
From: Daniel Summa
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: Charles Krawczyk
Subject: Marka Rodgers v. CNT Foundations - Rule 203(d)(1)(B) filings
Date: Tuesday, July 30, 2024 3:05:38 PM
Attachments: filed notice of appeal.pdf

NEF of Notice of appeal.pdf
original form 4.pdf
order denying reconsideration.pdf
formal order granting arbitration.pdf

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

Hello–
 
My name is Daniel Summa and I represent the Appellant, Marka Danielle Rodgers, in this appeal.
 
Please find enclosed for filing:
 

1. Notice of Appeal
2. Proof of Service of Notice of Appeal
3. Three (3) Orders being appealed:

a. Form 4 Order compelling arbitration
b. Formal Order compelling arbitration
c. Order denying Plaintiff’s motion to reconsider

 
We are mailing a check for $250.00 to 1220 Senate St. for the filing fee. Please let me know if
anything else is needed or if there’s any questions.  Thank you so much!
 
Best,
 
Daniel
 
-- 
Daniel Summa
Summa Law Firm LLC
3 Broad Street, #301
Charleston, SC 29401
T: (843) - 277 - 9665
F: (843) - 806 - 2920
 

mailto:daniel@summalawfirm.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:ckrawczyk@FinkelLaw.com
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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. 2022-CP-10-05916 
_______________________ 


 
Marka Danielle Rodgers ................................................................................................... Appellant, 
 


v. 
 
CNT Foundations ........................................................................................................... Respondent. 
 


_______________________ 
 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 
_________________________ 


 
 Marka Danielle Rodgers appeals the Form 4 Order dated October 18, 2023 granting 


Respondent’s Motion to Compel Arbitration, the following formal Order dated November 3, 


2023, and the Order denying Appellant’s Motion to Amend dated June 26, 2024. 


 Appellant received written notice of the entry of the Order denying Plaintiff’s Motion to 


Amend on June 26, 2024.   


 
 Respectfully submitted,   


  
 /s/ Daniel Summa     
 _________________________________ 
 Daniel Summa 
 Summa Law Firm, LLC 
 3 Broad Street, #301 
 Charleston, SC 29401 
 843-277-9665 office 
 843-806-2920 fax  
 daniel@summalawfirm.com 
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 2 


 Attorney for Appellant 
 
Other counsel of record: 
Charles A. Krawcyzk  
Dylan R. Glick  
Finkel Law Firm LLC 
PO Box 1799 (Mailing Address) 
1201 Main Street, Suite 1800 (Physical Address) 
Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
ckrawcyzk@finkellaw.com 
dglick@finkellaw.com 
Phone: (803) 765–2935 
 
Attorneys for Defendant CNT Foundations 
 
 
July 25, 2024 
Charleston, SC                                               
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Certificate of Electronic Notification


Recipients
Dylan Glick  - Notification transmitted on 07-25-2024 05:38:51 PM.


Philip Summa  - Notification transmitted on 07-25-2024 05:38:51 PM.


Charles Krawczyk  - Notification transmitted on 07-25-2024 05:38:51 PM.
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****


NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]


A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  2022CP1005916


Official File Stamp: 07-25-2024 05:38:39 PM


Court: CIRCUIT COURT


Common Pleas


Charleston


Case Caption: Marka Danielle Rodgers VS Cnt Foundations


Document(s) Submitted: Appeal/Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals


Filed by or on behalf of: Philip Daniel Summa


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


The following people were served electronically:


Dylan Ross Glick for Cnt Foundations


Philip Daniel Summa for Marka Danielle Rodgers


Charles A. Krawczyk for Cnt Foundations


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


10/17/2023


✔


2022CP1005916


This matter came before the Court on September 8, 2023 as Defendant's Motion to Compel Arbitration. The
Plaintiff was represented by Daniel Summa, and the Defendant was represented by Charles Krawczyk.
Upon consideration of the competing Memorandums and the Arbitration Provision, Defendant's Motion is
GRANTED. Moreover, the Court does not find proof that the parties did not mutually assent to the Arbitration
Provision, and the Court does not find that the Provision is unenforceable. See Mart v. Great S. Homes, Inc.,
No. 2018-001598, 2023 WL 5944268, at 7 (S.C. Ct. App. Sept. 13, 2023). The Defendant is to submit a
Formal Proposed Order within 10 days.


Cnt FoundationsMarka Danielle Rodgers


Charleston
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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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Charleston Common Pleas


Case Caption: Marka Danielle Rodgers VS   Cnt Foundations


Case Number: 2022CP1005916


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


s/Jennifer B. McCoy #2764


Electronically signed on 2023-10-17 16:34:21     page 3 of 3
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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 


06/26/2024


✔


2022CP1005916


This matter came before the Court on June 20, 2024 as Plaintiff's Motion to Amend the Judgment, filed November 10, 2023. “The
purpose of Rule 59(e), SCRCP, to alter or amend the judgment is to request the trial judge to reconsider matters properly
encompassed in a decision on the merits.” Arnold v. State, 309 S.C. 157, 172, 420 S.E.2d 8/34, 842 (1992). “A party may wish to
file such a motion when she believes the court has misunderstood, failed to fully consider, or perhaps failed to rule on an
argument or issue, and the party wishes for the court to reconsider or rule on it.” Elam v. South Carolina Dept. of Transp., 361
S.C. 9, 24, 602 S.E.2d 772, 780 (2004).
This Court was not served with this motion pursuant to Rule 59(g), and furthermore, based on the arguments of counsel
presented, this Court DENIES Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider.
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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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Charleston Common Pleas


Case Caption: Marka Danielle Rodgers VS   Cnt Foundations


Case Number: 2022CP1005916


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


s/Jennifer B. McCoy #2764


Electronically signed on 2024-06-26 12:19:51     page 3 of 3
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THIS MATTER came before the Court on Defendant’s Motion to Stay Proceedings and Compel 


Arbitration. A hearing was held on September 8, 2023. After reviewing the briefs filed by both 


parties including all legal arguments made therein, and considering arguments made at the hearing, 


the Court finds the arbitration provision contained in Plaintiff’s contract with Defendant is valid 


and enforceable under South Carolina law. Therefore, the Court GRANTS Defendant’s Motion to 


Compel Arbitration. This matter shall be stricken subject to the right to restore to confirm, vacate 


or modify any arbitration award. 


IT IS SO ORDERED. 


              


       The Honorable Jennifer B. McCoy 


       Ninth Judicial Circuit 


October   , 2023 


Charlston, South Carolina 


 


 


 


 


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


 


COUNTY OF CHARLESTON 


 


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS   


NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


  


 Civil Action No.: 2022-CP-10-05916 


Marka Danielle Rodgers, 


 


Plaintiff, 


 


vs. 


 


CNT Foundations, LLC, 


 


                                      Defendant. 


ORDER 
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Charleston Common Pleas


Case Caption: Marka Danielle Rodgers VS   Cnt Foundations


Case Number: 2022CP1005916


Type: Order/Other


So Ordered


s/Jennifer B. McCoy #2764


Electronically signed on 2023-11-02 08:11:09     page 2 of 2
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