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

Good morning,
 
Pursuant to Rule 262 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (as amended May 6, 2022), I have
attached for filing Appellant's Notice of Appeal, Transcript Request Form, a copy of the email(s)
showing service on counsel for Respondent, the two (2) lower court’s order(s) that are at issue, and
proof of service. Upon receipt we request that the Notice of Appeal be filed and a filed copy be
returned to me via email at Stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com. The filing fee of $250.00 will be timely
forwarded via U.S. mail upon receipt of the appellate case number.
 
Thank you very much for your assistance and please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Stefan

 
www.feidlerlawfirm.com | Stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com
 
Mailing: PO Box 22273, Charleston, SC 29413
Physical: 22 Strawberry Lane, Charleston, SC 29403
(Licensed in South Carolina and Georgia)
 
If, at some point in your life, you should come across anything better than justice, truth, self-control, courage - it must be an
extraordinary thing indeed. - Marcus Aurelius

------------------------------
NOTICE AND EMAIL CONFIDENTIALITY: This email was from Feidler Law Firm, LLC. This email message and any
attachment(s) is confidential, proprietary, or privileged and is subject to protection under the law, including the
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) and other laws as found in (ECPA) 18 U.S.C. §§ 2701-11
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April 7, 2023 


 


 


Sent Via Email  


South Carolina Court of Appeals 


P.O. Box 11629 


Columbia, SC 29211 


ctappfilings@sccourts.org 


 


 RE:  Notice of Appeal 


  Case Name:   Claudine Garver, Both Individually and as   


      Personal Representative of the Estate of Jeremy  


      Garver v. McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital 


  Circuit Court Case No.: 2019-CP-26-05302 


     


  


Dear Sir/Madam:   


 


Pursuant to Rule 262 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (as amended May 6, 2022), I 


have attached for filing Appellant's Notice of Appeal, Transcript Request Form, a copy of the 


email(s) showing service on counsel for Respondent, two (2) order(s), and proof of service. Upon 


receipt we request that the attached documents be filed and a filed copy be returned to me via email 


at Stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com. The filing fee of $250.00 will be timely forwarded via U.S. mail 


upon receipt of the appellate case number.  


 


Sincerely,  


 


 


Stefan B. Feidler  


 


Enclosures as stated  


 


Cc: Hugh W. Buyck (via email only) 


 


 



Stefan








THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


 


In The Court of Appeals 
 


 


Appeal from Horry County  


Court of Common Pleas 


William H. Seals, Jr. , Circuit Court Judge 


 
 


 


     Case No. 2019-CP-26-05302 
 


 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital,  


 


Respondent, 


                       v.  
 


 


Claudine Garver, Both Individually and 


as Personal Representative of the Estate 


of Jeremy Garver, 


          


 


 


 


Appellant. 


 
 


       NOTICE OF APPEAL 
 


 


Claudine Garver, Both Individually and as Personal Representative of the Estate of 


Jeremy Garver appeals the Order(s)-Judgment(s) of the Honorable William H. Seals, Sr., 


dated         March 9, 2023. Appellant received written notice of entry of this Order-Judgment on  


March 9, 2023.  


 


 


 


 


 


[Signature Block on the Following Page] 


 







April 7, 2023     FEIDLER LAW FIRM, LLC 


Charleston, South Carolina 


            


      Stefan B. Feidler, Esquire 


      stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com 


      S.C. Bar No. 101918 


      P.O. Box 22273 


      Charleston, SC 29413 


      Phone: (843) 790-9015  


       


      Attorney for the Appellant Claudine Garver, 


      Both Individually and as Personal   


      Representative of the Estate of Jeremy Garver 


 
 


 


 


 


 


 


Other Counsel of Record:  


 


Hugh W. Buyck, Esquire 


hwb@buyckfirm.com 


S.C. Bar No. 66462 


305 Wingo Way 


Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465 


Phone: (843) 377-1400 


 


Attorney for Respondent 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital 


 



Stefan





		My Bookmarks

		Stefan B. Feidler, Esquire

		stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com

		S.C. Bar No. 101918

		P.O. Box 22273

		Charleston, SC 29413

		Phone: (843) 790-9015






  
 


Revised 03/2023 
SCCA 800  


South Carolina Judicial Branch  


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/Transcriptionist and to South Carolina Court Administration at transcripts@sccourts.org. If WebEx or DCRP 


were used to capture the record, please indicate below and send the form to transcripts@sccourts.org. 
 


Requestor’s Information 


Full Name  


Stefan B. Feidler 


Law Firm/Agency 


Feidler Law Firm, LLC 


Phone Number  


843-790-9015 


Email Address 


Stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com 


Mailing Address 


PO Box 22273, Charleston, SC 29413 


Is the requestor a party in the case?   ☐ Yes  ☐ No    


If no, does the requestor represent a party?   ☒ Yes  ☐ No   If yes, name of party Claudine Garver both 


Individually and as Personal Representative of the Estate of Jeremy Garver 


Transcript Information 


Docket Number 


Unknown  


Full Case Caption (i.e. State v. John Doe or John Smith v. Jane Smith)   


Claudine Garver both Individually and as Personal Representative 


of the Estate of Jeremy Garver v. McLeod Seacoast, Michael 


McCaffrey, MD, and McLeod Physician Associates, II 


 


 


 


Circuit  ☒ 


Family  ☐  


Date(s) of Proceeding 


January 3, 2023 


County Horry County Appeal pending  


☐Yes    ☒No 


Death Penalty 


☐Yes    ☒No 


Presiding Judge  


William H. Seals, Jr. 


Special Circumstances 


Is the hearing to be transcribed one of the following:  


 Termination of parental rights 


 Adoption 


 Any actions involving child custody/visitation. 


Opposing Counsel(s) (name and email address) 
Hugh W. Buyck hwb@buyckfirm.com 


Court Reporter(s) 


Webex 
 WebEx            


 DCRP   


Delivery Timeframe  


(check Rule 607 for current page rates) 


     Quote 


     Rough Draft 


     Overnight delivery 


     Daily delivery  


     Expedited delivery (7 days) Due on/before:     


     Regular delivery (60 days)  


 Portion of proceeding to be transcribed  


     Entire hearing 


     Voir dire by juror 


     Jury selection 


     Plaintiff’s opening statement 


     Defendant’s opening statement 


     Plaintiff’s closing arguments 


     Defendant’s closing arguments 


     Entire direct examination 


     Entire cross examination 


     Entire redirect 


     Examination of witness (W) by attorney (A) 


          W:_       


          A:         


     Ruling of the court 


Delivery Method (additional fees may apply) 


     PDF / Email  


     Hard Copy/Priority Mail ($50 + shipping) 


     PDF & Hard Copy/Priority Mail ($50 + shipping) 


Responsible Payor 


     Private / Self 


     Court Appointed Counsel  


            Appeals Attorney        


           Email        


     Other       


Next Hearing Date  


 


Requestor’s Signature:                                         Date: ________________________  
(Typed name will serve as signature) 
 


NOTE: Requests 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, regardless of indigent status. Please promptly 


submit your payment in the method of payment requested, in order for the transcript to be produced. In some cases, a 


deposit may be required before the transcript can be placed in the production queue. You may also request a quote before 


deciding to order. If you need to cancel the transcript request for any reason, you are responsible for paying for the 



mailto:transcripts@sccourts.org

mailto:transcripts@sccourts.org

Stefan



Stefan

4/7/2023







  
 


Revised 03/2023 
SCCA 800  


South Carolina Judicial Branch  


TRANSCRIPT REQUEST FORM  


pages of the transcript that have already been completed at the time of the cancellation.  


 


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 or transcriptionist. 








Friday, April 7, 2023 at 09:49:10 Eastern Daylight Time


Page 1 of 2


Subject: Estate of Jeremy Garver v. McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital - No;ce of Appeal
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 at 9:48:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time
From: Stefan Feidler
To: Hugh W. Buyck
AFachments: CL No;ce of Appeal on Counsel for Respondent.pdf, No;ce of Appeal Garver v. McLeod.pdf,


Garver Transcript Request Form.pdf, Proof of Service .pdf, image001.png, image002.png


Hugh,
 
Please see the a-ached Cover Le-er, No6ce of Appeal, Transcript Request Form, and Proof of Service. The
same will be sent via U.S. mail. Let me know if you have any ques6ons. Otherwise, I hope you have a great
weekend.
 
 


 
www.feidlerlawfirm.com | Stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com
 
Mailing: PO Box 22273, Charleston, SC 29413
Physical: 22 Strawberry Lane, Charleston, SC 29403
(Licensed in South Carolina and Georgia)
 
If, at some point in your life, you should come across anything better than justice, truth, self-control, courage - it must be an extraordinary
thing indeed. - Marcus Aurelius
------------------------------
NOTICE AND EMAIL CONFIDENTIALITY: This email was from Feidler Law Firm, LLC. This email message and
any attachment(s) is confidential, proprietary, or privileged and is subject to protection under the law, including the
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) and other laws as found in (ECPA) 18 U.S.C. §§ 2701-
11 (ECPA) 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2521, (CFAA) 18 U.S.C. Section 1030, and (ITDA) 18 U.S.C Section 1028(a)
(7). If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that you must not read this message and that any disclosure, copying, printing, distribution, or use of
any of the information contained in or attached to this message is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. There is no intent on
the part of the sender to waive any privilege that may attach to this message and any attachment(s). If you have
received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply email, delete both this message and
your reply, and contact us by collect telephone at 843-790-9015 or one of the numbers indicated above. Thank you
for your anticipated cooperation.
 


 Please consider the environment before printing this email or mailing documents to our office.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



http://www.feidlerlawfirm.com/
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 


) 


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


COUNTY OF HORRY ) 


) 


FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


Claudine Garver, Both Individually and as 


Personal Representative of the Estate of 


Jeremy Garver, 


) 


) 


) 


) 


C/A No. 2019-CP-26-05302 


Plaintiff, ) 


) 
ORDER 


GRANTING DEFENDANT MCLEOD 


LORIS SEACOAST HOSPITAL’S  


MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 


Versus ) 


) 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital; McLeod 


Physician Associates, II; and Michael 


McCaffrey, M.D. 


) 


) 


) 


 ) 


Defendants. ) 


 


Defendant McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital filed a Motion for Summary Judgement 


pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil procedure. A hearing was held via WebEx 


conferencing on January 3, 2023.  After having closely reviewed memos, depositions, arguments 


of the parties, and applicable law, this Court hereby grants McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital’s 


Motion for Summary Judgment. 


Standard of Review 


Summary judgment is proper when it is clear there is no genuine issue of material fact and 


the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.  City of Columbia v. ACLU, 323 S.C. 


384, 475 S.E.2d 747 (1996); Rule 56 (c) SCRCP.  The plain language of Rule 56 (c) SCRCP 


mandates the entry of summary judgment, after adequate time for discovery and upon motion, 


against a party who fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the existence of an element 


essential to the party’s case, and on which that party will bear the burden of proof at trial.  


Baughman v. American Tel. and Tel. Co., 306 S.C. 101, 410 S.E.2d 537 (1991).  A party cannot 


escape summary judgment on the mere hope that something may develop at trial or by remaining 


E
LE


C
T


R
O


N
IC


A
LLY


 F
ILE


D
 - 2023 F


eb 15 3:56 P
M


 - H
O


R
R


Y
 - C


O
M


M
O


N
 P


LE
A


S
 - C


A
S


E
#2019C


P
2605302







 2 


silent and later claiming additional facts supporting the cause of action.  Hammond v. Scott, 268 


S.C. 137, 232 S.E.2d 336 (1977).  Conclusory allegations or denials, without more, are insufficient 


to defeat a motion for summary judgment.  Ross v. Communication Satellite Corp., 759 F. 2d. 355, 


365 (4th Cir. 1985); see also Baber v. Hosp. Corp. of Am., 977 F. 2d 872, 874-75 (4th Cir. 1992) 


(holding that the nonmoving party may not rely on beliefs, conjecture, speculation, or conclusory 


allegations to defeat a motion for summary judgment). 


Summary judgment is appropriate when it is clear that there is no genuine issue of material 


fact and the conclusions and inferences to be drawn from the facts are undisputed.  Etheredge v. 


Richland School Dist. One, 534 S.E.2d 275, 277 (S.C. 2000).  In ruling on a motion for summary 


judgment, the evidence and the inferences which can be drawn therefrom should be viewed in the 


light most favorable to the nonmoving party. Id.  When reasonable minds cannot differ on plain, 


palpable, and indisputable facts, summary judgment should be granted.  Singleton v. Sherer, 659 


S.E.2d 196, 202 (S.C. Ct. App. 2008). 


The party seeking summary judgment has the initial responsibility of demonstrating the 


absence of a genuine issue of material fact. Richardson v. The State Record Co., Inc., 499 S.E.2d 


824-25 (S.C. Ct. App. 1998).  With respect to an issue upon which the nonmoving party bears the 


burden of proof, this initial responsibility may be discharged by showing, that is, pointing out to 


the [trial] court that there is an absence of evidence to support the nonmoving party’s case. Id. at 


825. The moving party need not support its motion with affidavits or other similar materials 


negating the opponent’s claim. Id.; see Milligan v. Liberty Life Ins. Co., 443 S.E.2d 381, 382 (S.C. 


1994) (noting that where record is devoid of evidence, moving party is entitled to summary 


judgment as a matter of law). Once the party moving for summary judgment meets the initial 


burden of showing an absence of evidentiary support for the opponent’s case, the opponent cannot 
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 3 


simply rest on mere allegations or denials contained in the pleadings. See Singleton, 659 S.E.2d at 


203.  It is not sufficient that one create an inference which is not reasonable or an issue of fact that 


is not genuine.  Thompkins v. Festival Centre Group, 410 S.E.2d 593, 594 (S.C. Ct. App. 1991). 


Therefore, where the Plaintiff relies solely upon the pleadings, files no counter affidavits, 


and makes no factual showing in opposition to motion for summary judgment, the court is required 


to grant summary judgment, if under the facts presented by the Defendant, he is entitled to 


judgment as a matter of law. Garrett v. Reese, 262 S.C. 327, 204 S.E.2d 432 (1974). 


Issues 


 The allegations of the Complaint include assertions the Codefendant neurologist, Michael 


McCaffrey, MD, mis-diagnosed a basilar aneurysm for approximately 22 months beginning 


treatment of the Decedent on December 29, 2015.  [Defendant’s Exhibit 1- McCaffrey Medical 


Records].  The Decedent presented through the McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital Emergency 


Department on October 23, 2017.  [Defendant’s Exhibit 2- McLeod Seacoast Records].  It was 


through this ER visit when radiographic studies first diagnosed the brain tumor.  [Id.].  Mr. Garver 


then succumbed to this unexpected finding on November 4, 2017. [Defendant’s Exhibit 3- 


Grandstand Medical Records.].  At no time was Defendant Dr. McCaffrey an employee of this 


Defendant, McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital.  Rather he was employed by and through the properly 


named entity, McLeod Physician Associates, II, a separate 501(c)(3) corporation serving as a 


physician practice plan. [Affidavit, William S. Barnes, Jr., Esq.] 


 Plaintiff has only identified one medical expert witness, Neurologist Thomas Ward, M.D. 


[Defendant’s Exhibit 4 - Plaintiff’s Third Response to Defendants’ Interrogatories].  Dr. Ward 


does not hold himself out as an expert in the standard of care for emergency medicine. 
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 4 


[Defendant’s Exhibit 5 - Deposition of Thomas Ward p. 72: 6-9].  Dr. Ward testified that he will 


not opine at the trial of this case that the Defendant Hospital deviated from the standard of care.  


2 Q. Well, then, in that regard let me make  


3 sure that I'm clear for the record. 


 4 You will not come to trial in this case  


5 and say that any of the staff at McLeod Seacoast  


6 Hospital, including Dr. Larson, the ER doctor –  


7 you wouldn't contend there were deviations from the  


8 standard of care on October the 23rd; is that  


9 correct?  


10 A. I think that's what I would agree. 


 


[Id. at p.73: 4-10]. 


 


 Dr. Ward additionally admitted he would not offer that the hospital proximately caused the 


death of the Decedent. 


16 Q. Are you going to argue at the trial of 


17 this case that McLeod Seacoast Hospital is 


18 responsible for Mr. Garver's death? 


19 A. I don't think I would come to that 


20 conclusion. 


 


[Id. at p. 75: 16-20].  


 To rebut the position of failure to prove medical negligence, Plaintiff asserts the allegations 


against Defendant Seacoast pertain to a defective referral communication process that under our 


common tort law, are not guided by the requirements of S.C. Code Ann. Section 15-79-125 et seq., 


but rather nonmedical and/or administrative care. See Dawkins v. Union Hosp. Dist., 408 S.C. 


171, 178, 758 S.E.2d 501, 504 (2014). 


 Plaintiff argues the hospital failed to timely refer the decedent for follow-up care for the 


performance of an MRI.  This argument, however, is misplaced as the Plaintiff was referred to 


MUSC for the MRI, received an MRI and the Plaintiff previously asserted claims against MUSC 


for medical negligence proximately causing the Plaintiff’s death.  See Claudine Garver, Both 


E
LE


C
T


R
O


N
IC


A
LLY


 F
ILE


D
 - 2023 F


eb 15 3:56 P
M


 - H
O


R
R


Y
 - C


O
M


M
O


N
 P


LE
A


S
 - C


A
S


E
#2019C


P
2605302







 5 


Individually and as Personal Representative of the Estate of Jeremy Garver v. Medical University 


of South Carolina d/b/a MUSC, Court of Common Pleas, Charleston County, South Carolina C/A 


# 2019-CP-10-6565.  


Plaintiff failed to meet her burden to assert allegations of medical negligence or negligent 


administrative care. 


 


A medical malpractice plaintiff must prove, by a preponderance of the evidence: 


(1) The presence of a doctor-patient relationship between the parties; 


(2) Recognized and generally accepted standards, practices and procedures which 


are exercised by competent physicians in the same branch of medicine under similar 


circumstances; 


(3) The medical or health professional's negligence, deviating from generally 


accepted standards, practices, and procedures; 


(4) Such negligence being the proximate cause of the plaintiff's injury; and 


(5) An injury to the plaintiff. 


 


Jamison v. Hilton , 413 S.C. 133, 140-41, 775 S.E.2d 58, 62 (Ct. App. 2015) (quoting Brouwer v. 


Sisters of Charity Providence Hosps. , 409 S.C. 514, 521, 763 S.E.2d 200, 203 (2014). 


 Despite ample time for extensive discovery, the Court finds that the Plaintiff has presented 


no evidence, affidavits or expert witness testimony of any deviation from the applicable standard 


of care as to the Hospital or its employees.  As reflected above, Plaintiff’s only expert, Dr. Ward, 


testified specifically that he would offer no such testimony.  Further, Dr. McCaffrey was not 


employed by McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital so Plaintiff cannot impute liability to the hospital 


for the actions of Dr. McCaffrey.   Plaintiff admits Dr. McCaffrey was not involved in the October 


23, 2017 emergency room visit at issue.   


Plaintiff has failed to set forth any expert testimony from an emergency medicine expert.  


Further, his only expert witness, who is a neurology expert, failed to proffer any testimony that 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital deviated from the standard of care or was the cause of Plaintiff’s 


death.  
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 6 


 To the extent the Plaintiff relies on Dawkins for the proposition there was a failure on the 


part of the hospital to appropriately refer or administratively speak with MUSC concerning an 


MRI referral, this too fails.  Plaintiff presents no testimony as to the professional standards required 


of the Hospital under these circumstances or how the alleged failure to timely refer the decedent 


to MUSC proximately caused the decedent’s death.  The MRI was performed at MUSC and 


Plaintiff has shown no causal relationship through any alleged.  As noted, Plaintiff’s sole expert, 


Dr. Ward, testified specifically he would not opine that the Hospital caused the decedent’s demise. 


THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED there are no genuine issues of material fact concerning 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital and judgment as a matter of law is appropriate pursuant to 


SCRCP 56(c). McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital’s Motion for Summary Judgment is hereby 


granted, ending this matter as to McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital with prejudice. 


IT IS SO ORDERED! 


 


______________________________ 


The Honorable William H. Seals 


January ___, 2023 
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Horry Common Pleas


Case Caption: Claudine  Garver , plaintiff, et al VS   McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital
, defendant, et al


Case Number: 2019CP2605302


Type: Order/Summary Judgment


IT IS SO ORDERED


s/ The Honorable William H. Seals Jr.  #2157


Electronically signed on 2023-02-14 12:25:26     page 7 of 7
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SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    Page 1 of 2  
  


  


  


  


FORM 4  


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  


COUNTY OF       


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 


 


      


  


      


PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 


 


DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 


 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):  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): 


   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)  Statement of Judgment 


by the Court:  


 


ORDER INFORMATION 


This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See 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                         . 


 


  


  


  


  


  


  


  


NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 


03/09/2023


✔


2019CP2605302


After careful and deliberate consideration, Judge Seals respectfully denies Plaintiff’s
Motion to Reconsider.


Michael McCaffrey et alClaudine Garver et al


Horry


✔


✔
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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.  
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Horry Common Pleas


Case Caption: Claudine  Garver , plaintiff, et al VS   McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital
, defendant, et al


Case Number: 2019CP2605302


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


IT IS SO ORDERED


s/ The Honorable William H. Seals Jr.  #2157


Electronically signed on 2023-03-09 14:52:46     page 3 of 3
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   PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL 


 


    THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


 


In The Court of Appeals 
 


 


Appeal from Horry County  


Court of Common Pleas 


William H. Seals, Jr. , Circuit Court Judge 


 
 


 


     Case No. 2019-CP-26-05302 
 


 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital,  


 


Respondent, 


                       v.  
 


 


Claudine Garver, Both Individually and 


as Personal Representative of the Estate 


of Jeremy Garver, 


          


 


 


 


Appellant. 


 
 


       PROOF OF SERVICE  


 


  


 I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal and Transcript Request Form on 


McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital by electronic mail and U.S. mail on April 7, 2023, addressed 


to Respondent's attorney  of record, Hugh W. Buyck at 305 Wingo Way, Mt. Pleasant, SC 


29465, hwb@buyckfirm.com.  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


[Signature Block on Following Page] 
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April 7, 2023     FEIDLER LAW FIRM, LLC 


Charleston, South Carolina 


            


      Stefan B. Feidler, Esquire 


      stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com 


      S.C. Bar No. 101918 


      P.O. Box 22273 


      Charleston, SC 29413 


      Phone: (843) 790-9015  


       


      Attorney for the Appellant Claudine Garver, 


      Both Individually and as Personal   


      Representative of the Estate of Jeremy Garver 


 



Stefan





		Stefan B. Feidler, Esquire

		stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com

		S.C. Bar No. 101918

		P.O. Box 22273

		Charleston, SC 29413

		Phone: (843) 790-9015






Friday, April 7, 2023 at 09:55:21 Eastern Daylight Time


Page 1 of 1


Subject: Courtesy NEF RE: 2019CP2605302
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 at 9:25:08 AM Eastern Daylight Time
From: efiledonotreply@sccourts.org
To: stefan@feidlerlawfirm.com
CC: sbfeidler@charlestonlaw.edu


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


A filing has been submiHed to the court RE:  2019CP2605302


Official File Stamp: 04-07-2023 09:24:52 AM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT


Common Pleas
Horry


Case CapLon: Claudine Garver , plain[ff, et al VS McLeod Loris Seacoast Hospital , defendant,
et al


Document(s) SubmiHed: Appeal/No[ce of Appeal to Court of Appeals
Filed by or on behalf of: Stefan Bjorn Feidler


This no[ce was automa[cally generated by the Court's auto-no[fica[on system.


The following people were served electronically:
Jeffrey Herman Lappin
Gordon Wade Cooper for McLeod Physician Associates II
J. David Banner for Michael McCaffrey et al
Hugh W. Buyck for McLeod Physician Associates II
Stefan Bjorn Feidler for Claudine Garver et al
Saunders M. Bridges, Jr. for Michael McCaffrey et al


The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must be served by
tradiLonal means:
~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain informa[on that
is confiden[al. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any
agachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies
of the message and any agachments.







(ECPA) 18 U.S.C. sections 2510-2521, (CFAA) 18 U.S.C. Section 1030, and (ITDA) 18 U.S.C Section 1028(a)(7). If you
are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that you must not read this message and that any disclosure, copying, printing, distribution, or use of any of
the information contained in or attached to this message is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. There is no intent on the part of
the sender to waive any privilege that may attach to this message and any attachment(s). If you have received this
message in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply email, delete both this message and your reply, and
contact us by collect telephone at 843-790-9015 or one of the numbers indicated above. Thank you for your
anticipated cooperation.
 

 Please consider the environment before printing this email or mailing documents to our office.
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


