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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon:

Please find attached a cover letter from my office along with the
enclosures for filing in the Court of Appeals. A hard copy of these
documents along my firm’s check are also being sent via U.S. Mail.

I have copied all counsel of record on this correspondence. Please let
me know if my office can provide the Court of Appeals with any
additional information.

Thank you

Please note that my office address has moved to 3255 Maybank
Highway, Johns Island, SC 29455.

James L. Floyd, III ("Lee")
WWW.FLOYDLAWSC.COM

3255 Maybank Highway
Johns Island, SC 29455
Office: (843) 258-1200
Fax: (843) 790-9235

Cell: (803) 361-4812

FILLI
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3255 Maybank Highway,
F I F Jobms Tudand, SC 20455
‘ Tel: (843) 258-1200/Fax: (843) 790-9235

FLOXYD LAW FIRM Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com/www.floydlawsc.com

July 30, 2022

VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
ctappfilings(@sccourts.org

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Ranjiv Saini, Appellant, v. Branov Flooring, LL.C. Respondent, et. al..
Case No. 2018-CP-10-5468

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing is a notice of appeal in the above case. Also enclosed are the
following:

(1) Proof of service of the notice of appeal on the respondent.
(2) A copy of the orders which are to be challenged on appeal.
3) A check from my office for the filing fee of $250.

4) The hearing transcript request form and correspondence to the court reporter
sending the Request.

Please let my office know if we can provide any additional information for the Court.
Sincerely,

/s/ James L. Floyd, III
THE FLOYD LAW FIRM
S.C. Bar No. 74957

3255 Maybank Hlghway
Johns Island, SC 29455
(843) 258-1200
Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com

Attorney for Appellant

Other Counsel of Record:

Stacey P. Canaday, Esquire

Tupper, Grimsley, Dean & Canaday, P.A.
PO BOX 2055

Beaufort, SC 29901-2055





staceycanaday@tgdcpa.com

Attorney for
Respondent
(843) 524-1116

Cc: Other Counsel of Record via E-mail only (see attached list)





Ranjiv Siani v. Arnett Construction, LLC, et. al., Case No. 2018-CP-10-5468
List of All Counsel of Record

Katherine Walker, Esquire

R. Michael Ethridge, Esquire

Dylan C. Kidd, Esquire

Ethridge Law Group, LLC

1100 Queensborough Blvd., Suite 200
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
kwalker@ethridgelawgroup.com
dkidd@ethridgelawgroup.com
ksenseney@ethridgelawgroup.com
Counsel for Arnett Construction, LLC

John E. Robinson, Esquire

36 Broad Street

Charleston, SC 29401
john.robinson@charlestonlawoffice.com
Counsel for S.Arch+Studio, LLC and John
Sullivan

Phillip P. Cristaldi, III, Esquire

Jeffrey A. Ross, Esquire

Kirkley G. White, Esquire

1242 White Flat Road

Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
pcristaldi@rcaalaw.com

Counsel for EnviroFoam Technologies

L. Dean Best, Esquire
Jenkins H. Wilson, Esquire
Best Honeycutt, P.A.

Post Office Box 13466

102 Wappoo Creek Drive
Suite 8 (29412)

Charleston, SC 29422
jenkins@besthoneycutt.com

dean@besthoneycutt.com
T: (843) 793-4744
Counsel for Cohen’s Drywall

Stacey P. Canaday, Esquire

Tupper, Grimsley, Dean & Canaday, P.A.
PO BOX 2055

Beaufort, SC 29901-2055
staceycanaday@tgdcpa.com

Counsel for Baranov Services, Inc.





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Edgar W. Dickson, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2018-CP-10-5468

Ranjiv Saini,

Appellant,
V.
Baranov Flooring, LLC, et. al., Respondent.
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Ranjiv Saini appeals the order Granting Summary Judgment as to Plaintiff’s Claims
Against Baranov Flooring, LLC, of the Honorable Edgar W. Dickson dated May 13, 2022, and
the Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion to Reconsider or Alter or Amend the Court’s Order
Granting Baranov Flooring, LLC’s Motion for Summary Judgment, of the Honorable Edgar W.
Dickson dated June 30, 20222. Appellant received written notice of entry of this order via the
electronic filing system onJune 30, 2022. A copy of the contact information for all other
counsel of record that remain involved in the lawsuit is attached to this Notice of Appeal.

July 28, 2022 Sincerely,

/s/ James L. Floyd, III (“Lee”)
THE FLOYD LAW FIRM
S.C. Bar No. 74957

3255 Maybank Hlghway
Johns Island, SC 29455

(843) 258-1200
Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com

Albert Bilbrey, Jr.
COOPER & BILBREY
Federal Court ID 12938
South Carolina Bar 103799
agbilbrey(@jhcooper.com
P.O. Box 22513
Charleston, SC 29413
843-883-9099
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Charleston, South Carolina
Other Counsel of Record:

Stacey P. Canaday, Esquire

Tupper, Grimsley, Dean & Canaday, P.A.

PO BOX 2055
Beaufort, SC 29901-2055
staceycanaday@tgdcpa.com

Attorney for Respondent
(843) 524-1116

F 843-883-9335

-AND-

Eric K. Gressman, Esquire (Pro Hac Vice)
KELLEY KRONENBURG

1111 Brickell Ave., Suite 1900

Miami, FL 33131

Attorneys for Appellant
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Ranjiv Siani v. Arnett Construction, LLC, et. al., Case No. 2018-CP-10-5468
List of All Counsel of Record

Katherine Walker, Esquire

R. Michael Ethridge, Esquire

Dylan C. Kidd, Esquire

Ethridge Law Group, LLC

1100 Queensborough Blvd., Suite 200
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
kwalker@ethridgelawgroup.com
dkidd@ethridgelawgroup.com
ksenseney@ethridgelawgroup.com
Counsel for Arnett Construction, LLC

John E. Robinson, Esquire

36 Broad Street

Charleston, SC 29401
john.robinson@charlestonlawoffice.com
Counsel for S.Arch+Studio, LLC and John
Sullivan

Phillip P. Cristaldi, III, Esquire

Jeffrey A. Ross, Esquire

Kirkley G. White, Esquire

1242 White Flat Road

Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
pcristaldi@rcaalaw.com

Counsel for EnviroFoam Technologies

L. Dean Best, Esquire
Jenkins H. Wilson, Esquire
Best Honeycutt, P.A.

Post Office Box 13466

102 Wappoo Creek Drive
Suite 8 (29412)

Charleston, SC 29422
jenkins(@besthoneycutt.com

dean@besthoneycutt.com
T: (843) 793-4744
Counsel for Cohen’s Drywall

Stacey P. Canaday, Esquire

Tupper, Grimsley, Dean & Canaday, P.A.

PO BOX 2055

Beaufort, SC 29901-2055
staceycanaday@tgdcpa.com
Counsel for Baranov Services, Inc.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Edgar W. Dickson, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2018-CP-10-5468

Ranjiv Saini,

Appellant,
V.
Baranov Flooring, LLC, et. al., Respondent.
PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on Baranov Flooring, LLC, by the
electronic filing system used be the South Carolina Court Courts, on July 28, 2022, and
depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on July 30, 2022, addressed to
its attorney of record, Stacey P. Canaday, Post Office Box 2055, Beaufort, South Carolina

29901-2055.

July 28, 2022 /s/ James L. Floyd, III

James L. Floyd, IIT (“Lee”)
THE FLOYD LAW FIRM

S.C. Bar No. 74957
3255 Maybank Highway
Johns Island, SC 29455
(843) 258-1200

Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com

Albert Bilbrey, Jr.
COOPER & BILBREY
Federal Court ID 12938

South Carolina Bar 103799

agbilbrey@jhcooper.com

P.O. Box 22513
Charleston, SC 29413
843-883-9099

F 843-883-9335

-AND-





Eric K. Gressman, Esquire (Pro Hac Vice)
KELLEY KRONENBURG

1111 Brickell Ave., Suite 1900

Miami, FL 33131

Attorneys for Appellant





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-10-5468
)
RANIJIV SAINI )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. )
)
ARNETT CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) ORDER GRANTING SUMMARY
ATLANTIC ENGINEERING, LLC; FORD ) JUDGMENT AS TO PLAINTIFF’S
PLUMBING, LLC; COHEN’S DRYWALL ) CLAIMS AGAINST BARANOV
COMPANY, INC.; ROBERT WASSON, ) FLOORING, LLC

d/b/a WASSON ELECTRIC; BARBARA P.)
RUSS d/b/a WASSON HEATING & AIR )
SERVICES; AND DANIEL J. MURPHY, )
111, d/b/a PERFECTLY PAINTED; JOHN C.)
SULLIVAN; S.ARCH+STUDIO, LLC, )
CUSTOM DESIGNERS, LLC; ENVIRO- )
FOAM TECHNOLOGIES, INC.; and )
BARANOV FLOORING, LLC, )

)

)

)

Defendants.

This matter came before me on January 19, 2022, for oral argument upon the motion for
summary judgment pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (“SCRCP”)
filed by Baranov Flooring, LLC (“Baranov”) requesting summary judgment upon all of the
Plaintiff’s claims against it, to include claims for punitive damages. The primary basis for this
motion was that the claims were filed outside the statute of limitations and further that no evidence
had been presented to support a claim for punitive damages. Present at the hearing were Lee Floyd
for Plaintiff and Stacey Canaday for Baranov Flooring, LLC.

After hearing oral arguments and reviewing the motions, memorandum and accompanying

Page 1 of 5
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exhibits submitted by the parties, Baranov’s Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTED.
BACKGROUND

This case arises from alleged construction defects relating to the renovation of Plaintiff’s
condominium unit located at 5112 Sea Forest Drive on Kiawah Island. The Plaintiff entered an
agreement with Arnett Construction, LLC to perform extensive renovation work to the interior of
the Plaintiff’s unit, which took place between late 2016 and early 2017. Arnett retained Baranov
to perform tile installation work in the two bathrooms. The Plaintiff did not have a written
agreement with Baranov.

According to the original Complaint, the Amended Complaint, and the Second Amended
Complaint, “Arnett was told multiple times since May 1, 2017 of defects that needed repair.”
(Paragraph 134 of Complaint filed November 14, 2018, paragraph 134 of Amended Complaint
filed December 10, 2019, and paragraph 138 of the Second Amended Complaint). In addition, the
Plaintiff presented a punch list dated June 16, 2017 to Arnett Construction complaining about
certain aspects of the work, including issues with the tile and tile installation.

Plaintiff initiated this lawsuit on November 14, 2018 by filing a 44-page, 331 paragraph
Complaint against multiple defendants. Notably excluded from this filing, however, was Baranov.
Plaintiff then requested and obtained consent from the parties to amend the Complaint. Plaintiff
filed his Amended Complaint on December 10, 2019. Once again, Baranov was not included as a
defendant. On June 16, 2020, Defendant Arnett filed its Second Amended Answer, Cross-Claims
and Third-Party Complaint against Baranov and others. On March 2, 2021, Plaintiff moved to

amend his Complaint for a second time to bring direct claims against Baranov and others, as well

Page 2 of 5

897S00TdD8T0Z#ASYD - SYIA1d NOWWNOD - NOLSTTIVHO - WV €T:0T €T AeW 2202 - 3114 ATIVOINOH 10313





as to assert an additional claim for punitive damages against all defendants, and the Second
Amended Complaint was served on August 6, 2021.
STANDARD OF REVIEW

“Under Rule 56, SCRCP, a party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law if the
pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories, and admissions on file, together with the
affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact. Summary judgment
is appropriate when it is clear there is no genuine issue of material fact and the conclusions and
inferences to be drawn from the facts are undisputed.” Jackson v. City of Abbeville, 366 S.C. 662,
665 (Ct. App. 2005), internal citations omitted.

ANALYSIS

Baranov’s Motion for Summary Judgment is based upon the Plaintiff’s failure to serve his
action against it within the applicable statute of limitations, and further based upon the lack of
evidence to support a claim for punitive damages. No question of material fact remains as to
whether or when the Plaintiff was aware of problems with Baranov’s work within the Plaintiff’s
unit by June 16, 2017. Therefore, Baranov is entitled to summary judgment of all of the Plaintiff’s
claims against it, including for punitive damages since the underlying claims are barred.

The Plaintiff’s Complaint fails as a matter of law because the Plaintiff brought this action
against Baranov outside of the statute of limitations without appropriate exception. All issues
raised by Plaintiff are subject to a three-year statute of limitation under SC Code §15-3-530(1).
“Generally, a cause of action accrues under South Carolina law the moment the defendant breaches

a duty owed to the plaintiff.” Allwin v. Russ Cooper Assocs., 426 S.C. 1, 12 (Ct. App. 2019). This
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standard is subject to the Discovery Rule, which allows for the statute of limitations to run not
when evidence of injury first appears, but rather “when a cause of action reasonably ought to have
been discovered” Dean v. Ruscon Corp., 321 S.C. 360, 363 (1996). It is immaterial whether the
injured party fully comprehends the full extent of the injury. /d.

“Statutes of limitations embody important public policy considerations in that they
stimulate activity, punish negligence, and promote repose by giving security and stability
to human affairs.” The cornerstone policy consideration underlying statutes of limitations
is the laudable goal of law to promote and achieve finality in litigation. Significantly,
“[s]tatutes of limitations provide potential defendants with certainty that after a set period
of time, they will not be hailed [sic] into court to defend time-barred claims.” “Moreover,
limitation periods discourage plaintiffs from sitting on their rights.” Statutes of limitations
are, indeed, fundamental to our judicial system.

Carolina Marine Handling, Inc. v. Lasch, 363 S.C. 169, 175-76, 609 S.E.2d 548, 552 (Ct. App.
2005) (alteration in original) (citations omitted).

As indicated, the Plaintiff filed his initial summons and complaint on November 14, 2018,
his Amended Complaint on December 10, 2019, and his Second Amended Complaint—the first
time Baranov was named as a direct defendant—on August 6, 2021. Using the date of the punch
list prepared by the Plaintiff—June 16, 2017—the Plaintiff would have had until June 16, 2020, to
file his claims against Baranov.

Plaintiff was aware of the existence of the alleged at-fault parties as early as March 27,
2019, when he received Arnett Construction, LLC’s construction file for this project, which
included information identifying Baranov as a subcontractor on the project (see Arnett
Construction, LLC’s discovery responses dated March 27, 2019). Nevertheless, Plaintiff did not

include Baranov as a party to the Amended Complaint, which was filed December 10, 2019.

Because Plaintiff did not file and serve his claims against Baranov within the applicable statute of
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limitations, Baranov is entitled to summary judgment thereon.
CONCLUSION
Based upon the above, it is ORDERED that Baranov Flooring, LLC’s Motion for Summary

Judgment as to all of Plaintiff’s claims against it is GRANTED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Judge Edgar W. Dickson
Presiding Circuit Court Judge

May 2022
Charleston, South Carolina
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Ranjiv Saini , plaintiff, etal VS Arnett Construction LLC , defendant,
etal
Case Number: 2018CP1005468

Type: Order/Summary Judgment

So Ordered

s/ Edgar W. Dickson #2153

Electronically signed on 2022-05-13 09:28:06 page 6 of 6
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-10-5468

)
RANIJIV SAINI )

)

Plaintiff, )

)
Vs. )

) ORDER DENYING
ARNETT CONSTRUCTION, LLC; ) PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO
ATLANTIC ENGINEERING, LLC; FORD ) RECONSIDER AND ALTER OR
PLUMBING, LLC; COHEN’S DRYWALL ) AMEND THE COURT’S ORDER
COMPANY, INC.; ROBERT WASSON, ) GRANTING BARANOV FLOORING,
d/b/a WASSON ELECTRIC; BARBARA P.) LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY
RUSS d/b/a WASSON HEATING & AIR ) JUDGMENT

SERVICES; AND DANIEL J. MURPHY, )
111, d/b/a PERFECTLY PAINTED; JOHN C.)
SULLIVAN; and S.ARCH+STUDIO, LLC, )
CUSTOM DESIGNERS, LLC; ENVIRO- )
FOAM TECHNOLOGIES, INC., and )
BARANOV FLOORING, LLC, )
)
)
)

Defendants,

This matter is before the Court on the Plaintiff’s Motion to Reconsider and Alter or Amend
the Court’s Order Granting Baranov Flooring, LLC’s Motion for Summary Judgment. Having
carefully reviewed submissions by both counsel for the Plaintiff and Baranov Flooring, LLC, the
Plaintiff’s motion is DENIED.

BACKGROUND

This case arises from alleged construction defects relating to the renovation of Plaintiff’s
condominium unit located at 5112 Sea Forest Drive on Kiawah Island. The Plaintiff entered an
agreement with Arnett Construction, LLC to perform extensive renovation work to the interior of
the Plaintiff’s unit, which took place between late 2016 and early 2017. Arnett retained Baranov
to perform tile installation work in the two bathrooms. The Plaintiff does not have a written
agreement with Baranov.

According to the original Complaint, the Amended Complaint, and the Second Amended
Complaint, “Arnett was told multiple times since May 1, 2017 of defects that needed repair.”
(Paragraph 134 of Complaint filed November 14, 2018, paragraph 134 of Amended Complaint
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filed December 10, 2019, and paragraph 138 of the Second Amended Complaint). In addition,
the Plaintiff presented a punch list dated June 16, 2017 to Arnett Construction. These are the same
items about which Plaintiff still complains.

Plaintiff initiated this lawsuit on November 14, 2018 by filing a 44-page, 331 paragraph
Complaint against multiple defendants. Notably excluded from this filing, however, was
Baranov. Plaintiff then requested and obtained consent from the parties to amend the Complaint.
Plaintiff filed his Amended Complaint on December 10, 2019. Once again, Baranov was not
included as a defendant. Further, in either of those pleadings Plaintiff could have requested
punitive damages, but Plaintiff failed to do so. On June 16, 2020, Defendant Arnett filed its
Second Amended Answer, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Complaint against Baranov and others.
On March 2, 2021, Plaintiff moved to amend his Complaint for a second time to bring direct claims
against Baranov and others, as well as to assert an additional claim for punitive damages against
all defendants, and the Second Amended Complaint was served on August 6, 2021.

Baranov filed its Motion for Summary Judgment as to Plaintiff’s claims against it on or
about December 22, 2021. Plaintiff submitted its brief in opposition thereto on January 13, 2022.
Baranov’s Motion for Summary Judgment was heard on or about January 19, 2022. On or about
May 2, 2022, this Court notified all counsel of record that it was granting Baranov’s Motion for
Summary Judgment, and requested counsel for Baranov to prepare the Order consistent with the
Court’s stated reasons therefore, submit to counsel for the Plaintiff for review and approval, and
submit for signature to this Court. The Order Granting Baranov’s Motion for Summary Judgment
was filed May 13, 2022. Thereafter, on or about May 23, 2022, Plaintiff filed his Motion to
Reconsider and Alter or Amend the Court’s Order Granting Baranov Flooring, LLC’s Motion for
Summary Judgment!, to which Baranov responded in opposition on or about May 31, 2022.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Motions for reconsideration will not be granted absent “highly unusual circumstances.”
U.S. ex rel. Becker v. Washington Savanah River Co., 305 F.3d 284, 290 (4™ Cir. 2002). “A party
may wish to file such a motion when she believes the court has misunderstood, failed to fully
consider, or perhaps failed to rule on an argument or issue, and the party wishes for the court to

reconsider or rule on it. A party must file such a motion when an issue or argument has been

! This motion is disposed of without the necessity of a hearing and decided on the record and briefs. Rule 59(f),
SCRCP.
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raised, but not ruled on, in order to preserve it for appellate review.” Elam v. South Carolina Dept.

of Transp., 361 S.C. 9, 24, 602 S.E.2d 772, 780 (2004) (emphasis in original).

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Having considered the arguments set forth by both Plaintiff and Baranov, the Court makes
the following conclusions of law.

First, the original Order granting Baranov summary judgment with respect to the Plaintiff’s
claims against it issued on May 13, 2022 is affirmed for the reasons set forth therein. Next, this
Court rejects Plaintiff’s argument that his claims against Baranov are saved because Plaintiff’s
Second Amended Complaint relates back to Defendant Arnett’s Third-Party Complaint under Rule
15, SCRCP, and holds that the Plaintiff is not permitted to piggyback upon another party’s
compliance with the applicable statutory or procedural rules. As a result, the Court finds that a
Third-Party Complaint is a separate pleading to which the Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint
may not relate back pursuant to SCRCP Rule 15(c).

CONCLUSION
For the reasons set forth herein, Plaintiff’s Motion to Reconsider and Alter or Amend the

Court’s Order Granting Baranov Flooring, LLC’s Motion for Summary Judgment is DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Judge Edgar W. Dickson
First Judicial Circuit

June 2022
Orangeburg, South Carolina
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Ranjiv Saini , plaintiff, etal VS Arnett Construction LLC , defendant,
etal
Case Number: 2018CP1005468

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

s/ Edgar W. Dickson #2153

Electronically signed on 2022-06-30 14:27:13 page 4 of 4
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Thursday, July 28, 2022 at 15:21:35 Eastern Daylight Time

Subject: 2018CP1005468 Saini v. Arnett Construction;Transcript Request 1/19/22
Date: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 at 10:33:43 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: James Floyd

To: nwilliams@sccourts.org, transcripts@sccourts.org

BCC: Dr. R Saini

Attachments: 2022-05-17 Saini v. Arnett Construction Transcript Request Form.docx, image001.png

Ms. Williams:

Please see the attached transcript request form for the hearing on multiple motions
for summary judgment before Judge Dickson on January 19, 2022, in Charleston
County. Please let me know if you need any additional information from my office.

Thank you

James L. Floyd, III ("Lee”)
WWW.FLOYDLAWSC.COM
1834 Bluebird Road, Ste. 2
Johns Island, SC 29455
Office: (843) 258-1200
Cell: (803) 361-4812
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Transcript Request Form

Pursuant to Rule 207 and 607 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, the transcribed paper copy is
the official record of court proceedings. You may request a transcript by completing this form and emailing
it to the Court Reporter and to South Carolina Court Administration at transcripts@sccourts.org. Click here
for instructions on how to find the court reporter's email and mailing addresses. Once the court reporter
receives your request, it will be processed pursuant to Rule 207 and 607 of the SCACR. Rule 607(h) governs
the fees for transcripts, which are not provided for free or at reduced rates to any party. Please send by mail
a money order or certified bank check to the court reporter in order to obtain the transcript. Some court
reporters may accept personal checks. Please check with the court reporter to see if this option is available.
Once your request is received, you will receive a copy of this form with the bottom portion completed.
Please promptly submit your payment in order for the transcript to be provided. If you need to cancel the
transcript request for any reason, you are responsible for paying for the pages of the transcript that have
already been completed at the time of the cancellation.

Requestor’s Information
Full Name Phone Number Email Address
James L. Floyd, IIT (“Lee”) 843-258-1200 Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com
Mailing Address City State Zip Code
1834 Bluebird Road Johns Island SC 29455
Transcript Information
Docket Number Case Caption (i.e. State v. John Doe or Smith v. Smith)
2018CP1005468 Saini v. Arnett Construction, et. al.
Date(s) of Proceeding Circuit X County
January 19, 2022 Family [_] Charleston
Presiding Judge Expedited Yes [X
The Honorable Edgar W. Dickson No []
Court Reporter(s) Opposing Counsel
Digital reporter Stacey Canaday, Esquire
Emily Sheets, Esquire
Timothy Dargan, Esquire

Requestor’s Signature: James L. Floyd III Date: 5/17/22
(Typed name will serve as signature)

Note: If you are ordering a transcript pursuant to Rule 207(a)(1), SCACR, you must contemporaneously
furnish all parties, the Office of Court Administration, and the clerk of the appellate court with copies of
all correspondence with the court reporter.

For Court Reporter Use Only

Full Name Date Received Email Address

Notice of Estimate to Requestor Party
Date: Number of Pages: Estimated Amount

Mailing Address for Payment City State Zip Code

SCCA 800 (1/2019)





3255 Maybank Highway
F I F Johns Island, SC 29455
Tel: (843) 258-1200/Fax: (843) 790-9235
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July 9, 2022

VIA U.S. MAIL

Natalie A. Williams

Court Reporter [I—Circuit Court
South Carolina Judicial Branch
215 Sawyer Circle #618
Charleston, SC 29492

Re:  Ranjiv Saini v. Arnett Construction, LLC, et. al.
Case No. 2018CP1005468

Ms. Williams:

Pursuant to your instructions to my office in your email, please find enclosed with this
letter a check from my firm in the amount of $157.25 as payment for the transcript of the January
19, 2022 Hearing before the Honorable Edgar W. Dickson in the above-captioned lawsuit, which
is pending in the Court of Common Pleas for Charleston County. I would respectfully request both
an electronic copy of the transcript and hard copy. The electronic copy can be sent via email to my
office at Ifloyd@floydlawsc.com.

Please let me know if you need any thing else from my office.

Sincerely,

(=

James L. Floyd, IIT (“Lee”), Esq.
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