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

Attached is my ANSWER TO RESPONDENTS 2ND MOTION TO DISMISS & POS.
If I need to send a $50.00 check please let me know .
Thanks,
Milton Gatlin
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     I certify that I have served the ANSWER TO RESPONDETS 2ND MOTION TO DISMISS by personally delivering a copy to his attorney of record, Wendell L. Hawkins, at his office at 9 Buena Vista Way, Greenville, SC 29615 on January 31, 2025 and emailing a copy to  
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John M. Hornbeck, III et al,
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Milton A. Gatlin
105 Silver Pine Ct.
Greer, South Carolina 29650
(864) 404-9259
milton@dti.us
Pro Se for Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals


APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas The Honorable Bently D. Price, Circuit Court Judge


Appellant Case No. 2024-001197
Civil Action Case No. 2022-CP-23-05339


John M. Hornbeck, III .......................................................................................................Respondent


v.


Milton A. Gatlin .......................................................................................................Appellant


Appellant, Milton A, Gatlin hereby requests Respondent's 2nd Motion To Dismiss be denied based on 


the following. 
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ANSWER TO RESPONDENTS 2ND MOTION TO DISMISS
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Regardless of the case law, etc Respondent's Attorney tries to use playing smoke and mirrors with the Court, Respondent's Attorney has never been able to refute the actual facts of the case which began over 7 years ago. Those facts include but are not limited to the following:
1. The Respondent Custom Castles Roofing and Construction, Inc. was not licensed in accordance with the State of South Carolina to perform the work they proposed to do at Appellant's house.
2. It was illegal for Custom Castles Roofing and Construction, Inc. to offer to do the work and submit a Contract for the work based on the South Carolina Residential Builders Commission - SCLLR.
3. The illegal Contract submitted was also fraudulent due to claims on the Contract that were not true and were included to directive customers (Attachment C).
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       a. Respondent claimed to be licensed for both residential and commercial work when they                 weren't licensed for either (Attachment C).
       b. Respondent claimed to be bonded as required but they were not (Attachment C).
       c. Respondent claimed to be insured but they had neither general liability or worker's
           compensation (Attachment C).
  4. By starting work on Appellant's house they committed breach of contract because  the                South Carolina Residential Builders Commission - SCLLR. said it was illegal for them to be on    site without a license..   
 5. Respondent Custom Castles Roofing and Construction, Inc. broke the law by hiring  an 
 unlicensed roofing contractor.
 6. The roofing and siding work was not done in accordance with the South Carolina  adopted 2015 International Residential Building Code.
 7. The roofing and siding was not installed in accordance with the manufacturers' written    
 instructions.
8. Respondent Custom Castles Roofing and Construction, Inc. broke the law by not complying with SC OSHA regulations when installing the siding.
9. Due to the Respondents not properly installing the roof and siding which caused leaks in the roof and siding and the siding not meeting the wind load of 70 mph required by the building code, Appellant expended over $68,000 including interest but not including Attorney fees of approximately $30,000.00. 
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       Respondents' Attorney's Exhibit A,  ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGEMENT was written by the Respondents' Attorney and filed March 20, 2023.
Appellant's Appeal is based on the  Judge's order denying Plaintiff's Motion For Reconsideration or Reopening dated June 28, 2024.
However since Attorney included Exhibit A,  ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGEMENT, Appellant is attaching , Attachment A, DISCUSSION OF ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR  SUMMARY JUDGEMENT. This discussion was included in Plaintifff's MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OR REOPENING which the Judge denied.





January 31, 2025
Greer, South Carolina
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ATTACHMENT A
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ATTACHMENT B
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ATTACHMENT C










