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Attached please find correspondence regarding this appeal

Gregg Meyers
Attorney At Law
114 4th Ave NW           
Byron MN 55920
843-324-1589          
attygm@gmail.com

This email is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521 and is legally privileged.
The Information contained in this communication is confidential, is subject to the attorney-client privilege or other
privileges, may constitute inside information, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. It is the property of
Gregg Meyers. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately by
return e-mail, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments. 
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Gregg Meyers 
Attorney at Law 


 
114 4th Ave NW 


Byron MN 55920 
attygm@gmail.com 


843/324-1589 
 
May 5, 2023 
 
Via email: ctappfilings@sccourts.org 
 
Catherine Harrison 
Deputy Clerk of Court 
South Carolina Court of Appeals 
Columbia SC 
 
 Re: Appeal 2023-0000720, John Doe #53 et al. v. The Bishop of Charleston 
 
Dear Ms. Harrison: 
 
Thank you for your letter responding to me about the pro se party in this case. 
 
I will grant you this is a little confusing, given the pseudonyms, and I am not trying to deepen 
any confusion, but in the trial court that individual is a party designated by one of the enumerated 
Johns Doe numbers. He was one of the class representatives. In theory he was represented by 
class counsel, but he is now adverse to class counsel and appeared pro se in recent proceedings. 
 
He is included in the full caption of the appeal the court has designated, just not by name. 
Respecting his Doe status in the trial court, I was simply alerting the court to his having appeared 
pro se and as someone who received notice of pleadings in the trial court and should perhaps be 
included in the appeal. I do not know whether will participate in the appeal, but I have sent him a 
copy of this letter. 
 
      Sincerely, 


         
      Gregg Meyers 
 
c: Counsel of record 






