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Please see the attached letter to the Court of Appeals for filing.
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100 Williams
Street
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(864) 516-
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF ANDERSON ) TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
 )  
Skylar Blume, Virgil Dowis, Rhi Greer, 
Jonathan Hudson, Natalie Mann, Mya 
Ourada, Braden Terrill, and Aneil 
Tripathi,  
 
Plaintiffs, 
 
  vs. 
 
Starbucks Corporation and Melissa 
Morris, 
 
Defendants. 
 


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


Civil Action No.  2022-CP-04-02159 
 
 
 
 


Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission 
of Charlotte Schwartz 


 
 


 
 Matthew R. Ozment, counsel for the Plaintiffs in this case and a member in good standing 


of the bar of the State of South Carolina admitted to practice before this Court hereby moves for 


the admission and appearance in the above-captioned case of Charlotte Schwartz, an attorney 


admitted and authorized to practice law in the highest court of the District of Columbia, as verified 


in the application, which is incorporated herein by reference. This motion is made upon and is 


supported by the Verified Application for Admission Pro Hac Vice in the State of South Carolina 


of Charlotte Schwartz, which has been filed with the South Carolina Supreme Court Office of Bar 


Admissions along with the $250.00 filing fee pursuant to Rule 404, SCACR.  


Plaintiffs’ counsel has conferred with Defendants’ counsel and counsel for Defendants 


neither consent to nor oppose the relief requested. 


 The undersigned local counsel hereby moves, together with the attached Application and 


Affidavit, that Charlotte Schwartz, Esquire be admitted pro hac vice in the above-captioned case 


as associate counsel. As local counsel, I understand that: 
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1. I will personally sign each pleading, motion, discovery procedure, or other 


document that I serve or file in this Court; 


2. All pleadings and other documents that I file in this case will contain my name, 


firm name, address, and phone number and those of my associate counsel 


admitted pro hac vice; 


3. Service of all pleadings and notices as required shall be sufficient if served upon 


me, and it is my responsibility to serve my associate counsel admitted pro hac 


vice; and 


4. Unless excused by the Court, I will be present at all pretrial conferences, hearings, 


and trials and may attend discovery proceedings. I will be prepared to actively 


participate if necessary. 


Grove Ozment LLC            Matthew R. Ozment               
Firm Name       Name of Local Counsel 
 
100 Williams Street              s/ Matthew R. Ozment               
Street Address     Signature of Local Counsel 
 
Greenville, South Carolina 29601     Local Counsel for Plaintiffs             
City, State, Zip Code           
 
(864) 516-2222                    
Telephone Number  State Bar Number: 80072 
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100 Williams Street 
Greenville, South Carolina 29601 


(864) 516-2266 


go-lawyers.com 


 
April 18, 2024 


 
VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 
South Carolina Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 11629 
Columbia, SC 29211 
ctappfilings@sccourts.org 
 
Re: Skylar Blume et al. v. Starbucks Corporation, et al., Appellate Case No. 2023-001506 
 
Dear Madam Clerk: 
 
This letter seeks guidance from the Court of Appeals on how best to move before this Court for 
pro hac vice admission of Charlotte H. Schwartz on behalf of the Respondents in this matter. This 
appeal regards the circuit court’s denial of a motion to dismiss and compel arbitration. The notice 
of appeal in this matter was filed on or around September 22, 2023. After the notice of appeal was 
filed, the parties disagreed as to whether the case was stayed in the circuit court. The circuit court 
heard motions following the notice of appeal and ultimately stayed the case pending appeal on 
November 22, 2023. 
 
Prior to the order staying the case in circuit court, Respondents filed a motion for pro hac vice 
admission on Charlotte H. Schwartz in circuit court on November 2, 2023, along with the verified 
application that had been submitted by Ms. Schwartz and the undersigned. (Ex. A). On November 
14, 2023, The Supreme Court of South Carolina issued a letter to the Clerk of Court for Anderson 
County certifying the verified application. (Ex. B). The case was subsequently stayed by the 
Circuit Court Judge without the motion being heard.  
 
Pursuant to Rule 404(c) of South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, pro hac vice admission “shall 
continue through the remainder of the action or proceeding, including any appellate proceedings.” 
In this instance, the motion was pending before the circuit court along with the letter from the 
Supreme Court but then was not actually granted prior to the stay being entered.  
 
Respondents request that the Court of Appeals grant the pending motion as it is unopposed by 
Appellants’ counsel. In the alternative, Respondent requests the Court to direct Respondent how 
best to move for Ms. Schwartz’ admission before this Court given she has already submitted her 
Verified Application and paid the required fees.  
 
 







 


 
   
  


Regards,  


  
  Matthew R. Ozment   


 






