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To: "gmorrison@burr.com"; "cmcqueeney@burr.com"; "jamcfaddin@bellsouth.net"
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Good afternoon,

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals. Any parties not included in this
email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.

Please do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org.

Christina Sineath
Senior Appeals Specialist
S.C. Court of Appeals

(803) 734-1890
E-Filing Email: ctappfilings@sccourts.or
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The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

In RE: Estate of Stephen Day Ward, Jr.,

Ann Noble-Kiley as Personal Representative of the
Estate of Mary K. Ward a/k/a Mary Kimberly Ward,
Respondent

V.

Stephanie Ward Cibinic, David D. Ward, and Brian C.
Ward, Personal Representatives, Appellants.

Appellate Case No. 2019-002124

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing. Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied. g‘ _ () m 1 ?
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For the reasons stated in the dissenting opinion, I would grant the petition for

rehearing. 5 ; )

Columbia, South Carolina

FILED
Sepl6 2024






CcC.

George Edmondston Morrison, Esquire
Jane A. McFaddin, Esquire
Daniel Simmons McQueeney, Jr., Esquire






