From: Staley, Denesha

To: dmoore@turnerpadget.com; kimberly.lau@offitkurman.com; james.figliozzi@offitkurman.com;
sarah@whelanmellen.com; michael@tktlawyers.com; jgrantland@murphygrantland.com; porters@dnr.sc.gov;
jonathan.knicely@nelsonmullins.com; madison.guyton@nelsonmullins.com

Cc: jmcdade@turnerpadget.com; kaitlyn@tktlawyers.com; traci@whelanmellen.com; rdillon@murphygrantland.com;
susanoporter@icloud.com; mitch.brown@nelsonmullins.com; eileen.hindman@nelsonmullins.com;
stephanie.baxley@nelsonmullins.com; linda.silvey@nelsonmullins.com

Subject: Andrew Pampu v. Erin Wingo 2022-001332
Date: Tuesday, August 12, 2025 11:17:00 AM
Attachments: DS Pampu Order.pdf

Good morning,

Attached please find correspondence from the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

PLEASE DO NOT RESPOND TO THIS EMAIL.

Send ALL correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org only. Any parties not included in this
mail will receive the attach I ndence via US Mail

Denesha M. Staley

Senior Appeals Specialist
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Filings: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Phone: (803) 734-1890
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Andrew Pampu, Appellant-Respondent,
V.

Erin Wingo, David Wingo, and Colin J. Gahagan,
Respondents-Appellants.

Appellate Case No. 2022-001332

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. .
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Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
David L. Moore, Jr., Esquire
John Martin Grantland, Esquire
Susan Olmert Porter, Esquire FILED
Kimberly C. Lau, Esquire Aug 12 2025

James E. Figliozzi, Esquire






C. Mitchell Brown, Esquire
Jonathan Mark Knicely, Esquire
Madison Caroline Guyton, Esquire
Sarah D. Baum, Esquire

Michael A. Timbes, Esquire

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely
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