From: Staley, Denesha

To: stephen.kozick@mgclaw.com; jesse@jessesanchezlaw.com; gcapell@capellthomson.com;
cthomson@capellthomson.com

Cc: "lilly.nichols@magclaw.com"; jesse.sanchez@mac.com

Subject: Kathleen M. Rankin v. Hilton Head Exterminators, Inc. 2023-000117

Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 11:11:00 AM

Attachments: Rankin v. Hilton Head - OUT.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
email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.

Denesha M. Staley

Senior Appeals Specialist
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

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

Kathleen M. Rankin, Appellant,

V.

Palatial Homes, Inc. a/k/a Palatial Homes, LLC n/k/a
Palatial Homes Design, LLC; Cesar Castro d/b/a
Heritage Plastering, Inc. n/k/a Heritage Plastering &
Stucco LLC; CMC Steel Works, Inc.; AMI Ironworks
LLC a/k/a American Master Ironworks, LLC; Enaldo
Urriola d/b/a Advanced Roofing Services n/k/a Ankon
Construction Services, LLC; Kelca Counters, Inc.; John
Does 1-20; Cambridge Building, Inc.; Two Brothers
Plastering, Inc.; William T. Ruarks d/b/a Ruacon Quality
Construction; Jimmy J. Metcalf, Jr. d/b/a Quality Roof
Services; Ionut D. Istrate d/b/a Island Plasters LLC; 11
Harrogate Drive Realty Trust; Michael Grondahl; Hilton
Head Exterminators, Inc.; and Imperial Pest Controllers,
Inc.; Defendants,

of which Hilton Head Exterminators, Inc., is the
Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2023-000117

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:

Jesse Sanchez, Esquire

Glynn Lindsey Capell, Esquire , '

Charles Whaley Thomson, Esquire D F!I_LbEgo o5
Stephen Michael Kozick, Esquire ec







