FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Florence
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2019CP2103692
Edward Prince et al Windy Hill Volunteer Fire Company et al
PLAINTIFE(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 fried or heard and a decision rendered.

D ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON}:[ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[_] Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);[_JRule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

|:| Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ | Rule 40(), SCRCP; [ ] Bankruptcy;
D Binding arbitration, subject to.right to restore to confirm, vacate or maodify
arbitration award;

D Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICARLE BOX):
H Affirmed; D Reversed; |:| Remanded;

L10]

Other

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

IT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: D See attached order (formal order to follow) _Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

In respense ta Plaintiffs Post Trial Molions the Court cespectfully deniss the same for the teTiowing reasans;
1. The prior orders of Judge Naliles were clear and cencise in fimlling the obfaining of further experts well outside of tha Ume sef by the rules for doing s,
2. A prelrial bilurcation hoaring was hefd well befare Ihe triel week end il was consantad fo Ihat the trial be bifurcated.

3. Gausation teslimony dy lhs Plaintiff's axpert was prohibiled in aceordance with the wilnesses area of experiise as plainly drawn cul by SCDOT's altamey during volr dire of he witness,
It was clear from the wiiness's own admissian that he did not evaluate the malter for causation,

4, The Cour stands by ils declsion to grant a Directad Vardict in favor of tha SCDOT based on tha lack of svidenco and_iha faw,

5. The argumant that was attempied o ba made by Plaintiffs attatney during closing arguments was clearly not a reasonable Inferenca lhat could be drawn rom any evidence in the.,

ORDER INFORMATION _ 7
This order|v] ends D does not end the case, See Page-2 foradditional 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 procecding in the Electronic Filing System on 06/23/2023 |
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Matt Eagan Agent Of Windy Hill Volunteer Fire Company
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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 abave is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to
parties whe are not E-Filers or whe are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

case, especially from the exhibit that the argument was pertaining to. This decision was
reached in camera and outside the presence of the jury after careful review of the
exhibit.

6. The instructions to the jury regarding the verdict form were in conformity with the
language given in the jury charge, which was not objected to by either side after a
lengthy charge conference.
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Florence Common Pleas

Case Caption: Joanna Prince , plaintiff, et al VS Matt Eagan, defendant, et al
Case Number: 2019CP2103692

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

H. Steven DeBerry, [V

Circuit Court Judge 2771
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