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Marti Blumling, Legal Assistant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr., Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2020CP1005674

David Ashley Bradwell and Charleston Heating & Air, LLC, ................... Appellants,

KBVA KBYES, ...ttt Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Appellants David Ashley Bradwell and Charleston Heating & Air, LLC, hereby notice
their intent to appeal the jury verdict entered by the Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr. on October
31, 2024 and Judge Young’s Order Denying Appellants’ Post Trial Motion, dated and filed
November 12, 2024. Appellants received Notice of Entry of the Order Denying a New Trial on
November 12, 2024.

MCANGUS GOUDELOCK & COURIE, L.L.C.

s/ Dominic A. Starr
Dominic A. Starr (S.C. Bar No: 66231)
J. Christopher Clark (S.C. Bar No: 68434)
2411 North Oak Street, Suite 401
Myrtle Beach, South Carolina 29577
(843) 848-6000
Dominic.starr@mgclaw.com
Chris.clark@mgclaw.com
Attorneys for Appellants
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Other Counsel of Record

Andre DuBose Rembert, Esquire
Rembert Law Firm
P. O. Box 20341
Charleston, South Carolina 29413






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr., Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2020CP1005674

David Ashley Bradwell and Charleston Heating & Air, LLC, ................... Appellants,

KEVA KBYES, ...ttt Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that | have served the Notice of Appeal on the Respondent, Keva Keyes, by
electronically filing a copy with Charleston County Clerk of Court on December 12, 2024,
addressed to all counsel of record, and by emailing counsel of record a copy to their AIS
registered e-mail address as follows:

Andre DuBose Rembert, Esquire
Rembert Law Firm

P. O. Box 20341

Charleston, South Carolina 29413
arembert@rembertlaw.com

December 12, 2024 s/ Dominic A. Starr
Dominic A. Starr
McAngus, Goudelock & Courie LLC
Post Office Box 1349
2411 North Oak Street, Suite 401 (29577)
Myrtle Beach, South Carolina 29578
(843) 848-6000
Attorneys for Appellant
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2020cP1005674

Keva Keyes David Ashley Bradwell and

Charleston Heating & Air, LLC

PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by: or
[] Self-Represented Litigant

Attorney for : [] Plaintiff [] Defendant

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. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.

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) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

O O 0O X

RN

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [X] ends [_] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

David Ashley Bradwell and Charleston
Keva Keyes $1,625,000.00
Heating & Air, LLC

$

$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
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or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.
E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or

placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of , 20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT
Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, 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 judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2024 Oct 31 2:19 PM - CHARLESTON - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2020CP1005674
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FORM 4C INSTRUCTIONS—JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
(Instructions for Information Only-Not to be filed with Form 4C)

Form 4C-Judgment in a Civil Case has been modified to add order information and
enrollment instructions for the clerk of court. The purpose of Form 4 has not changed
with the exception that judgment information is provided when applicable.

Please note that the Form 4C must be attached to all orders that include information to
enroll in the judgment index. The clerk will not be responsible for reading the order to
determine enrollment information.

The attorney or prevailing party will prepare and attach the Form 4C when submitting the
proposed order that includes judgment enrollment information for the judgment index.
The judge will review and sign Form 4C when he or she signs an order that includes
judgment enrollment information for the judgment index.

Form 4C is not required to be submitted to the Court with orders that do not include
information to enroll in the judgment index. If the clerk receives such an order without
Form 4C attached, the clerk should enter and process the order pursuant to Rule 58 and
Rule 77(d), SC Rules of Civil Procedure (i.e., the clerk should serve notice of entry of the
judgment by mail or provide the attorneys with copies of the signed order by other
means).

The “Information for the Judgment Index” section should be completed when the
judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. In
the “Judgment in Favor of” column, enter the name of the party to whom the judgment is
awarded. In the “Judgment Against” column, enter the name of the person to whom the
judgment is against. The judgment amount to be enrolled should be noted in the
“Judgment Amount” column. As necessary, describe any property referenced in the
order if it is to be enrolled in the judgment index. If there is no judgment information to
enroll, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes in this section of the form.

. To enter information to accommodate multiple parties, additional Form 4Cs may be used
as necessary. Additional space may be inserted on the form as necessary.

The section “For the Clerk of Court Office Use Only” should be completed by the clerk
as it has been with the previous version of Form 4.

If the matter is on appeal to the Circuit Court, then the parties on the form should be
changed from Plaintiff and Defendant to Appellant and Respondent.

If an arbitrator prepares an order after arbitration, the arbitrator should strike through
“Circuit Court Judge” and indicate “Arbitrator” in the signature block.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 4 of 4

72.9500TdD020¢#3SVO - SY31d NOWINOD - NOLSTTAHVHD - INd 6T:¢ T€ 190 720¢ - d311d AT1VIOINOHLDO3 13





10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

If a Special Circuit Court Judge, Master in Equity, or Special Referee prepares an order
after hearing a Circuit Court matter, then he or she should strike through the title “Circuit
Court Judge” below the signature line and indicate the appropriate title.

When an Order of Foreclosure is filed, neither the parties or debt owed should be listed in
the Information for the Judgment Index Section, unless the foreclosure order specifically
requires entry of the full judgment amount before the foreclosure sale, pursuant to
Section 29-3-650 of the SC Code.

If the deficiency judgment is waived in a Foreclosure action, indicate N/A in the
“Judgment Amount To Be Enrolled” box.

Foreclosure actions should be ended by the Clerk of Court upon receipt of the Order of
Foreclosure. Subsequent information, including deficiency judgments, can be added to
the action after the case is ended. The Master in Equity should end the action in the MIE
system upon the receipt of the Order of Foreclosure.

When judgment enrollment information is included in the Information for the Judgment
Index Section (for example, when there is a deficiency judgment), only the parties who
the judgment is for and against should be included in the Section. Subordinate parties
and lienholders should not be included in the box if there is not a judgment amount
specifically for or against them.

Form 4C is not required to be attached to Transcripts of Judgment and Confession of
Judgment.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 5 of 4
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Keva KeyesVS Charleston Heating & Air Llc, defendant, et a
Case Number: 2020CP1005674

Type: Order/Form 4

It is so ordered.

/s Roger M. Young, Sr. S.C. Circuit Judge 2134

Electronically signed on 2024-10-31 13:31:33 page 6 of 6
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NO.: 2020-CP-10-05674
)
KEVA KEYES, )
)
Plaintiff, )
VS. ) ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS’
) MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL
DAVID ASHLEY BRADWELL AND )
CHARLESTON HEATING & AIR, LLC, )
)
Defendants. )

This matter is before the Court on Defendants’ Motion for a New Trial pursuant to Rule
59(a) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. Having reviewed the parties’ submissions,
including Defendants’ Motion and Plaintiff’s Memorandum in Opposition, the Court finds that

Defendants have not met the standard required to disturb the jury’s verdict.

Accordingly, Defendants’ Motion for a New Trial is DENIED.

LEGAL STANDARD

Rule 59(a) allows a party to seek a new trial based on judicial errors in evidence
admission or counsel’s conduct, if such errors significantly compromise the fairness of the trial.
The decision to grant a new trial rests within the Court’s discretion and is only appropriate where
a trial judge finds the original verdict unsupported by evidence or impacted by a prejudicial legal
error. Precedent such as Daves v. Cleary, 355 S.C. 216, 231, 584 S.E.2d 423, 430 (Ct. App.
2003) (citing Stevens v. Allen, 336 S.C. 439, 446, 520 S.E.2d 625, 628 29 (Ct.App.1999))
confirms the discretion of the trial court in upholding a verdict barring errors of law or

unsupported outcomes.
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DEFENDANTS’ ARGUMENTS AND COURT’S ANALYSIS

I Pre-Trial Ruling on Amended Pleadings

Defendants argue that the Court’s decision to permit Plaintiff to mention Defendants’
last-minute admission of liability, while prohibiting reference to Plaintiff’s prior ad damnum of
$10 million, created unfair prejudice. Defendants contend that the exclusion of Plaintiff’s
amendment undermined their ability to counter Plaintiff’s narrative regarding Defendants’ delay

in accepting liability.

The Court finds this argument unpersuasive. Plaintiff’s brief rightly asserts that the
exclusion of the ad damnum amount was appropriate, given its potential to unfairly bias the jury.
Reference to Plaintiff’s amended complaint was not relevant to the factual basis of the claims or
defenses at trial and was unrelated to the jury’s deliberation on the actual damages. Moreover,
the Court’s decision to allow Plaintiff to address Defendants’ delayed admission of liability was
warranted, given the context that Defendants’ initial denial of responsibility prolonged the
litigation. This decision aligns with South Carolina’s evidentiary standards permitting relevant

contextual information to be introduced under Rule 401.

II. Plaintiff’s Closing Argument and Insurance Reference

Defendants argue that Plaintiff’s counsel’s reference to Plaintiff “working to pay her
medical bills” improperly implied insurance coverage, thus confusing and prejudicing the jury.
Defendants assert that the mention of Plaintiff’s ongoing financial burden unfairly impacted the

jury’s view of Plaintiff’s injuries and their permanency.

The Court rejects this argument. Plaintiff’s counsel’s comment was an accurate reflection

of Plaintiff’s economic circumstances and did not reference or imply insurance. Plaintift’s
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opposition brief makes clear that this statement did not violate the pretrial order excluding
insurance references. As Vinson v. Hartley, 324 S.C. 389, 404, 477 S.E.2d 715, 723 (Ct. App.
1996) (citing Rush v. Blanchard, 310 S.C. 375, 426 S.E.2d 802 (1993)) underscores, a motion for
a new trial cannot be based on opposing counsel’s truthful representation of facts, and no

substantial prejudicial impact has been shown here.

Additionally, the Court’s response to the jury’s question about insurance was sufficient
and effective. Jurors are not blank slates; they bring their experiences and knowledge to bear in
deliberations. The Court’s curative instruction eliminated any potential confusion regarding

insurance, enabling the jury to reach a verdict based solely on admissible evidence.

CONCLUSION

The Court finds that Defendants have not demonstrated any error in law or procedure that
justifies overturning the jury’s verdict. The trial was conducted in a fair manner, and the
evidentiary and procedural rulings made by the Court were within its discretion. The jury’s
verdict of $1.625 million was sound, consistent with the evidence presented, and unaffected by

any unfair prejudice or improper influence.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Defendants’ Motion for a New Trial is DENIED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

[E-SIGNATURE FOLLOWS]
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Keva KeyesVS Charleston Heating & Air Llc, defendant, et a
Case Number: 2020CP1005674

Type: Order/Other

It is so ordered.

/s Roger M. Young, Sr. S.C. Circuit Judge 2134

Electronically signed on 2024-11-12 16:20:31 page 4 of 4
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