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 In response to Respondent/Appellant’s Motion for Costs and in Reply to 

Respondent/Appellant’s Response to Appellants/Respondents Motion for costs, the 

Appellants/Respondents would argue to this honorable Court the following:   

 SCACR 222 provides in part: “costs shall be taxed against the appellant when the appeal 

is dismissed or judgment on appeal is affirmed.  When a judgment is reversed, costs shall be taxed 

against the respondent unless the court orders otherwise.  When an appeal is affirmed or reversed 

in part or is vacated, costs shall be allowed only as ordered by the appellate court.” 

 In this Appeal and Cross-Appeal, nothing more than a review of the issues on appeal are 

necessary to determine the award of fees.  The Sellers raised the following issues: 1) whether the 

court erred in denying their Motion for JNOV – that issue was affirmed. 2) whether the fees 

awarded to Seller were reasonable – that issue was reversed.  For Buyers raised the following 

issues: 1) whether the trial court erred in denying her Motion for JNOV – that issue was reversed 

and 2) whether the trial court erred in not awarding her more fees – that issue was affirmed as to 

the amount and reversed/remanded as to the rationale supporting same.   

 As such, equity requires an award of costs on appeal to the Sellers or, in the alternative, a 

split of the fees ($2500 to each) and an award of costs to both sides.  
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