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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

In the Court of Appeals 

_________________ 

 

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 

Court of Common Pleas 

 

Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge 

Thomas McGee, III, Circuit Court Judge 

Daniel Coble, Circuit Court Judge 

_________________ 

 

Case No. 2025-00164 

 

Rhonda Meisner, ............................................................................................................... Appellant, 

 

vs. 

 

Grant Meisner; Grant Meisner, MD, LLC; Sheila Robinson;  

Erwin Mangubat, MD; Moore, Taylor, & Thomas, P.A.;  

Moore Taylor Law Firm, P.A.; Moore Bradley Myers Law Firm, PA;  

Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; Flowers Consulting, LLC;  

Richard G. Whiting, Esquire; Law Offices of Richard G. Whiting, PA; and  

John Doe, (1-10), ......................................................................................................... Respondents. 

  

______________________________________________ 

 

RESPONDENT GRANT MEISNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS APPELLANT’S APPEAL 

______________________________________________ 

 

 Respondent Grant Meisner moves the Court, pursuant to Rules 201, 203, 240 and 269 of 

the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, for an order dismissing Appellant’s Appeal.  This 

motion is made on the following grounds:  

1. On March 18, 2022, Appellant Rhonda Meisner filed the complaint in this matter. 

2. Grant Meisner answered and moved to dismiss on April 6, 2022. 

3. On May 6, 2022, Ms. Meisner filed an amended complaint. 

4. Grant Meisner answered the amended complaint on May 15, 2022. 
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5. On December 2, 2022, Chief Justice Jean H. Toal heard the motions of Respondent 

Meisner, in addition to motions filed by other parties in this case. 

6. By order dated December 15, 2022, Chief Justice Toal granted the motions to 

dismiss. 

7. The December 15, 2022, Order also disposed of certain motions to dismiss filed by 

Appellant concerning counterclaims asserted against her by several other parties. 

8. On December 29, 2022, Appellant filed a Motion to Alter or Amend the trial court’s 

December 15, 2022, Order. 

9. By order filed on January 10, 2023, Chief Justice Toal denied Appellant’s Motion 

to Alter or Amend that order. 

10. Appellant belatedly filed a Notice of Appeal on February 15, 2023, attempting to 

appeal the January 10, 2023, order. 

11. On June 6, 2023, this Court dismissed that appeal as untimely. 

12. On July 28, 2023, this Court granted in part the Respondent’s motion for costs 

ordering Appellant to pay $1,000.00 in attorney’s fees. 

13. Appellant has failed to remit such payment to the Respondent. 

14. On November 27, 2023, Appellant filed five separate Lis Pendens against Grant 

Meisner encumbering property set forth in those descriptions including Tax Map 

Numbers 10100-02-12; 10100-02-46; 10100-02-47; 15208-01-36; and a fifth Lis 

Pendens which did not contain a tax map number.  These five Lis Pendens were 

filed November 27, 2023, even though the case had been dismissed against Grant 

Meisner at that time. 
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15. On December 6, 2023, Respondent Grant Meisner filed a Motion for Dissolution 

of Lis Pendens, and Sanctions.  The motion was based on the fact that Grant 

Meisner was no longer a party to the lawsuit and that the lawsuit did not allege at 

all a controversy regarding ownership of the property.   

16. On August 8, 2024, Grant Meisner’s motion to dissolve the five Lis Pendens was 

heard by The Honorable Daniel Coble.   

17. On August 22, 2024, Judge Coble issued an order finding there was no pending 

action against Grant Meisner and no basis upon which to file the Lis Pendens.  The 

order further found that the original allegations in the complaint did not implicate 

the title to property and therefore a Lis Pendens was an inappropriate filing in the 

matter.  The five Lis Pendens were dissolved by this order. 

18. On September 6, 2024, Appellant filed a motion to reconsider Judge Coble’s 

August 22, 2024, order.  Judge Coble denied this motion to reconsider on 

September 13, 2024. 

19. On September 30, 2024, Appellant filed a notice of appeal of previous orders as 

follows: 

Rhonda Meisner appeals the Order of the Honorable Justice Jean 

Toal dated August 19, 2024 denying the Motion to Alter and Amend 

pursuant to Rule 60 filed December 1, 2023 that attempted to get a 

ruling on the SCRCP Rule 60b filed on January 11, 2023 and the 

previously filed Motion to Alter and Amend pursuant to Rule 52 and 

Rule 59 along with the underlying orders entered on December 15, 

2022 and December 20, 2022.  Appellant received written notice of 

entry of this order August 23, 2024 and this appeal is filed within 30 

days of receipt of the order.” 
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This notice did not attach or reference Judge Coble’s order of August 22, 2024, 

dissolving the Lis Pendens, or his order of September 13, 2024, denying 

Appellant’s motion to reconsider.  

20. On November 18, 2024, Appellant filed a Motion to Alter or Amend seeking to 

have the trial court modify Judge Thomas McGee’s Order of November 5, 2024, 

dismissing Defendants Tricia L. Flowers and Flowers Consulting, LLC from the 

lawsuit.  Appellant’s motion was for “an Order modifying the facts/discussion 

section and reconsideration of his Order dismissing claims against Tricia Flowers 

and Flowers Consulting, LLC.”   

21. By order filed on December 27, 2024, The Honorable Thomas W. McGee, III 

denied Plaintiff’s motion.   

22. Appellant filed her Notice of Appeal from that order on January 27, 2025.   In 

addition to appealing Judge McGee’s Order, Appellant includes on Page 2 of her 

notice that she is also appealing “the Interlocutory Orders of the Honorable Judge 

Coble dismissing the lis pendens on the properties, Denial of the Motion for 

Sanctions (at this time)....”  Judge Coble’s order was filed August 22, 2024.  

Appellant’s Notice of Appeal was filed one hundred fifty-eight days after the order 

was issued, and one hundred thirty-seven days after the motion for reconsideration 

was denied. 

23. Appellant’s claims against the Respondent were resolved on August 22, 2024, when 

the Lis Pendens were dissolved. Appellant cannot now attempt to appeal that 

decision. 
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24. The Respondent is entitled to an order dismissing Appellant’s Appeal as a matter 

of law. 

25. The Respondent is further entitled to recover his attorney’s fees and costs incurred 

as a result of this frivolous appeal. 

 This motion is based upon the pleadings filed in this action, the applicable common and 

statutory law, and the memorandum filed herewith.        

Respectfully submitted, 

      s/James Edward Bradley  

      James Edward Bradley, SC Bar #66130 

      MOORE BRADLEY MYERS LAW FIRM, PA 

      PO Box 5709 (29171) 

1700 Sunset Blvd. 

      West Columbia, South Carolina 29169 

      803-796-9160 

      Ward@mbmlawsc.com 

Attorney for Respondent Grant Meisner 

  

 

West Columbia, South Carolina 

February 24, 2025 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

In the Court of Appeals 

_________________ 

 

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 

Court of Common Pleas 

 

Justice Jean Toal, Circuit Court Judge 

_________________ 

 

Case No. 2025-00164 
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vs. 

 

Grant Meisner; Grant Meisner, MD, LLC; Sheila Robinson;  

Erwin Mangubat, MD; Moore, Taylor, & Thomas, P.A.;  

Moore Taylor Law Firm, P.A.; Moore Bradley Myers Law Firm, PA;  

Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; Flowers Consulting, LLC;  

Richard G. Whiting, Esquire; Law Offices of Richard G. Whiting, PA; and  

John Doe, (1-10), ......................................................................................................... Respondents. 

  

______________________________________________ 

 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RESPONDENT GRANT MEISNER’S MOTION TO 

DISMISS APPELLANT’S APPEAL  

______________________________________________ 

 

Pursuant to Rules 201, 240, and 269 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, 

Respondent Grant Meisner submits this Memorandum in support of his Motion to Dismiss 

Appellant’s Appeal. 

BACKGROUND   

On December 2, 2022, Chief Justice Jean H. Toal heard the Defendants’ motions to dismiss 

in addition to motions filed by other parties in this case.  By order dated December 15, 2022, retired 

Chief Justice Toal granted the motion to dismiss of the Defendants Grant Meisner, Grant Meisner, 

MD, LLC, Sheila Robinson, Moore Taylor & Thomas, PA, Moore Taylor Law Firm, PA, and 
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Moore Bradley Myers Law Firm, PA.  The December 15, 2022 Order also disposed of certain 

motions to dismiss filed by Appellant concerning counterclaims asserted against her.   

On December 20, 2022, retired Chief Justice Toal dismissed Moore Bradley Myers a/k/a 

Moore Taylor Thomas, PA a/k/a Moore Taylor Law Firm, PA.   

On December 29, 2022, Appellant filed a Motion to Alter or Amend the trial court’s 

December 15, 2022 Order. By order filed on January 10, 2023, retired Chief Justice Toal denied 

Appellant’s Motion to Alter or Amend that order.  Appellant filed her Notice of Appeal on 

February 15, 2023, attempting to appeal the January 10, 2023, Order. (See Meisner v. Meisner, et 

al., Appellate Case No. 2023-000232, Ct. App. Feb. 15, 2023.) On June 6, 2023, this Court 

dismissed that appeal as untimely. (June 6, 2023, Order.) On July 28, 2023, this Court granted in 

part the Respondents’ motions for costs ordering Appellant to pay $1,000.00 in attorney’s fees. 

(July 28, 2023, Order.) Appellant has failed to remit such payment.  

On November 27, 2023, Appellant filed five separate Lis Pendens against Grant Meisner 

encumbering property set forth in those descriptions including Tax Map Numbers 10100-02-12; 

10100-02-46; 10100-02-47; 15208-01-36; and a fifth Lis Pendens which did not contain a tax 

map number.  These five Lis Pendens were filed November 27, 2023, even though the case had 

been dismissed against Grant Meisner at that time.   

Respondent Meisner filed a Motion for Dissolution of Lis Pendens and Sanctions on 

December 6, 2023.  This motion was based on the fact that Grant Meisner was no longer a party 

to the lawsuit and that the lawsuit did not allege at all a controversy regarding ownership of the 

property. 

The Honorable Daniel Coble heard the motion to dissolve the five Lis Pendens and for 

sanctions on August 8, 2024.  He issued his order on August 22, 2024, finding there was no pending 
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action against Grant Meisner and no basis upon which to file the Lis Pendens.  The order further 

found that the original allegations in the complaint did not implicate the title to property and 

therefore a Lis Pendens was an inappropriate filing in the matter.  The five Lis Pendens were 

dissolved by this order. 

On September 6, 2024, Appellant filed a motion to reconsider Judge Coble’s August 22, 

2024, order.  Judge Coble denied this motion to reconsider on September 13, 2024. 

On September 30, 2024, Appellant filed a notice of appeal of previous orders as follows: 

Rhonda Meisner appeals the Order of the Honorable Justice Jean Toal dated August 

19, 2024 denying the Motion to Alter and Amend pursuant to Rule 60 filed 

December 1, 2023 that attempted to get a ruling on the SCRCP Rule 60b filed on 

January 11, 2023 and the previously filed Motion to Alter and Amend pursuant to 

Rule 52 and Rule 59 along with the underlying orders entered on December 15, 

2022 and December 20, 2022.  Appellant received written notice of entry of this 

order August 23, 2024 and this appeal is filed within 30 days of receipt of the 

order.” 

 

This notice did not attach or reference Judge Coble’s order of August 22, 2024, dissolving 

the Lis Pendens, or his order of September 13, 2024, denying Appellant’s motion to reconsider.  

On November 18, 2024, Appellant filed a Motion to Alter or Amend seeking to have the 

trial court modify Judge Thomas McGee’s Order of November 5, 2024, dismissing Defendants 

Tricia L. Flowers and Flowers Consulting, LLC from the lawsuit.  Appellant’s motion was for “an 

Order modifying the facts/discussion section and reconsideration of his Order dismissing claims 

against Tricia Flowers and Flowers Consulting, LLC.”   

By order filed on December 27, 2024, The Honorable Thomas W. McGee, III denied 

Plaintiff’s motion.   

Appellant filed her Notice of Appeal from that order on January 27, 2025.   In addition to 

appealing Judge McGee’s Order, Appellant includes on Page 2 of her notice that she is also 

appealing “the Interlocutory Orders of the Honorable Judge Coble dismissing the lis pendens on 
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the properties, Denial of the Motion for Sanctions (at this time)....”  Judge Coble’s order was filed 

August 22, 2024, and the denial of the Appellant’s motion for reconsideration was filed on 

September 13, 2024.   

ARGUMENT 

Appellant’s Appeal is Frivolous 

Appellant’s claims against the Respondent were resolved on December 15, 2022, and 

December 20, 2022, when the trial court granted Respondent’s motion to dismiss. Although 

Appellant attempted to appeal that order, she did not do so in a timely manner. Consequently, on 

June 6, 2023, this Court dismissed that appeal. The trial court’s dismissal of Appellant’s claims 

may not be re-litigated in this appeal.   

Despite the dismissal of Respondent Meisner from the lawsuit, as well as the dismissal of 

the appeal, Appellant then filed five Lis Pendens.  The Lis Pendens were dissolved by Judge 

Coble’s order of August 22, 2024, which found that there was no pending action against Grant 

Meisner and no basis upon which to file the Lis Pendens.  The Order further stated that the original 

allegations in the complaint did not implicate the title to property and therefore a Lis Pendens was 

an inappropriate filing in the matter.   

In addition, on September 6, 2024, Appellant filed a motion to reconsider Judge Coble’s 

August 22, 2024, order which was denied on September 13, 2024.   

Appellant filed her notice of appeal on January 27, 2025.  Appellant now attempts to 

improperly expand the scope of this appeal to include the unappealable Order of August 22, 2024.  

Appellant’s Notice of Appeal was filed one hundred fifty-eight days after Judge Coble’s order was 

issued (and one hundred thirty-seven days after ruling on the motion for reconsideration). 
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Appellant cannot revive her long resolved claims. Her appeal is clearly frivolous, it must be 

dismissed, and the Respondent is entitled to recover his attorney’s fees and costs as a result. 

CONCLUSION   

Based upon the foregoing authorities and arguments, Respondent Grant Meisner 

respectfully submits that he is entitled to an order dismissing Appellant’s appeal as a matter of 

law. 

Respectfully submitted, 

      s/James Edward Bradley  

      James Edward Bradley, SC Bar #66130 

      MOORE BRADLEY MYERS LAW FIRM, PA 

      PO Box 5709 (29171) 

1700 Sunset Blvd. 

      West Columbia, South Carolina 29169 

      803-796-9160 

      Ward@mbmlawsc.com 

Attorney for Respondent Grant Meisner 

  

 

West Columbia, South Carolina 

February 24, 2025 
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