From: Bobbi Myers

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: "clay@mklawsc.com"; Alicia Terwillger PhD.; Jeff Ross; Emily Sheets
Subject: FW: Notice of Appeal Filing - Richardson v. Dewberry

Date: Monday, August 29, 2022 10:34:42 AM

Attachments: 2022.08.26 NOA Package for COA.pdf

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

Good morning,

Attached please find correspondence and our Notice of Appeal, together with the Certificates of
Service for same and the proof of filing in State Court to advise them of the appeal. | am also
including the email we sent to Plaintiff’s counsel advising them of this upcoming filing. As outlined in
the letter, we are filing this via email only and will mail the $250 check to your office.

If possible, we would greatly appreciate an acknowledgment of receipt of this email.

Thanks so much and if you need anything further, please do not hesitate to let us know.

Bobbi Myers
Paralegal/Office Manager
Ross & Cristaldi, LLC
863 Coleman Blvd., Ste. B
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
(843) 329-4040

bmyers@rclawsc.com

Please note our email address change — our entire firm will now be “first initial, last name @rclawsc.com”
Please note our firm address change
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ROSS & CRISTALDI..

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Jeffrey A Ross Jeff Ross
Philip P. Cristaldi, Il Emily Sheets
Scott H Winograd 863 Coleman Blvd, Ste B
Emily C Sheets Mt Pleasant, SC 29464
Benjamin D. Gilchrist ross@rclawsc.com

esheets@rclawsc.com
(843) 329-4040

August 26, 2022

VIA E-MAIL ONLY
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court, South Carolina Court of Appeals

ctappfillings@sccourts.org

Re:  Richardson v. Mt. Pleasant Squares Associates, II, et al.
Case No.: 2018-CP-10-03286

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

My assistant spoke with Elizabeth in your office earlier today regarding the preferred process for
filing a Notice of Appeal. She knowledgably and kindly explained that if we do not already have
an e-filing account through AIS for the Court of Appeals, email is accepted as formal filing and
service, and that a hard copy should not also be mailed to avoid duplication on your end. In that
regard, enclosed for filing please find our Notice of Appeal (with exhibits) and Certificate of
Service of same in connection with the above-referenced matter.

We will mail our check for the $250 filing fee today together with a copy of this letter without
attachments so as not to cause any duplication on your end. We would greatly appreciate you
returning a filed copy of these documents to us via email.

We were further advised by your office that so long as we provide proof that it is been e-filed in
state court, it does not matter in which order we file it with which court. Therefore, for the sake
of efficiency, we have already filed this correspondence with all documents and exhibits in State
Court and are attaching proof of that filing for your records. If there is anything additional you
need from us, please do not hesitate to let us know.

By copy of this email to counsel of record, we are hereby serving them with a copy of the same.

Best R gards

Jeffre A Ross
JAR/kbb
Cc:  The Honorable Julie J. Armstrong, Clerk of Court for Charleston County
(via Charleston County e-filing)
Clayton B. McCullough, Esquire, counsel for the Plaintiffs/Respondents
(via email only, and Charleston County e-filing)

863 Coleman Blvd., Suite B, Mount Pleasant, SC 29464





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Jennifer B. McCoy, Circuit Court Judge

Case No.: 2018-CP-10-03286

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Plaintiffs,

V.

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC,
Defendants,

Of Whom

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Respondents,

And

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC,
Appellants.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, I, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC appeals the written order by the Honorable Jennifer B. McCoy
dated August 24, 2022 denying its Motion for Judgment Notwithstanding the Verdict, and appeals

the Court’s rulings and Orders pertaining to the trial that began on July 18, 2022, the appeal of





which were stayed by the Motion for Judgement Notwithstanding the Verdict. Specifically,
Appellants is providing Notice of Appeal as to:

(a) her Order pertaining to Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park
Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC’s motion for
judgement notwithstanding the verdict, or in the alternative, for a new trial, and
judgment for the same;

(b) her verbal Orders at trial denying the admittance of evidence where Appellants and
Respondents had represented to the Court that exhibits exchanged pretrial would be
admitted without objection;

(c) her Order dated July 22, 2022, denying Appellants admittance of deposition testimony;
and

(d) her verbal Orders at trial on Respondents’ motions in limine excluding evidence.

Counsel for Appellants received the Order denying the judgement notwithstanding the

verdict via SC Courts E-filing on August 24, 2022. A copy of the orders referenced above is
attached hereto as Exhibit A.

<SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS>





2022.08.26 Notice of Appeal
Case No.: 2018-CP-10-03286

August 26, 2022

Other Counsel of Record:
Clayton B. McCullough
McCullough Kahn, LLC

329 King Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29401
clay@mklawsc.com

Attorney for the Respondents

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Jeff Ross

Jeffrey A. Ross, Bar No.: 74254

Emily C. Sheets, Bar No.: 78768

ROSS & CRISTALDI, LLC

863 Coleman Blvd., Ste B

Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina 29464

Phone: (843) 329-4040

Email: jross@rclawsc.com
esheets@rclawsc.com

Attorneys Appellants






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Case No. 2018-CP-10-03286

I, the undersigned, attorney for Appellants Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a
Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation, GREP Southeast, LL, certify that I have
this date served the foregoing Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, I, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park
Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation, and GREP Southeast, LLC’s Notice of Appeal, dated
August 26, 2022, by personally serving the same pursuant to Section (d)(1) of the Supreme Court’s
Order dated May 6, 2022, on the following counsel of record using the primary email address listed
in the Attorney Information System (if applicable):
Clayton B. McCullough
McCullough Kahn, LLC
329 King Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29401

clay@mklawsc.com
Attorney for Respondents

A copy of the sent email is enclosed with this Certificate of Service.

s/ Jeff Ross

Jeffrey A. Ross, Bar No.: 74254

Emily C. Sheets, Bar No.: 78768

ROSS & CRISTALDI, LLC

863 Coleman Blvd., Ste B

Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina 29464

Phone: (843) 329-4040

Email: jross@rclawsc.com
esheets@rclawsc.com

Attorneys for Appellants

Dated: August 26, 2022





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
CASE NO.: 2018-CP-10-3286

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Plaintiffs,
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS’

MOTION FOR JUDGMENT
NOTWITHSTANDING VERDICT

V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a )
Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital )
Corporation, and GREP Southeast, LLC, )
)
)

~Defendants.

This matter came before the Court upon Defendants Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II,
LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation, and GREP Southeast, LLC’s
(“Defendants™) Motion for Judgment Notwithstanding Verdict (hereinafter “Defendants” INOV
Motion™).

In ruling on a motion for directed verdict, and similarly on a motion for JNOV, the trial
court cannot disturb the factual findings of a jury unless a review of the record shows no evidence
which reasonably supports them. Horry County v. Laychur, 315 S.C. 364, 434 S.E.2d 259 (19930;

Force v. Richland Mem'l. Hosp., 322 S.C. 283,471 S.E.2d 714 (Ct. App. 1996). Further, the trial
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court should uphold a jury’s verdict if there is any evidence to sustain it. Burns v. Universal Health
Services, Inc., 361 S.C. 221, 231-33, 603 S.E.2d 605, 611 (Ct. App. 2004); Shupe v. Settle, 315
S.C. 510, 445 S.E.2d 651 (Ct. App. 1994). “[I]n ruling on a motion to set aside a verdict, the trial
court is concerned with the existence of evidence, not as weight.” State v. Gunter, 273 S.C. 347,
256 S.E. 2d 317 (1979). Granting or denying a new trial motion rests with the court’s discretion,

and the court’s decision will not be disturbed on appeal unless the court’s findings are wholly

T L( ~ EXHIBIT






unsupported by the evidence or its conclusions are controlled by an error of law. Vinson v. Hartley
324 S.C. 389, 405, 477 S.E.2d 715, 723 (Ct. App. 1996).

Here, there was substantial evidence in support of Plaintiffs’ claims, and the jury weighed
the evidence presented at trial and reached a reasonable conclusion as to the value to Plaintiffs’
damages suffered as a proximate result of Defendants’ conduct. Based upon the foregoing,
Defendants’ INOV Motion is hereby DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

AN o

Jennifer\B. McCoy
Presiding Circuit Coyrt Judge

August A\ | 2022
Charleston, South Carolina

TPo™M ('L
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FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2018 CP-10-03286
Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson, Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, Il, LLC d/b/a Oyster
Park Apartments; Dewberry Capital Corporation; and
GREP Southeast, LLC,
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
Attorney for : DJ Plaintiff ~ [_] Defendant
Submitted by: Clayton B. McCullough, Esq. or
[ Self-Represented Litigant
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
X JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
O 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. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.
O ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [[] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [[] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ Other
[0  ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;

[[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [_] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[J 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: [] See attached order (formal order to follow) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court: The jury in this case reached the following verdicts in favor of Plaintiffs: $850,000.00 for Plaintiff Karolina
Richardson and $150,000.00 for Plaintiff Krista Richardson with Defendants responsible as follows: Dewberry 30% / Oyster Park
35% / GREP 35%

=

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [X] ends [] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) Enrolled
_ (List amount(s) below)
Karolina Richardson Dewberry Capital Corporation $255,000.00

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, Il, LLC
Karolina Richardson $297,500.00
d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments

Karolina Richardson GREP Southeast, LLC $297,500.00

Krista Richardson Dewberry Capital Corporation $45,000.00

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 1 of 3
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Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC
Krista Richardson $52,500.00
d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments

Krista Richardson GREP Southeast, LLC $52,500.00

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk.
Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 2 of 3
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For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of 5 20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of w2 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, 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 judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

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

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 3 of 3
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Karolina Richardson , plaintiff, et al VS Mt Pleasant Square
Associates Il LLC , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2018CP1003286

Type: Order/Judgment and Form 4

So Ordered

s/Jennifer B. McCoy #2764

Electronically signed on 2022-08-11 11:23:11  page 4 of 4
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,

V.

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a
Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, and GREP Southeast, LLC,

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiffs objected to Defendants’ Rule 32, SCRCP, deposition designations for use at the
trial of this matter. After considering the parties’ oral arguments, reviewing the record in the case,

and balancing the considerations set forth in South Carolina Rule of Evidence 403, the Court rules

on Plaintiffs’ objections as follows:

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CASE NO.: 2018-CP-10-3286

ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS’
OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANTS’
NOTICE OF RULE 32, SCRCP,
DEPOSITION DESIGNATIONS

A. KAROLA RICHARDSON
Taken June 5, 2020
1213 17:6 Irrelevant; improper character evidence under | SUSTAINED
SCRE 404; inadmissible under SCRE 403
18:4 18:16 Irrelevant; improper character evidence under | SUSTAINED
SCRE 404; inadmissible under SCRE 403
21:1 21:12 Improper character evidence under SCRE SUSTAINED
404; inadmissible under SCRE 403; lacks
foundation
22:9 2%17 Irrelevant; improper character evidence under | SUSTAINED
SCRE 404; inadmissible under SCRE 403
24:19 24:22 | Irrelevant; improper character evidence under | SUSTAINED
SCRE 404; inadmissible under SCRE 403
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Jennifer B. McCoy
Presiding Circuit Court Judge
July , 2022

Charleston, South Carolina
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Karolina Richardson , plaintiff, et al VS Mt Pleasant Square
Associates [I LLC , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2018CP1003286

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

s/Jennifer B. McCoy #2764

Electronically signed on 2022-07-22 16:08:10 page 2 of 2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
CASE NO.: 2018-CP-10-3286

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Plaintiffs,

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION IN LIMINE
AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a )
Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital )
Corporation, and GREP Southeast, LLC, )
)
)

Defendants.

Plaintiffs, by and through their undersigned counsel, hereby submit to this Honorable Court
their Motion in Limine for the trial of this matter, currently scheduled for July 18, 2022. This
motion seeks to exclude evidence relating to Plaintiff Karolina Richardson’s prior conviction for
driving under the influence and involuntary hospitalization from February 2017, as both lack any
relevance to the present trial, improper character evidence under SCRE 404, and if ruled relevant,
are inadmissible under SCRE 403.

1. Evidence of Karolina Richardson’s prior charge of driving under the influence

and involuntary hospitalization are irrelevant under SCRE 401 to any matter
of consequent to this trial and inadmissible under S.C. Code Ann. § 44-22-100.

“Relevant evidence means evidence having any tendency to make the existence of any fact
that is of consequence to the determination of the action more probable or less probable than it
would be without the evidence.” Rule 401, SCRE.

Years ago, Karolina Richardson’s (“Karolina™) pled guilty to driving under the influence
(“DUI”) and was thereafter convicted of the same. In February 2017, Karolina was involuntarily
hospitalized in Pinehurst (“Hospital Visit”) (collectively referred to herein as the “Proffered

Evidence”). For the Proffered Evidence to be relevant here, it must relate to a fact that is of
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consequence to this trial. Neither pertain to any of Plaintiffs’ causes of actions, nor their injuries
sustained from mold exposure while living in Oyster Park. In addition, both occurred prior to their
residency at Oyster Park, which is the focus of this trial.

Defendants have asserted no arguments indicating or suggesting the Proffered Evidence
pertains, in any way, to their defenses nor as a possible alternative examination to the injuries she
sustained relating to the Defendants’ conduct.

Further, for evidence relating to the Hospital Visit to be relevant and admissible, this Court
must determine it is admissible under S.C. Code Ann. § 44-22-100'. “Section 44-22-100 permits
disclosure if a “court directs disclosure is necessary for the conduct of proceedings before it and
that failure to make the disclosure is contrary to the public interest.” State v. Terry, 339 S.C. 352,
529 S.E.2d 274 (2002), cert. denied, 531 U.S. 882, 148 L. Ed. 2d 137 (2000).

Evidence relating to the Hospital Visit is inadmissible for this trial because 1) it is not
necessary to conduct the present proceeding, as it lacks any relevance and 2) aligns with the public
interest and the purpose of § 44-22-100.

Therefore, this Court should rule the Proffered Evidence is inadmissible for this trial under
SCRE 401 and S.C. Code Ann. § 44-22-100.

2, The Proffered Evidence is improper character evidence under SCRE 404 and,
therefore, is inadmissible.

“Evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is not admissible to prove the character of a

person in order to show action in conformity therewith. It may, however, be admissible to show

1 S.C. Code Ann. § 44-22-100 states, “Certificates, applications, records, and reports . . . directly
or indirectly identifying a mentally ill or alcohol and drug abuse patient or former patient or
individual whose commitment has been sought, must be kept confidential, and must not be
disclosed unless . . . ” specific instances are present, none of which are present here.
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motive, identity, the existence of a common scheme or plan, the absence of mistake or accident,
or intent.” SCRE 404 (b).

“[E]vidence that the victim is an alcoholic is not admissible to prove she was intoxicated
at a particular time.” Walker v. State, 397 S.C. 226, 241-42, 723 S.E. 2d 610, 618 (Ct. App. 2012).

The Proffered Evidence is also improper character evidence, as it does not pertain to any
admissible uses of character evidence under SCRE 404 (b). Defendants have not asserted the
Proffered Evidence speaks to Karolina’s motive, the existence of a common scheme or plan, nor
the absence of mistake or accident, nor intent.

Karolina is not an alcoholic. However, even if she was and this trial pertained to whether
her injuries resulted from her being intoxicated, as opposed to mold exposure, evidence of her
prior DUI would still be improper character evidence under Walker.

Therefore, evidence pertaining to Karolina’s prior DUI conviction is improper character
evidence and is inadmissible.

3. The Proffered Evidence is inadmissible under SCRE 403.

“Although relevant, evidence may be excluded if its probative value is substantially
outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, confusion of the issues, or misleading the jury, or
by considerations of undue delay, waste of time, or needless presentation of cumulative evidence.”
SCRE 403.

“[Evidence of] [b]lood alcohol was inadmissible because insufficient evidence linked
intoxication to the second accident, making the evidence substantially more prejudicial than
probative. Johnson v. Horry County Solid Waste Authority, 389 S.C. 528, 698 S.E.2d 835 (Ct.

App. 2010).
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The Proffered Evidence has no bearing on any matter of consequence to this trial.
Therefore, any evidence thereof would be substantially more prejudicial than probative. In
addition to the evidence lacking any probative value, it would also substantially confuse and
mislead the jury by bringing in inflammatory evidence which has no bearing on either party’s
causes of actions or defenses.

Further, admitting this evidence would only waste this Court’s valuable time in
adjudicating this matter because the question of whether or not to admit it into evidence and under
what conditions would be timely and serve no purpose toward resolving this dispute.

Therefore, even if this Court rules the Proffered Evidence is relevant, it is inadmissible
under SCRE 403.

McCULLOUGH = KHAN * APPEL

s/Clayton B. McCullough
Clayton B. McCullough, Esq. (SC Bar #13722)

Forrest W. Lewis, Esq. (SC Bar #105525)
2036 eWall Street

Mount Pleasant, SC 29464

(843) 937-0400

(843) 937-0706 (fax)
clay@mklawsc.com
forrest@mklawsc.com

Counsel for Plaintiffs

July 15, 2022
Mount Pleasant, South Carolina
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on July 15, 2022, I caused the foregoing document to be electronically
filed with the Clerk of Court using CM/ECF, which will provide electronic notice of such filing to
all counsel of record.

s/Clayton B. McCullough
Clayton B. McCullough
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Jennifer B. McCoy, Circuit Court Judge

Case No.: 2018-CP-10-03286

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Plaintiffs,

V.
Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC,
Defendants,
Of Whom

Karolina Richardson and Krista Richardson,
Respondents,

And

Mt. Pleasant Square Associates, II, LLC d/b/a Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital
Corporation, GREP Southeast, LLC,
Appellants.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND FILING

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on Respondents by depositing a copy to them in
the United State Mail, postage prepaid, on August 26, 2022, addressed as follows:

Other Counsel of Record:

The Honorable Julie J. Armstrong
100 Broad Street, Ste. 106
Charleston, SC 29401-2210

Clayton B. McCullough
McCullough Kahn, LLC
329 King Street, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29401
clay@mklawsc.com
Attorney for Respondents






Notice of Appeal
2018-CP-10-03286

s/ Jeff Ross

Jeffrey A. Ross, Bar No.: 74254

Emily C. Sheets, Bar No.: 78768

ROSS & CRISTALDI, LLC

863 Coleman Blvd., Ste B

Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina 29464

Phone: (843) 329-4040

Email: jross@rclawsc.com
esheets@rclawsc.com

Attorneys for Appellants






Kag Barnes

From: Katy Barnes

Sent: Friday, August 26, 2022 4:50 PM

To: Clayton B. McCullough, Esquire; 'Alicia@mklawsc.com'
Cc Jeff Ross; Emily Sheets; Bobbi Myers

Subject: Richardson v. Dewberry

Attachments: 2022.08.26 NOA Package.pdf

Hey Clay,

Attached please find the Notice of Appeal documents we will be filing with the Court of Appeals shortly.

Have a great weekend!

Katy B. Barnes

Legal Assistant

Ross & Cristaldi, LLC

863 Coleman Blvd., Ste. B
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
(843) 329-4040
kbarnes@rclawsc.com

Please note our email address change — our entire firm will now be “first initial, last name @rclawsc.com”
Please note our firm address change

RC

tact Bobbi

1y €L

on the content ol this er mail in error, pl

Myers at Ross & Cristaldi., |

original email, all atta y copies thercof,





8/26/22, 4:51 PM NEF

*kkkkk IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION ¥k
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2018CP1003286

Official File Stamp: 08-26-2022 04:48:45 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
Charleston
Case Caption: ;arolina Richardson , plaintiff, et al VS Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC , defendant, et
Document(s) Submitted: Appeal/Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals
Filed by or on behalf of: Jeffrey A Ross

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.

The following people were served electronically:

Jeffrey A Ross for GREP Southeast LLC, Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC, Oyster Park
Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation

Joshua Allan Bennett

Douglas Edward Leadbitter for GREP Southeast LLC et al

John Timothy Wooten for GREP Southeast LLC, Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC, Oyster
Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation

Clayton B. McCullough for Karolina Richardson et al

Emily Christine Sheets for GREP Southeast LLC, Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC, Oyster
Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation

Robert Bryan Barnes

Philip Paul Cristaldi, III for GREP Southeast LLC, Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC,
Oyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must be served by traditional
means:

Carrie Bradley Coleman for GREP Southeast LLC, Mt Pleasant Square Associates II LLC,
Qyster Park Apartments, Dewberry Capital Corporation
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