From: Falin, Stormy

To: "sam@cfulaw.com"; "bert@cfulaw.com"; "laura@cfulaw.com"; "christy@cfulaw.com"; "jdavis@ycrlaw.com";
"sbrown@ycrlaw.com"; "aphillips@ycrlaw.com"; "rhines@ycrlaw.com"; "tgandy@ycrlaw.com"

Cc: "Molly Duncan"; "sharon@cfulaw.com"; "Molly Duncan"; "Molly Duncan"; speterson@ycrlaw.com;
pbell@ycrlaw.com; speterson@ycrlaw.com; pbell@ycrlaw.com; speterson@ycrlaw.com

Subject: Joe Bryan v. THI of South Carolina at Charleston, LLC, 2025-000237

Date: Monday, September 8, 2025 10:45:00 AM

Attachments: Bryan v. THI - Order.pdf

Dear Counsel:

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

Do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to

ctappfilings@sccourts.org.

Respectfully,

Stormy Falin

Office Manager

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

Joe Bryan, Respondent,
V.

THI of South Carolina at Charleston, LLC d/b/a
Riverside Health and Rehab, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2025-000237

ORDER

Respondent moved to dismiss this appeal and for sanctions. Respondent argues
this appeal is frivolous, barred by the doctrine of collateral estoppel, has been taken
solely for the purpose of delay, and is unsupported by precedent substantiating
Appellant's arguments. Appellant filed a return, opposing dismissal. Appellant
argues the appeal is not frivolous and has not been taken for the purpose of delay.
Appellant submits a particular published case was wrongly decided or does not
control the instant appeal. Respondent also filed a reply, contending the circuit
court did not rely on that particular case, among other assertions. After careful
consideration, we deny Respondent's motion to dismiss. Further, we deny
Respondent's motion for sanctions because we do not believe this appeal is
frivolous or has been taken solely for the purpose of delay. See Rule 269, SCACR
("Where an appeal, petition, motion[,] or return is frivolous or taken solely for the
purposes of delay, or is not in compliance with these Rules, the appellate court
may upon its own motion or that of a party, after ten (10) days notice, impose upon
offending attorneys or parties such sanctions as the circumstances of the case and
discouragement of like conduct in the future may require.").
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cc:
Donald Jay Davis, Jr., Esquire

James D. Gandy, 111, Esquire

Russell Grainger Hines, Esquire

Ted Ashton Phillips, III, Esquire
Samuel Richard Clawson, Jr., Esquire
Christina Rae Fargnoli, Esquire
Laura Kell Wilkes-D'Amato, Esquire
Stephen Lynwood Brown, Esquire
Bert Glenn Utsey, 111, Esquire






