green:
Honorable Tonya L. Marchant:

L. Green:

years old and this is raw land. I think the Court can take recognition that
raw land over the last seven years in Aiken County has decreased.
Certainly in 08 and 09 the values plummeted significantly. This was
done in 2011. On the one acre property the estate had it appraised. It
would just be a waste of money to go out and have all this property
appraised. Who knows about the taxes she owes. The best information
that I have got is that the tax liens are still there. I don’t know but if they
are still there and she gets an interest in this property it is gone. The tax
liens are going to suck up the whole thing and there is not going to be
anything left. Again if there is, if you are going to look at the value of
the property and in my brief I talk about this and the lack of
marketability. Those are valid arguments. Finally if you rule against us
on everything else the expenses of this estate have to be subtracted from
the value of the estate. Again we can argue about the value of the
tangible personal property but the tangible personal property in the estate
without the real estate is only $19,000 and we have $31,000 in expenses.
If the Court takes that real estate out of it there is nothing left. The
expenses exceed the amount of the tangible property. Even if we go
back and adjust according to what her testimony is I don’t think we are
going to come up with more than $31,000. Even if we do that and the
expenses are valid and there has been no testimony that the expenses are
not valid it is going to reduce her Elective Share down to zero. The
biggest question of course is the real estate and again I would submit to
you that there is absolutely nothing fair or equitable about her receiving
one piece of this property. It is all inherited property from his mother
and she is not entitled to any of it.

Thank you.
Quick rebuttal Your Honor.
Yes sir.

Your Honor, again the issue related to whether or not she is entitled to
something based on some divorce decree, the statute is clear on that, it
says if there has not been a final adjudication that the spouse is still
entitled to that one third Elective Share. We do not have anything in any
of these temporary orders or interim orders or any dismissal indicating
that these parties were ever divorced any no property settlement was
agreed to. What they did prior to the decedent’s death that is not even
relevant to today’s case. The estate was established, the estate was
established on the death and I believe my paralegal says on the date of
the application. They keep talking about this social security. A wife is
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Thereupon, the following proceedings were had,

BAILIFF: All rise. The Honorable Courtney
Clyburn-Pope presiding.

THE COURT: Good morning. Please be seated. Madam
Clerk, céll the first case.

THE CLERK: The first case is 2020-CP-02-01051,
Deborah T. Weeks versus David W. Weeks. 1It's a Probate
appeal.

THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Green and Mr. McCants.

MR. GREEN: Good morning.

MR. McCANTS: Good morning, Your Honor.

THE COURT: How are you all this morning?

MR. GREEN: Doing fine.

MR. McCANTS: Fine, thank you.

THE COURT: Okay. This is a motion to appeal a
Probate Court decision?

MR. GREEN: That's cofrect, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. 1I'll hear from you.

MR. GREEN: Thank you, Your Honor. Please the
Court. Your Honor, as you already said, this is a
Probate matter wherein the appellant filed for a
one-third elective share under the Probate statute and
there was a hearing on this matter and the appellant was
denied the one-third elective share. The Judge that

ruled in that, Honorable Judge Marchant, said that my
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client was not entitled to an elective share because she
had waived or slash agreed to a permanent property
settlement. Your Honor, we have about five exceptions to
that order that we want to advance before the Court
today.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. GREEN: The first one is that we believe that
the Court did commit error by disallowing this elective
share because clearly under the statute all that has to
happen is a person has to be married to a person that
died in this county, at the time of the death be married
and they are entitled to that elective share. The only
way that that's denied is, there are three ways in which
that can be denied. It can be denied by based on a
permanent final settlement with full disclosure and then
that person would also need to waive it or disclaim it
and neither of those things happened in this case so we
believe that the appellant is entitled to the elective
share.

Counsel will probably argué that the appellant did
agree to a final settlement of the property which we
disagree with because in order for a final settlement to
happen those things have to happen. The Judge has to
know about an order. What they're gonna say is that

there was a temporary order placed before the Judge and
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that somehow that temporary order became a permanent
agreement between the parties and, Your Honor, that
doesn't happen on a temporary matter unless the parties
agree to that to happen. 1In fhis situation the parties
didn't agree for a temporary hearing to become a final
hearing.

THE COURT: There was never a final hearing, Mr.
Green?

MR. GREEN: Never a final hearing, Your Honor. But
they're gonna say that a temporary matter was the final
here, which tempérary orders can become final if the
parties agree to it. 1In this case there was no
agreement. Even in the order itself it says that this is
a temporary order and that we're gonna talk about
discovery, we're gonna talk about restraining orders,
keeping the properties that were in the marital estate
from being distributed or conveyed or something like
that. So clearly we believe that our client is entitled
to the one third elective share.

And, Your Honor, we said that we have five
exceptions. The other exception that we believe is, this
Judge applied a domestic statute and thereby eliminating
inherited property from the estate. Well, the Probate
statute doesn't cut out any exception of any sort that

says that because the property is inherited, it's not
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divisible or it's not susceptible to the elective share.
It clearly states what is. And if anything, that's in
the Probate estate whether it's inherited or otherwise or
again, anything of that sort is still supposed to be
considered within the one-third elective share. So we
believe that the domestic statute that was used in this
case was improper.

The other exception we have, Your Honor; is talking
about the appraised value df the property. There were an
appraisal for $670,000.00 and then there was an inventory
that had property in it for $800,000;OO and then there
was another document that had the property and the estate
at a million dollars. So we were objecting to anything
that created that ambiguity. So what we said was we
believe that the Court should go ahead and do, have an

appraisal done by an expert so that we can determine what

the true values of the properties within that estate

should be. Well, the court said that, well, we don't
need to do that. We can use the lesser of all those
three numbers. We bélieve that that was arbitrary and
should not have been done that way and we should have
been allowed to have a professional appraisal done.
Counsel is probably gonna argue and say, well, you
should have did that in a timely fashion, but the statute

doesn't put a time limit on it. I can ask for that the
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day of the court hearing for an appraisal. The statute
allows us to do that. And so we ask the Court to allow
us to have a professional appraiser do an appraisal so
that we can get the correct property amounts in the
estate. We were denied that opportunity.

The other exception, Your Honor, is the 40 percent
marketability minority discount. Never hgard of that in
a Probate matter. I wasn't able to find any case law to
support that position. We believe that whatever values
that a professional appraisal produces for an estate
property should be that property amount and not with any
exceptions, 40 percent discount or any type of discount.
We believe that the Court should not allow that to
happen. As a matter of fact, as I said, there's no
authority, and I know that in Family Court matters, I do
Family Court stuff, and I know that sometimes in Family
Court matters that deduction or discount is allowed, but
usually what happens is you have an expert who comes in
and goes through all the evidence and information and
then make an educated analysis of that situation and then
apply whatever discount they believe is necessary. In
this situation we didn't have any of that. The Judge
just said, okay, I'm gonna allow a 40 percent discount.
Never heard of that, haven't found any of that in South

Carolina case law.
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And fifth, Your Honor, we believe that the Court
committed error in finding that a temporary Family Court
order that we talked about earlier terminated all of the
marital rights of the appellant. Well, I never heard of
a temporary order terminating anything permanently and
that's, the object of it is, it's’temporary. So in this
situation the parties have not had a final order of any
sort. I know they're gonna talk about there's an order .
in place November sometime, 2020, November 2019,
somewhere along in there there's a temporary order, but
the statute says that there has to be a full, complete
final order in order for a person's rights to be
eliminated under that statute. We just don't have that
here.

And, Your Honor, I just don't see how this person
can be disallowed a one-third elective share. I mean,
that's just part of the statute that says that you're

entitled to that unless you either waive it or there's a

. final agreement between the parties, or you've waived it

or you've disclaimed it. Something like that has to
happen. And even if that happens, it has to be in
writing. There's no documentation whatsoever in this
case that shows that there was either a waiver, a
disclaimer, or a full and final settlement. Cannot find

it anywhere in this case and, therefore, the appellant
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has to be allowed to have their one-third elective share.
Has to. There's no other way around it. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Green. Mr. McCants.

MR. McCANTS: 1I'll try to get up and get closer,
Your Honor, so you can hear me. Good morning again.

THE COURT: Good morning.

MR. McCANTS: 1I'm gonna try and explain why Judge
Marchant was right in this case. First off, Judge, we've
got the standard review to look at which I'm sure you're
familiar with. We have outlined all of this information
extensively in briefs and I don't waht to argque every
point of the brief unless you would like me to because
you've got a full courtroom and I'm confident that you've
looked at the briefs, and basically the law in this state
is that the Probate Judge's order should be upheld if
there's evidence to support it.

And I realize Mr. Green's argument with the legal
issues with the law as to Judge Marchant's order is an
error in the law, but what Leon has not discussed though
is that there's an exception in the Probate code which I
cite in my brief. 1It's 62-2-204 which clearly
contemplates, Your Honor, situations where two
individuals, though not formally divorced, can, in fact,
divide all of the property by certain agreements whether

they be in writing or otherwise. Mr. Green pointed out
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there's nothing in writing. That's not required. If you
read the statute, it talks about a written agreement and
then it talks about agreement with respect to what the
parties intend to do with their marital property. And
Judge Marchant cited a couple of cases in her order and I
cited in my brief a case out of North Carolina. It's
called The Estate of Cracker, which addresses the
parties, even though they don't have anything in writing
with regard to resolving marital property, the divorce
action can imply to agree to resolve everything.

And that's important in this éase, Judge, because
here I think seven or eight years passed between the
point in time when these folks were last in the Family
Court, over the course of a very tumultuous marriage by
the way, Your Honor, and they didn't enter into a final
order of divorce or a final order separating property,
but life moved on and the appellant in this case raised

no issues with regard to the resolution of distribution

.of any marital property until the death of the respondent

in this particular matter. 1It's very difficult, I think,
for the appellant in this case to argue somehow that
these two folks did not intend to distribute everything
that was owned between them at the time that they were
last in the Family Court.

Another point that Mr. Green referred to is this
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concept that even the property for which the appellant
seeks an elective share at this point in time, even if
it's available in Probate Court, it was never marital
property. It could have been distributed as part of the
Family Court in the first place because it was inherited
property. I go into Family Court routinely. You've been
there, Your Honor. You know it's pretty much boiler
plate at this point, if you inherit property that is not
part of the marital estate, it can't be divided. So
between the period of time between the last time Mr.
Weeks was before the Family Court and before his death
according to what I've got, she never came back to Family
Court to contend in any way that the marital property
should be divided.

Any reasonable person, Your Honor, over that period
of time would have said, wait a minute. Something is
unresolved. We need to get that resolved and get our
life moving in a direction other than arguing over
property and they simply did not do that. Nobody held in
abeyance the issue of the distribution of any property in
the Family Court. It just went away. And that's what
Judge Marchant specifically found. She ruled, therefore,
the Court specifically finds that the appellant received
all assets from the marriage to which she was entitled,

that the litigation between the parties essentially for
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all practical purposes resulted in a final property

12

division of the parties, and that's in the Family Court.

And there's plenty of law,

and the statute that I

cited allows a envision situation where two individuals

are not formally divorced, therefore,

still married,

but

they can resolve property issues to the point where the

elective share never comes up later as part of any

matter. So Ms. Weeks had full opportunity to discovery,

to figure out what was available property wise in Family

Court. She was represented by able counsel who

thoroughly explored and vetted those issues and Judge

Marchant saw that and she said it was resolved way back

when and the elective share did hot apply.

My standpoint, again, using the standard on review

is that Judge Marchant's order is.clearly.supported by

the evidence, it's also clearly supported by the statute

I cited, the case law that's cited in her order,
addition to that that case I presénted to you out of

North Carolina, the Cracker case,

and in

which I think will be

very helpful to the Court in evaluating the issues before

you today. 1I'll be happy to answer any questions you may

have, Your Honor.

THE COURT:

I don't have any questions.

an opportunity to read those briefs. Let me allow

Mr. Green a chance to respond.
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MR. McCANTS: Yes, ma'am. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Green.

MR. GREEN: Thank you, Your Honor. If I may
respond. Your Honor, there's no affirmative duty that's
laid upon the appellant to file a continuing action
related to a divorce action. The PR can do that, can
finish up an action if they choose to do that, but in
this case the whole action was dismissed which means that
in a temporary situation everything goes back to the
status quo. So there's no order of any sort that would
require the Court, the Judge, unless the Judge makes up
their own rule, which appears to be in this case, to
allow a dead temporary order to be rejuvenated.

As far as implications, Your Honor, Mr. McCants says
that, well, tﬁese parties' intent was to have this as a
final order. Well, let me say this about this temporary
order that he's talking about. In that same temporary
order that he believes that the intent of the parties was
to have a final order in place, it says, in the beginning
of that temporary order it says, this is a temporary
hearing and that it is not meant to be anything
permanent. We're gonna hold these issues related to
property open. That's what the order itself says. And
then further in that order it says, well, the parties

will agree to cooperate with identifying and appraising
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the marital property and then agree to a restraining
order and then agree for the discovery to be done. If
that was a permanent situation, then why would they ask
for an opportunity to appraise the property, to do

further discovery? And they said that it was a temporary

‘order. In order for that to be converted, it has to have

the approval of the Judge. They have to tell the Judge.
First of all, you can't go to the Judge and say, Judge,
this is a temporary order and then later on say it's a
final order. Well, the Judge has to know about thaf S0
that they can make a decision related to that.

And then finaily, Your Honor, as far as the marital
property, there is no exception in the Probate statute
that says that marital property, inherited properﬁy is
exempted. There's nothing in the case law, statute or
anything that says that inherited property is exempted.
Yeah, we do that in family law because that's what the
family law statute says, but there's no Probate statute
that gives that authority. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Green. All right.
Gentlemen, I'll get you a decision by the end of the
week.

MR. McCANTS: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. GREEN: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. Nice to see both of you.
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State of South Carolina on the 2nd day of October, 2021.

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the forgoing 14 pages
constitute a true and accurate record of said proceedings.

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am neither related, counsel
to, nor of interest to any party hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand at

Lexington County, this 18th day of November, 2021.

By:s/Steven E. LeBlanc

Steven E. LeBlanc, Sr., R.P.R.
Eleventh Circuit Court Reporter
State of South Carolina.

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.O. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071 Ve
’ - 0035053



Certificate

STATE OF ko
SOUTH CAROLINA .5 —# PROBATE COURT
COUNTY OF AIKEN ] LICENSE NO.: 195704

To Whom It May Com

This 1s to certify that.-on the 10th day of
January, 1998, at , in the County of , State
of South Carolina, JAMES. RANDALL. WEEKS JR
(born 5/27/1951 in. SOU’"I CAROLINA) and

DEEORAH LYNN SHIRTEY -th%,w/ 191086 ia NORTH-
CAROLINA) were united 1n Bonds of -Matrimony

by FRANKLIN D HAMI\“OND L\’IR_NIST in

accordance with the law of South Carolina,

and as shown by.the records of this Court.

Witrness my ﬁ%ﬁq and Seal of said Court, |
this the 16t# day of March, 2017.

c’@“% «ﬁ“@m}%f

oY LOf )’RUBAIL

| OO



Tarbora, North Caralinn 27080

HOPKINS & ALLE™.. Avtarneys At Faw —212 Majn Sy,

822F 3883 ",

NORTH CAROLINA IN THE GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE

CUMBERLAND COUNTY DISTRICT COURT DIVISION 26 &8
Case No. 83 CvD 90 3; & E

Deborah Taylor Singletary ) : ' r_.;, o N

VS ~ . ) . JUDGMENT OF ABSOLUTE DIVERCEZ

Webb Knox Singletary, III ) S6 = 5

THIS CAUSE COMING ON TO BE HEARD, and being heard by'?i:"’eﬁlfﬁnérsigned
Judge presiding at a regular civil session of the District Court,coTwel fth

Judicial District, CUMBERLAND County, Fayetteville, North Carolina; L
And it appearing to the Court, and the Court so finding, that this is a

cause of action for absolute divorce on the ground of one year's separation

brought by the Plaintiff under the provisions of North Carolina Generai Sta-
tute, Chapter 50, Section 6 et seq.; that there is no controversy between the
parties as to support or alimony, and it appearing that the Defendant was
served properly by personal service on ~ ) : ? . And it
further appearing that no request for jury fm!ai E_‘Sﬁas Lﬁefen“:sf"l. iTed by the
Defendant with the Clerk of this Court under the provisions of N.C.G.S. 50,
Section 10, and that therefore, the right to have the facts determined by a
Jury is deemed to be waived; and the Court, without objection, proceeded to
hear the evidence offered by the Plaintiff in support of the allegations of the .
Complaint, all. of which material allegations are deemed denied, and the Court, -
having heard the evidence, makes the following FINDINGS OF FACT: '

1. The Plaintiff has been a resident of North Carolina for more than six
months. imnediately béfore the commencement of this action.

2. The Plaintiff and the Defendant were lawfully married to each other on
December 15, 1973. _ :

3. The Plaintiff and the Defendant, with the .intention to permanently
terminate the marital relationship, have 1ived separate and apart from each
other continuously for more than one year immediately before the commence-
nient of this action. - '

Based on the foregoing FINDINGS OF FACT, the Court reaches as a CONCLU-
SION OF LAW that the Plaintiff should be granted an absolute divorce from the
Defendant, grounded on one year's separation. '

IT 1S NOW, THEREFORE, upon motion of the Attorney for the Plaintiff,
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the bonds of matrimony heretofore: existing
between the Plaintiff and the Defendant be, and the same are hereby dissolved
and the Plaintiff is granted an absolute divorce form the Defendarit.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff is restored to the use of her
maiden name, Deborah Taylor.

. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the costs of this action be paid by the Plain-
tiff. '

Done in Fayetteville, N.C., this /7" day of Frbpuen), 1933

S 4t &

A TRUE COPY

LiERK OF SUPERIOR COURT' .' _ 000085
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NORTH CAROLINA IN THE GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE
COLUMBUS COUNTY EHED DISTRICT COURT DTVISION
I

Jerry W. Smith T Glo—/3-31

96 BUG 23 AHIi: 13 —
vSsS.

Deborah L. Smith *'

JLiaa D LULEIY CS.C. JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE

This cause coming,on to be heard and, being heard before the undersigned
Judge Presiding oVéf*%ﬁé‘mAﬁ§ﬁ§E”22 ., 1996 Civil Session of District
for the County of Columbus, and from the record proper and testimony of
witnesses, the Court makes the following findings of fact:

1. This is an action for absolute divorce based upon the continuous
separation of the plaintiff and defendant for one year.

2. This action was filed and summons issued on the 17th day of July
1996.

3. Service of process was obtained upon the Defendant on the 22

: day
of July 1996.

4. The defendant has failed to file answer or other responsive pleading
as required by the Rules of Civil Procedure. ’ :

5. Plaintiff has been a resident of the State of North Carolina for more
than six months next preceding the institution of this action.

6. Plaintiff and defendant were lawfully married on the 26th day of
February, 1983.

7. Plaintiftr and defendant separated each from the other on the 9th day
of June 1994 intending to remain permanently separate and apart, and have
not resume the marital relationship at any time said date of separation.

8. That the plaintiff and the defendant have remained permanently separate
and apart for more than one year prior to the institution of this action.

9. There were 2 children born of the marriage and all matters of support
and equitable distribution have previously been settled by the parties.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the court concludes as a
matter of law that this court has jurisdiction over the parties and
subject matters, the plaintiff is entitled £o an absolute divorce.

It is now, therefore, ordered, adjudged and decreed that the bonds of
matrimony previously existing between the plaintiff and defendant are
hereby dissolved and the plaintiff is granted an absolute"d@ivorcex

This the .22 -~ day of _ August . , 1996. '

= //%M/%

District Tourt Judg

Ry’
CLERK OF SUPERIOR _C;OURT
_COLUNBUS ‘.ouam

‘ ‘ 000050
Mt Daguy, Clar Superior Cout ACAY



ORDER

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF
RICHMOND COUNTY, STATE OF GEORGIA
000212
KEVIN LEROY SHIRLEY, . MB 630
* R v o3
PLAINTIFF, . e, @ 2%
o Rl g o
v. ¢ ca.#rco® o= m
: €5 o iz
DEBORAH LYNN TAYLOR SHIRLEY, . e &
: o Z5 =2 o
DEFENDANT. . S o= i3
8 = ~R
FINAL JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF TOTAL DIVORCE e a0«

Uponeonsidemionofdnheueupmtheevldmoesubmimdumvidedbylaw,itisthejudpxﬁ:}theCoun
that a total divorce be granted, that is to say a divorce 3 yinculo matrimonii, between the perties to the above-stated case
upon legal principles. v

IT IS HEREBY CONSIDERED, ORDERED AND DECREED by the Court that the marriage contract
heretofore entered into between the pasties to this case, from and after this date, be and is set aside and dissolved as fully
and effeciually as if no such contract had ever been made o+ entered into.

Phintiﬂ'mdDcfendantintheﬁmmsha!lbeheldandconsiducdubepmaanddisﬁnctpmonultogether

unconnected by any nuptisl unlon or civil contract, whatsoever, and both shall have the right to remarry.

Thh_‘ﬁ day of lM

PREPARED BY:

%\’N H. %T‘ZELLER

Attomey for the Plaintiff

GSB # 461012

Post Office Box 1170 ,
Augusta, Georgia 30903 ‘
(706) 724-6678

Filed in this office mél day of]

1S.C.ALC.

C:AWNPRINTOIVUD SHIRLEYKEYIN L

000057




STATE OF GEORGIA 'SUPERIOR COURT

RICHMOND COUNTY

I, TONYA ROWLAND, Deputy Clerk of Superior Court of Richmond County,

Georgia, hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original of file and
of record in this office in Re:

RCD-2097-97

KEVIN LERQOY SHIRLEY -VS- DEBORAH LYNN TAYLOR SHIRLEY

FINAL JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF TOTAL DIVORCE

SIGNED JANUARY 6, 1998

Witness my signature and the seal of said court herefore affixed at

Augusta, Georgia this 4TH day of APRIL 2018.

DEPUTY CLERK

006038




~—gPublic.net - Aiken County, SC

) ) ]

% gPublic.net™ Aiken County, SC

Parcel Summary
Parcel ID 170-00-01-001
Locatlon Address 1085 WEEKS RD
+ Additional addresses:
AIKEN 29805

Legal Description
{Note; Not to be used on legal documents)
Property Class/ Property Type  AGRICULTURAL/REAL PROPERTY

Nelghborhood EQUINE13
Fire District COUCHTCN FIRE DEPARTMENT
Building Description
Tax District UNINCORPORATED
Millage Rate 6% RATIO = 239.50 OWNER-OCCUPIED 4% RATIO = 102.20
Acres 255.00
Exemptions
Council District COUNCIL DISTRICT ONE
Location Description SOFHWY 206
Owner Information
SylviaM Studley etal
4470 James Madison Trl

Dayton, OH 45400

Land Information

Page 1 of 2

Land Type Units Unit Type Appraised Value Market Value
Residential 6% i 3 AC $10,800 $10,800

Ag Timber 4% 252 AC $32,760 $907,200

Residential Buildings

Type Single-family Residence
Style Two Story
Units 1

Total AreaSq Ft 2,155
HeatedAreaSqFt 2,155
Exterior Walls Frame, Siding, Vinyl;
Actual YearBuilt 1952

. Flooring Automatic Floor Cover Allowance;
Roof Cover Metal, Preformed
Number Fireplaces 2
Heating Type Warmed & Cooled Air
Bedrooms 0
Bathrooms 3FULL
Garage Area
Market Value $82,973

Mobile Homes on Parcel

Serlal Decal TotalArea Year Market
PropertyCard Class Category Number Number Color LengthxWidth SqFt Bullt Value
777-00-11-249 NON-OWNER OCCUPIED RESIDENTIAL{6%) Two-Section, Aluminum CFLHP2ABH135603213 50606 GRAY 64x%28 1792 1987 $6,922

Miscellaneous Improvement Information

Description Size Units Market Value
Additional Cost (porches, canopies, etc.) $2492
Sales
Sale Date Buyer Seller . Sale Price Book/Page
4/5/2012 DAVID WWEEKS TRUSTEE FOR BENSON AWEEKSESTET AL HARRIETTE KILGORE WEEKS $0 4401/2030
Property Valuation History
[ 2018
Land Value $43,560
ImprovementValue = $85,465
Total Market Value - » $1,003,465--
Total AppralsedValue $129,025
AssessadValde T $7,030
Sketches -
innn
0064639
https://apublic.schneidercorp.com/Application.aspx?AppID=844 & LayerID=15264&PageT... 7/18/2019



_ &Blic.net = Aiken County, SC Page 2 of 2

A \‘ - , A
J:’{ r N \
/
7
/s 12
7
; .
1
{2d0p
20 20
8
901004 9317#:5 12
vy 3 9
9 8
13 11
8 9
21
20
27
100001 100008
{155%) {0690}
53 30 30
6
8 20
6
9
32
1
{1828
8 8
27
Photos

Nodata avallable for the followi dul -CommercialBuildings,MdbiIeHome Information.

The Aiken County Assessor's Office and IT/GeoServices Division strive to produce the most accurate information possible. No express or implied
wearrantles of any kind are provided for, or applicable to. the data herein, its use, or its interpretation. All assessment information is subject to change.

Last Data Upload: 7/17/2019 11:54:06 PM Version 2.2.33

httos://amiblic.schneidercarn.com/Annlication asnx?AnnID=R44&T averiD=157264&PaceT  7/1/2010



NAME:

MAILING ADDRESS :

PARCEL #:
OLD PARCEL #:

IMPROVEMENT§

MOBILE HOME
LAND VALUE
TOTAL VALUE

L7

2N

QOINESOo ~0355

AIKEN COUNTY ASSESSOR'S OFFICE

WEEKS TRUSTEE FOR BENSON A WEEKS EST.
DAVID W

STIBREAYYBXRU/SIREET , SUMMERVILLE, SC 29483
WFGI69.64 J0O/ES RANDALL

00-225-0-01-012

APPRAISED VALUE OF PROPERTY

$ 85,465
$0
$ 918,000

$ 1,003,465

" DATE: . 8/30/2017

SIGNED BY :
RECEIVED BY :

Filed:_ 0 & -50~XRo0/7
Tonya L. Marchant
Probate Court Judge
By: ,éaﬂ&g%g%gk%ﬂam

000061
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Information provided hotein. Users of this daty ase hetoby
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caused, OR, lor any decision made o7 acton taken of ROt taken

vaification of the informaton

Alken County
Alken County makas no wananty, reprasentation or guatanty as
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Melanls Holsteln Appralsals

RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL SUMMARY REPORT

Fily No.:
1 Property Address: 1085 Wesks Road City: Alken Slale: SC _ Zip Cods:
% Counly: Alken _Lepal Description: N7A

3

Assessor's Parcel #:  N/A--porilon of larger parcel

3 Tax Year: RE. Taxes:$ Speclal Assessments: § Bomewes (If applicablo):
| Current Owinar of Record: _ Estote of Hardetta K. Weeks Ocoupant: {"JOwnec  {X)Tenant [ JVacant _|[_J Manufaclured Houshg
Project Type: [ PUD ] Condominfum [) Cooperativa | ] Other (descrlbe HOA:$ £ J peryear [} per month
53| Market AreaName:  Northern rura) Aliken County Hap Reference: Censys Track:

= The gurpose of s appralsal Is to develop an oplnfon of | | Market Valus (as defined}, or <) other byps of valus (describs) _conlributosy value of Improvments onl
g This report retiects lhe followlng valua i not Cumen, ses comments): [ ) Curcant Qtha Inspection Dato Is B Effective Dale) D Retospective [ ] Prospciive
£ Approaches developed for this appralsak <) Sales Comparison Approach [ ] Gost Approach [ ) Income Approach _ (566 Reconcliallon Commenls and Scaps of Work ‘
S| Property Rights Appralsed;  [X) Fes Simple {] Leaschold [ ) Leased Fes (] Giher (dsseiibe)
gt Inended Use: This report I Intended as a component of the Weeks Estate master appralsal for the gurgose of determining the contrdbutory velug’
i} of the building Improvements only. it s not Intended lo be a stand-alons appralsal of the subject Improvements.
% {ntended User(s) (by name or type): _ Tha Estate of Harrlelte K. Weeks
& Client: _The Estate of Hardelle K. Weeks Addrass;
‘§ Agpraiser: _ Malanle S. Holsteln Address: 521 W Rellroad Ava, Bateshuirg, SC 28006
.« Location: _ Utban Suburhan flural P6edomlnant One-UnltHousing | Presentland Use ChangeinLandUsa
Bumup [Jover75% [ )25-75% Under 25% cupan PRICE AGE | One-Uinit %{ <) Not LIkely
ZlGrowh rale: [ Rapid {7 Stabls Slow 53 Owner $(000) (yrs)  12-4Unit ST Likely* ] InProcass *
Praperly vaes: [} lacreasing (<) Stablle Declaleg {7 Yenant Low Mult-Unt %1*To:
g Demand/supply: ] Shortage T InBalance §x] Over Supply {1 Vacanh (0-5%) High Comm'| %
Markeling Ume; [ Under 3 Mos. [T 3-6 Mos. Over 8 Mos. |1 Vacan! {>5%) Pred %

See.market area description In master

ﬁ Market Area Boundarles, Descriplion, and Market Condillons (lncluding suppont for the abiove characledstics and trends):

<Z| report. As In most wral SC communities, the sublect market for residentlat propertles hias seen subslantlal reduction In prices and Increases In |
| marketing time.

)

[

2

gl 4

S| Dimenslons: NJA—stte not Included In eppralsal Site Avea:

4| Zoning Glassificaion: RUD Descﬂpnon fural

Bl Zondng Compliance: (X L

%

Asa CCRs applicable? . {1 Yes
Highast & Bast Use as Impraved:

{) No I | Unkaown
D4 Present use, or

L] Gther use {explaln)

Aclual Use as of Effective Date:  Residenttat Uso as appralsed In s repoit:  Residentlat

2 Summary of Highest & Best Use:

&)

E_ Utlittes ~ Public Other  Providen/Dascription | Oft-slelmprovements Type Peblic Privale | Topogaphy N/A

@leecicy X Stest  Dirt surface county road [ |{ste NiA

al Gas 0O K CurbyGutter 0O (3 |shpe NiA

B water 0 K wa Sldowalk O O |oeege A

g Santtary Sewer-[J. DY septlc Street Lights 0O O |Vew Jural

@l Stom Sewer {1 [] Ay . 0 0}

4 Other stto eements: [ ] Instde Lot ] ] Comerlot {_}CuldsSac [ ] Underground Uthities §  Other (descritie)

FEMA Spec'l Flood Hazard Area No FEMA Flood Zone FEMA Map # FEMA Map Dale

% Site Commeals:

% Goneral Descriplion FExledorDescﬂpnon Foundatlon Basement Litone [Heatlng
{#oflnlls 1 {3 Aco.Unit | Foundalion Brick Siab AaSq.FL Type  Gas pack
j| # of Storles 2 Bxerlor Walls Siding Craw] Spaca x % Finlshed el LPG

E Typs B3 0et. CJ AL O RoofSuface  Metal Basement Celing

| Design (Styk) Count Gutlers & wnspls. none Sump Pomp [} Walls Cooling

e4(Y existing ("I Proposed [ JUnd.Cons|Window Typs D repl Dampnass [ Floae Cenlra) contral

g Aclual Age(frs) 150 StormyScresns  store windows | Settiement Outslde Entey Gther

£ Effechive Aga (Y1) 60 infestation

[E@RRESIDENTIAL

Copyvight® 2007 by 2 1a mods, ke, This form may

D2 Teprociced UmOGTd WIODUHIRIEN eSS on, FOREer, 4 (002, Wic. MUSt b8 oCKAIEAge) 20 aem'

Form GPRES2G LT — "WinTOVAL® appralsal software by a fa mods, Ing. — 1-800-ALAMODE

000063




ADDITIONAL COMPARABLE SALES

3] Vedlcallon Souicels)

FilaNo.t
TEAIURE ] SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE #4 COMPARABLE SALE #5 COMPARABLE SALE #6
401 McQuasen St 635 Addison St
- Johnston, SC 29832 Edgefleld, SC 29824

drjefisld Counly Assessor

Alken MLS
IE a ty
DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION 8

25

"_ VALUE AQJUSTMENTS +{ § Adjusl. DESCRIPTION +{) $ Adjust DESCRIPTION +{) $ Adjust,
ﬂsellér concesslon «1,225|seller concassion -2,600
81171114 _anTnd
Fop Simple Fee almple Fae slimple *
rueal Rural small fown rural
NONE 36 ac -3,500].83 ac -5,800!
rural rural Rural subdiv.
Country Counlcy Bungalow
Average Average Falr +7,500
150 60 81
Falr Falr Average -
Tola) |Bdims] Baths | Yolat | Bdims] Baths Tola) Bdrmsl Balhis Tolal {8drms]  Baths
4 2 |slal 3 6lal 2 +2,500
,43 2,150 seft 2,370 sl -3,960 1,792 5ol 46,444 saft]
;’g Basement & Finished
:u, Reams Below Grade
( Functional Gility Avarage Average Average
7} tealing/Caoling FWAJcentral FWA-Canlral FWA-Cenlral
Energy Efliclent lems | storm windows Istorm windows storm windows
] 1-carport 2-car detachsd -2,500}2- car defached -7,500
Small porches fib_ |none +3,500}rear dack
severa) small -2,500

Ty
R

Summary of Salss comparléon'Approach -

T e P

SRR

(EARESIDENTIAL

Copyight 2007 By a1 Mode, W, ThIS o My e 1eprodiced UATABTed e permission, howerer, a12 01006, ¥ic, mUsl Do SCkICAA90¢d £ CTedRes.
Formn GPAES2G_LT.(AC) — "WinTOTAL" appralsal software by a la mods, Inc, — $-800-ALAMODE

yz007

000064




RESIDENTIAL APPRAISAL SUMMARY REPORT Flabo:

sit| Summary of Sales Gomparison Approach W seasched for sales of older rame houses between 1,750 and 2,400 SF In Alken and eastorn
Edgefleld Counttes. We found three closed sales and two sales under contract, Site values were extracted from all five salos. The two

5 pending (contract) sales wera discounted based on enticipated seller concosslons. which Is Ifie norm In today's malkel

Hi{conBnged

SIS SALESICOMBARISON:AREROAC

Y

] Indleated Valize by Sales Comparison Approach$ 38,800
By rasearck || dld D did nol reveal any prlor sales or transfers of he subject Properly for tha three years prior o s effecliva dats of this appralsal,

5] Dala Source(s):
)] 181 Prior Sublect Sale/Transfer Amalysts of salefiransfer histary andfor any curvent agreement of sakyfistng:

Date:
Piica:
Sourea(s):

20d Pdos Subject Sale/Transfer

ISEERHISTORY:: ez

| Date:
Paca:
Souieca(s):
%:] COST APPROACH TO VALUE (it developed, %4 maL'ost Approach was not developed for this appralsal
331 Provide adequale Infarmation for repfication of the followlng cost flaures and cakulalions,

2} Support for tha oplnlon of sHe valua {summary of comparable land sales or ottier methads for estimaling sie valve):

MR

g
%

o

o' [ESTRATED |1 REPRODUGIION OR_[X] REPLACEMENT COST NEW ' 10PINION OF STE VALUE =

&1 Sotree of cost data: " |DWELUNG StfL@$ e

&} Quaty rallog Trom cost vl Elfective date of cost dala: ' Sh@s . =5
£4] Comments on Gost Approach (gross fiving area calcutations, depreclatlon, etc.): St @4 — ]

4 sll Ft- W eesa =
8“* $§ ﬂa@v ...... =,

2 [Garage/Camort Sh.@$ -

By Tolal Estimat of Cosi-New —

o Less Phystcal  [runcional  [E¥tesnal
% Dapreciation ] =§ )
§3 Depreciated Cost of Improvements ..o oo . =3
3 "As-Is" Value of Sits Impravements =f

& =9
5% Estmated Rernialning Economls Life Gf required): Years | INDICAYEO VALUEBY COSTAPPROACH. ... ... =$

' - f - 102007 by 3 12 mode, T, THS fom may 98 reprocuced Wm0z whoul Wdlen pemIssion, haaever, 2 3 mods, WS, MuSt 00 Lkwmedged nd Cridied,

RES'DENT‘AL Form GPRES2G_LY — *WinYOTAL" appralsal software by a fa mods, lnc. — 1-800-ALAMODE yanor
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GComparable Photo Page

Burrgwer/Cheat

Cily

Propesty Address 1085 Weeks Road

Alken

Counly Alken

Slate SC Zip Gode

 Leader

Comparable 4

401 McQueen St

Prox. toSublect  19.73 milles NW
Sales Prcs 38,900
Gross Living Area 2,370
Yotal Rooms 8

TJolal Bedrooms 4

Toll Bathrooms 3
Logalion Rural
View rural

Site 38ac
Quality Average
Age 60

Comparable 5

6835 Addison St

Prox. to Subject 22,81 miles NW
Sales Prce 44,000

Gross Livinp Area 4,792

Total Rooms 6

Total Bedrooms . 3

Tolal Bathrooms 2

Locatlon smali town rural
Viewt Rural subdiv.
Slte 83ac

Quality Falr

Age 61

Gomparable 6

Prox. to Subject
Salss Pdce
Gross Liing Area
Total Rooms
Total Bedrooms
Tola! Bathrooms
Lacallon

View

Sl

Quality

Age

Form LPICPX.DS%_LTR — *WInTOTAL® appralsal soltwara by a la mode, kxc. — 1-800-ALAMODE

00

0

U
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Photograph Addendum

Borrower/Cllent

Property Address 1085 Weeks Road

Cods

ip

Yl

Slate SC

Counly Aiken

Alken

Nons

Lender

Dining Room

iving Room

L

5
!
;
i

bttt

Den/famlly room

Kitchen

Full bath

ppralsal software by & Ia mods, Inc. — 1-806-ALAMODE

Master Bedroom (downstélrs)

Form PIC6_LT —"WinTOTAL® g



Location Map
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BomoeeiChant

Prapedy Addeess 1085 Wooks Road "
ik
Nons

-y

Formn MAP_LT.LGC— "WIaTOTAL® sppralsal softviare by 21z niode, Tne, — 1-600-ALAMODE




EXHIBIT

H

APPRAISAL OF REAL PROPERTY

LOGAYED AT
1121 Weeks Rd
Alken, SC 26805
1.15 Acre, Weoks RA-TMS#169-00-09-001

FOR
The Estate of James Randa!l Weeks
1121 Weaks Rd
Aiken, SC 296805

AS OF
August 21, 2018

BY
Maurice M, Willlems, Jr.
Real Estate Appraiser
CR2783

Form GAINY - TTOTAL® apprasa Goftvare by al




Bud Wilams (309) 645-972¢
LAND APPRAISAL REPORT Aol 1

Borawer  NIA — CosisTut 620200 T Wmswess 12260
Propesty Address - 1424 Weeks Rd .
€y Alken i Cowly Afken Sas S ZpCoda 29805
LegilDesoition 1,15 Aera, Wesks Rd—TMS#163-00-09-001 .
SdePia$ WA DataolS¥s N/A Loan Temn YA 3. PopryPigiisAopraised O Fee (] Leasshoid [ | De M PUD
Al Redl Esta Taes $ 180 (7 Loichugestobepsdby seler$ A Othes sdes concessions  NJA )
LendefClord  The Estete of James Rendall Waeks Miss 1921 Wasks Rd, Alken, SC 29605
Vacant Lsnd_ s Maurics M. ims, Jr. Inshugtions fo ¢ Foo Simpls, Market Value fsal
Location L] tban L] Satan M am Good  Aw.  F
Baip ] Over 7% 09 2550758 ] Under25% | Employment Stabity ( 0
Growth Bats [ rulybev. {1 Ragid 7 Steaty 00 Sow LComverience to Employment [] %
b

Deand/Supely O shotage 4 Bcs {3 Oversgly | Cotverience to Schodks 1 00 X 0O
Nifeating i [3 Under3Mos. ] 46Mos. D9 Overbtios, | Adequacyol Public Transpotstion. [} [ ] 0
Pl 40 %OulR _ %240R . MMt NCofs __ %Commend | Reowafond Fackles 0 [
Iamdst  Whaustid _ SVxad 60 % Agricufural | | Adsquacy of Utiies 1 K
2]
X
[z}

Cagsinfreset O Notldoly [ teely ) [ Ve Pizes () -
Land tise ) fom To | Pretettlon from Ostimenta! Condilens [ |

Predominant Gooupancy ) Owner [ Tenant 10 %Vacal Potics and Fus Protscton (]
Oelnthiefange § 25 198 oo PedombatVabe$ 100 | Genatal Appeatancs of Properties
One-oR Age Rangs §_wo.bo_75 . PedommntAge 30 ys | AppealtoMadet

Comements inchufing thise factors, favorabie of unfavoratts, Aecting macketzhiRy {&.g. pblic pars, schoots, view, noise) Subject is locatad in a rural area of Alken

Dimensions 240 x 226 x 215 222 =__.  50278sf 1,95Acm (3 Comariot

Zoning Classiicaon  Aikan County RUD Pesetimproements  BG Do ] Dot Condom tn Zonhg Regulations
WighstandBestlise [ ] PresertUse ) Othes specity) Single Family Rosldentiet -
Pl Other Doseribe) Toe  Rolling
Bee. h2d SmetAtcess O Pt [ Pivtaf St Smait for sres - '
Gs [ None Sge  Rectangulor —
Wae [ privateWen (¥ L3 Pivtef Vs Neighboring Homes, Woods, Fiekds
SanSewr []  Septie System CutiGuter | Drinage Possible retention
7] Undenground Bect &Tel [ Srestiights | Isthepopertylocated ina FEMA Sperial Tiood Razrd oa? ClYess g%
; mnmamueummmcmmm:mmmmu.ummm Brainage and_utlity eassments are

mfamaumdmwmwmmmmmmam. Sapfic systems end privats wells ere typlesifor the eres and
ROt consldared sdverse to vatus. Public sewer and water ore nol availabls to the subjact. Ths tast sale of the subject was a non-arms length
| transaction conveying 1 acris of a targer tract. No plat of the sublact appesrs In the publie record. o
mummmmmmtmmwn«mummmm&mmmmmmmnmnmmm. Th daserplion
nnmsama:mmmumm-mmmummmmwmeomm&mmsladmncammhm

mmﬂamksmmamummmmmaum.amﬁ'wkmmmmmmwmmsuuea;u,a
Wmnmmtwmw«wmmmmmammmummmmmmwmdmm

TTEM {_ SUBRCTPROPERTY | COMPARARLEND.1 . COMPARABLE NO. 2 COMPARABLE 80. 3
Agdnss 1121 Weeks Rd 765 Hutto Pond Rd Lot 9, Piper Rd 1408 Good Springs Rd
Alken, SC 298 Alken, SC 29805 Ridge Spring SC 29129 Aiken, SC 20801
Proximity to Subfact : 7.65 miles N 6.62 miles NW .08 w .

SesPikce I A Is 13 $ 12,000

Price $/50. . Is , A Is . . Is . A4

Data Soovee(s) lInspection/CoRecs |Extinsg, CoRecs 200.00-14.004  [Extinsp.Cort lggmsg,com,mz-oo.w-ow
TN DESGRIFTICH DESCRIPTION +-8Adpst | DESCRIPTION de)sAmst | DESCAIPTION. | +-)8Aduet

Dite of Saflime 0L INJA 102012017 12182016

Location 5 RuraVAveraqe Rural/As e

Stte/View 1.15 Acse |1.7 AcraRuraliAvg | -3.4501.2 ura -5,390

Py A Avg [Pub A i bicp:

Utities Etectic Eteciric Eleckic

1 4 Rolting/a Rolingravg_| Rolling/Av

 Improvements N it =2,500 on®

Saies or Financing NA Nons one Noris

Concessions NIA None None

HeA Af] (Tola) O+ _Ba-1Js Spse ]+ -8 -37gf []+ ol :5.390f

s0d Vel '
o st 5 Asgl_ Is 7,28 is 8810

GommentsoaflsAetDda  See attached addenda,
Commets and Condliors o Appesd T sublect 12 appraioed I e 15" sondiion

Finad Reconcedizton the sy as 1and, the Dats to valus was considared for this

izal, The shx B hbry recent end stmilar saley avallable. Thay glve a qood indicatlon of the market

valua of the subjest.

1 (WE) ESTIIATE ‘ PROPERTV AS OF ___ August 21, 2018 L= 7,800

Apprist  Maurice M. Willisms, Ir, . Supenvisory Appraiser (¢ applicable)

Dt of Sgom 200 Répd.  0a2B0018 Bats of Sipnturs

Tie  Real Exlnte Anpralser TR

SulsCotfictin @ CR-2783 ST SC_ SutsCotficaton & T

Or Statelcense # St OrSubalkense# st

Expiration Data of Stats Certfeation of Licenss 06/30/2020 : Expiration Date of State Certification or Licensa

Dstt of tnspecfion 8121, 2018 (164 () Oidtiol inspect Propesty _Data ot Inspection |
(ST
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ADDITIORAL CORPARABLE SALES

Fele.  {8080008
M | SUBIECTPROPERTY COMPARABLEROD. 4 COMPARRBLE KO, 5 COMPARARE ND. 6
Address 1121 Weeks Rd New Holland Rd Coleman Bridge Rd Lot 14, Shaws Fork Rd
Aiken, SC 29805 Afken, SC 20805 IAlken, SC 20805 Alken, SC 20805
Proxmiy to Subject 0.80 miles E 2.25 miles & 255 miles E
Sikes Piite s Al Is 32,000} F‘ 33 500; Is 49,600
Plee $/50.11 $ Al Is .13 $ 3 is 23
Bata Sourcals) !mmmc:omu {Extinip.CoRecs, 170-00-01-008 |Extinap,CoRecs,204-00.01-047 _ |Extinep, CoRecs.187-00-06-002
REM OESCRIPTION OESCRPMON | +t-)8Agust | pESGRIFTION +E )8 Adjust DESCRIPRON +{-18 Adjust.
Drs of Sseflime Adl.  {N/A 05/2112018 16 09/01/2016
Locaton Ruraf Rural/Average Rurat/Aver, Rural/As
SeNew 60,278 sf 1.15 Acre 5.7 A -28,540/S Acres/Rural/A -24:1so]5m@v?nzumg +24,50]
Artess uhlic/Unpaved?As Bved/Av Public/Paved/As Public/Paved/A
 (hises Electric Eloctric Elsctric Electde
Topography Rollisa/a Rofling/Al Rotling/A “'__Gec_mlmg_p.m
| improvements iNone: i +5,000iNona Riding Traily -10,000
S2z3 o Financing N/A Nonie Norie None
Concessions N/A None None None
Bt Add. (Tota) [ - |s 23540 [ }+ {3~ [5 -24;sﬁjlj+ - s +34,150
Indiczlod Ve
 of Subyect s 43410{ $ 9 H 15,750
Commixrts on Market Ot
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Supplemental Addendum Fia No. 18080006

N/A

Adress 1129 Wasks Rd
Alken £ Alken Stts SC ZpCode 20805
The Estate of James Randai) Wesks

Land;: Markot Dats
The sale of small sized lols in rural Aiken County have bsen rare in the past 24 months. The six comparable safes here ate the
best available to me. Afl six comparables are in the subjact’s market area. No adjustmient for tocation Is warranted. Afl sixhave
equal access 1o uliities and smenites. Thare seems to ba no valua difference botween paved and unpaved roads due to the
popularity of equestrisn use properties. At 1,15 acre, the subject is too smalf to be valued for aquestrian uses.

The subject haa varying topography including soma low ereas, 1t sppears tha low arens do not preciuds uss of the property as
residentisl, but a peculation test Is recommended.

» Land; Market Data Commoanto
Sales of residential property this size In the qural areas of Alken County are scarce. The three sales analyzed hsre are the best
available and give a good indication of the value of tha subject. The adjusted sales price per acre is used as the value indicator.
. Adjustments for acreage are made on a par squara foot basis for purposes of consistency. Comparables #1,4#2 and #3 are
closast sales to the subject In size but may not bs glosest in proxmity. Sales #4; #5 and #8 are In the subject marke? area but
ara {arger In size. Thus the necessity 1o use consistent adjusiments. Salas prices of the six comparablas analyzed hera rangs
from $.08 1o $.18 per aquare fool; The avarage is $.138, the madian is $.15.and the mesnis $.143, For the purposes of this
report adjustments for the differencs in size betweon the subject and the comparables is $.144 An adjustment is made for
economy of scale based on a palred sales analysis. : h .

Form TADD - "TOYAL® appralsal softwara by 2 ta modg, tng. - 1-800-ALAMODE
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Subject on Left
1121 Waeks Rd
SdesPics NA
GLA
Tot. Rooms
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Tot Bathmms,
Location Rurel
View 50,278 1 1.15 Acre
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Tax Card

qPublic.net - Aiken County, SC

@3 gPublic.net” Aiken County, SC

Paccel 1D 0009001
Location Adkew 11IWEEKS RD
NXEN 29008

Progerty Qass Fropacty Typa mn:nmmmw
RreDietrict COUCHTON FRE DEPARTMENT

UMINCORPORATED
Mlage Rate :::mo-mmmnmmz

Cowstl Dbstrict COUNCEL OISTIOCT ONE
Lecation Daserfpticn SOF WY 208

Ames
U Weela B3
ANhean, SC 29208

Land Information

LndType frers UnitFype AgcritsedVakm
1

Retidectisl 4%

- Moblle Homes onParcel

Sactt
PropetyCard Class Catagory Nomber
GEHMANY

774022 NON-OWNSROCCUPIEDRESIENTIAL  TwoSection,
065 (%) Nomlem

Property Valuation History

LadVaue 312000 #
provement Vabe w®
TeeatMarhet Vakss 1200
TotelAcpraised Valee $12.000
AuzssedValse 2] 70

31

i

Mactat Vahin
$12000

Tetad

Largthe Arns
wkh

ox2s 1880

2%

fan

Page 1 of |1

samt

Sabae, Sortchas,

lon potdble. No.

Tha Kt County Anvessor’s Office snd 1T/ O th

Impled .
asdject fachange.
Last DutalUpload: R/S/D18 1132:01PM
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DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE: 'mmummmammmmmmmmaMowmmamw

mmmammmmmdm.mmmw.mmmmnmmmumwmubymdms&m tmplct i this
d:msonlsmecmammanwol_a_;snasotaspmdn_emmmdmmmamwwundummmmy:o)-mmw;u

vagmwmm(c;mmsmanmn:mnusmummuwmmmmmm'mm
Mmmmmmmmmmmwwummmssesmm'amwmmwm

'Mmmmmwmﬂxmbemﬁuusmﬂwqmﬂwﬂmusmmm No adjustments 2 necessay
mmmmwmwewmuywid&ysdu:aslmdaadm«lawhammnm:Macaﬁsmmmmmbb
mmw«mmuemhmqmmm Speid or eeve Sonchg adfustments coi be made b ths

ppraksar’s judgement.

STATEMENT OF LIMITING CONDITIONS AND APPRAISER’S GERTIFIGATlON

CONYIMGENT AND uﬁmne CONDITIONS: The appalsers ceieaton Bt apeas b the appalsal repot ks sobject o B foliowing
condRions: : :

1. mwnmbammumuawmwm,ammmmquuwu T apprisar assumes that
memwmmm‘mmmwmrmmymmmm MWWkam‘hsisaimwymmc

2 mm-mmuw:mammnmmswwwmanmwmauwmmﬂmmkmummasskl
mmummhmmmmmmwimmmm -

3. mwmmmmwmwmmmmmwmuwummmmm(umnamm;mmw
inmmammmmaweamsmwhmmwm,mmmm Beczuse the appeaises Is nol 9 surveyor, he o shs makes
o Guaraniess, &xpress or imptied, regarding this deteomingtion. .

. mm_nmmwmuwhmmne'wmwmwammhmmmmm-buo
sohave been mads belovhand,

i

S Ihew&uhasesﬂmmdhqnhadﬂwhﬂhumtwansmwwustmwmmmmmawmmwvdu!m
szparauvmﬁmdmhndmmmmnmbcuswnmmmmmmﬂmmhﬂdﬂﬂvmsom

8 mwm'mhmwmwmmmmawwmmmedem.m

mmmmwmmﬁmdmmumummummmwmmmmmeunmm

3 mmammiﬂmmmmmmmwhmwmmmwﬁwmm“mu
reibie and Gelleves Giem to be tue and comect mwumnumemmfumemqummwmmwwm
pafes. , ’

8. mew«wmmmmmmdmwmmqiasmmtuhmauﬂmmusdad&dmwm

9 mmuwwum&wwmmmmmmuumwmammmmmmm.m«
eralions on the assumption this completion of the i Iprcvements wil be parfonmied b 2 workmantke manney,

Freddin Mag Form 439 6-93 Pagetcf2 fannia M2s Form 10048 583

FmMR-TMA‘%%wmm.JMW O O O G 7 9



APPMSEII'S CERTIFICATION: The Appralser casties and agrees that

2 Inmtammmslderammmmmmﬁnmwmhmmﬂmmwmwmhmwm | have aot
hmyﬁma}wﬂmmmiﬂumﬁmmmwsauponamlbeimmﬂubesto!ruyhuwkdn:.mnalmmmbﬂmmﬁmhm
2ppralsal report 28t and comect

3. 1 suisd ia B appratal epon only my own person, uablased, mnd professinal aasks, options, d concusons, whikh 2re subies oy To the conogent
and fimiting condibons spectfied in s fom, -

& ) hais ao presend of prospectie blenst i D propery 02 Is 0 sublct o WIS g, 208 1 Bave 0 pesent O prospecte persony (et o s Wik,

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmayuwm.mmmﬂammwmwmhmmam
mmem_.-.w.msumamwmmmmhummwmamammmuamm
Ovners or occupants of the propetés Inthe vicinty of the subject propeity. .

5 l(hznmwmﬂww&mhmdhmnhmhmmwmmm nefher my curent of htune employment nor my compensation for pertoming Ods
apeeisi ts confingert on the 2ppralsed vatue ol e propetty, -

[ lwanMwmmauﬁmwmwmmhmwmmemsz of the chent of any reldfed patty, the amount of the vakis astmals,
,memnmonmmammmmmemmhmwmmwmmmmmwmmmm|
didnotbasathe Wmmamﬁnﬁmm%asm&ﬂuﬁmumwhwasmmmm

A lmmmuawx‘suhcemmmmeummmmummawmmmmmummwuw&a
mm;mmmwwmmmummmmgnfmammmaww.mmmmawammmmm

sszds.vmmmw.lmmmuammuammmmwomhhmmmmmmahmudmmam\m _

and tho estimats | deveioped |5 consistent Wik the markatig e nofed I e zelgibohaod Secton o Bis repor, unkss 1 hava othenvisa std i the
fecanciiation secton.

8 IWMMWNWMMMNNMuMwMMddWWGMhmmm
|mmﬂymammwmmmmmnmmmmmmm«mwmmmm
vicixiynmnstﬂiedumtyuf%!dll:mawauandhéwmaﬂnafnsmaml«mmmmmhmmmdmmvmemmmm
1had market evidence th support them. I have 2350 commented abset the effsct of the adverse conlions on the marietzbity of the subject property.

9. lpasma&ymeddmdshsmdoﬁ@sahﬂ&uduﬁnﬁﬂms&hﬁhmwammleeiedms!nnﬁcanmfmhnal
mmmmumhmmumwamwmmwmlmwmhﬁm«)m

This report complies with Thte XI of FIRREA Act of 1689, as amended 012 1.5.C, 3331

SUPERVIEORY APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION: U 2 supenisory appealser signed the zppraisal report, he or she cerifies ind agrees that
l«mywmwmmmwmmrmmwmammmwmmmummu.
amlnbebmdbymWsuﬁk&wm&u&lﬁwﬂ?ﬁmmﬂnmﬂmmmwmmwm

ADORESS OF PROPERTY APPAMSED: . 3121 Weeks R, Alken, SC29805

APPRAISER:- . -. . N\ : SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (onfy If requited):
m IS TV, X lisins, . “m
DisSignid: 0882018 | DanSgmd: ___
StlsCerfeaton #: _CR-2783 il Site Ceflcifon #:
or Stats Uoensa &; or Stode Licensss #:
S SC St
Expration Bats of Castificaion or License: | DA/30V2020 Bxintion 0218 of Certficaton of License:
-~ Ovs [ menamspectpropaty -
Freddlz Mao Form 433 6.3 ' Page2ot2 Farte Miaz Form 10048 6.03
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) LAST WILL AND TESTAMENT
COUNTY OF AIKEN' )

[, JAMES RANDALL WEEKS, JR., a resident of and domiciled in the
Couglly of Aiken. State of South Carolina, do herei)y,publish and declare this as and for,my Last
: n
-Will and Testament, hereby revoking all Wills and Codicils at any time herétofore made by me.
At the time of the ma.king of this Will, I am legally separated from my wife,
Deborah T. \Veek;. [ have two living children, nameb. Joshuya Randall Weeks and Miranda
‘Dawn Weeks.
ITEM I

I direct that all my just and legally enforceable debts be paid as soon as

practicable after my death. If at the time of my death, I own any real property which is subject.
to a mortgage, 1 direct that the devisee taking such mortgaged property shall take it subject to
such mortgage, -

/ ITEM 11

!

/

I give and bequeath ali of my personal and househoid effects of every kind

[

iAcluding, but not limited to, furniture, furnishings, pictures, books, silverware, wearing apparel.
N . 1
Jewelry, and automobiles and other vehicles to my children, Joshua Randall Weeks and Miranda

Dawn Wecks, or the survivor thereof, in approximately equal shares. 1 request that my Personal

Representative and ‘beneficiaries abide by any*memorandum left by me directing the disposition



ol this property or any portion thereot. If any bcncﬁcim‘y‘-hcreunder is a minor, my Personal
Representative may distribute such minor’s share 1o the minor or to any person with whom such
minor is residing or who has the care and control of such minor without further responsibility, and
the receipt of the person to whom it is distributed shall be a complete discharge of my Personal
Representative.
ITEM IIT

| give, devise and bequeath the rest, residue and remainder of my property
of every kind and description, wherever situai¢ and whether acquired-before or after the execution:
of this Will,Aabsolutely in fee simple to my tlwo children. Joshua Randall Weeks and Miranda
Dawn Weeks, or the survivor thereof, equally, share and'share alike.
ITEM IV

I hereby nominate. constitute and appoint as Personal Representative of this

1ty Last Will and Testament my brother, David W. Weeks, and T direct that he shall serve without
bond. If for any reason he is unable or unwilling to serve or continue to serve, then 1 hereby
nominate, constitute and appoint my son. Joshua Randall Weeks, to serve as substitute or successor
Personal Representative, and I direct that he shall serve without bond.

, ITEM V

r Wy vramd o~ ~ Y\ 3 ~17 NS ALY Y -~ 2y PO T P
Pogrant unto my Personal Representative general powers, my

Representative is  to exercise all of the powers in the management of my estate which any
individual could exercise in the management of similar property owned in his own right, including
the power to sell real estate and other assets. and upon such terms and conditions as to my

Personal Representative may seem best. My Personal Representative is empowered to execute

'

000082



and deliver any and all instruments and to do all acts which my Personal Representative may
deem proper or necessary to carry out the purposes of this Will, without.being limited in any way
by any specific grants of power made, and without the necessity of a court order.
ITEM VI
My estranged wife, Deborah T. Weeks, has a daughter, Randi Nicole
t
Weeks, who was born alter Deborah T. Weeks and | were married. | am not the biological father
of Randi Nicole Weeks. [ am including this Item in my Will to acknowledge the existence of
,Randi Nicole Weeks. | further z‘lckno\\f'iedge'l am intentionally making no gift, bequest, or other
disposition to Deborah T. Weeks or Randi Nicole Weeks by the provisions of this Will.

L. JAMES{ RANDALL WEEKS, JR., the testator, sign my name to this

instrument this day of February, 2011, and being first duly sworn, do hereby declare to

the undersigned authority that 1 sign and exccute this instrument as my Last Will and I sign it

willingly. that I execute it as my [ree and voluntary act for the purpose therein expressed, and- that

I am eighteen (I18) years of age or older, of sound mind, and under no constraint or undue

ol Lt

estator

influence.

We, the undersigned witnesses, sign our names to this instrument, and at
lcast one of us, being first duly sworn, does hereby-declare, generally and to the undersigned
authority, thal the testator signs and executes this instrument as his Last Will and that he signs
it willingly, and that cach of us, in the presence and hearing of the testator, hereby signs this Will

as witness (0 the testator's signing, and that to the best of our knowledge the testator is eighteen

000063



, i . . . . .
(18) years of age or older, of sound mind and under no constraint or undue influence.

— —
W(,c.)«/, Q—V.n___

‘Witness

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
COUNTY OFF AIKEN )

Subscribed, sworn to and acknowledged before me by JAMES RANDALL

WEEKS, JR., the testator, and subscribed and sworn to betfore me by Tannue T. Owen, witness,

otary Pubfic for buth Carolina
My Conupission Expires: 02/24/2014

g
this _ __day of February, 2011.

000484
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STATEFIL ] “BMBER' . 139-17-030529:

AUTOI’S){PERFORMED" .NO
TMEOF INJURY: NA -




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE PROBATE COURT

COUNTY OF: AIKEN
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT

Nt ! Nt ot Nt s ot

IN THE MATTER OF: , .
JAMES RANDALL WEEKS JR CASE NUMBER: 2017ES02-0855
{Decedent)

This is to certify that

DAVID W. WEEKS

is/are the duly qualified
iX| PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE

[ SUCCESSOR PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE
[1 SPECIAL ADMINISTRATOR

in the abové matter and that this appointment, having been exectited on the 30TH day of AUGUST, 2017
, is in full force and efféct.

RESTRICTIONS:
NONE,

Executed this 30 day of August, 2017.

U

Tonya L. Marchant, Probate Co_urt‘Judge

Po not accept a copy of this certificate without
the raised. seal of the Probate Court.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Courtney Clyburn Pope, Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No: 2021-001253

Deborah T. WeeKks ......c.covvueeerrrrrrecrrencncrseenenenes Appellant

David W. WEEKS .....cccvrerururnreirininreiernsssesersnsesesessesssesenens Respondent

In Re: Estate of James Randall Weeks, Jr.

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

The undersigned certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all material proposed to be
included by any of the parties and not any other material.

April 25,2022

S/ LeonE. Green .

Leon E. Green

P.O.Box 1215

Aiken, South Carolina 29802
(803) 648-2025

Attorney for Appellant

SC Bar No.: 064116
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