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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

David Voros and Alexandra Stasko, Civil Action No. 2022-CP-40-01390
Plaintiffs,

V. NOTICE OF APPEAL OF ORDER

_ DENYING MOTION TO
Allison Dunavant, RECONSIDER ORDER DENYING
MOTION TO QUASH DEPOSITION

Defendant. SUBPOENA

Pursuant to Rule 203 of the South Carolina Rules of Appellate Procedure, non-party Mandy
Matney, by and through undersigned counsel, hereby gives Notice of Appeal of the Order Denying
Ms. Matney’s Motion to Quash Deposition Subpoena and subsequent Order Denying Ms.
Matney’s Motion to Reconsider Order Denying Motion to Reconsider Order Denying Motion to
Appeal, entered by Judge Thomas W. McGee III on November 13, 2025, a copy of which is
attached hereto.

This the 24th day of November, 2024.

/s/ Rebecca K. Lindahl

Rebecca K. Lindahl

S.C. Bar No. 78495
Rebecca.lindahl@katten.com
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP
615 S. College Street Suite 1700

RECEIVED Charlotte, NC 28202

Tel: (704) 344-3141

DEC 31 2025 /s/ Meredith Bannon
‘f ea‘s Meredith Bannon, Esq.
S.C. Bar No.: 77415
SC Coun . App meredith@bannonlawgroup.com

10 Westbury Parkway, Suite A
Bluffton, South Carolina 29910
Tel: (843) 815-4505

Arrornevs for Mandy Mamey
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Richland

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2022CP4001390
David Voros et al Allison Dunavant et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
|:| JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):[] Rule 12(b), SCRCP:[_] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);[_] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

D Other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):D Rule 40(j), SCRCP; El Bankruptcy;

|:| Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

[Jother

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

B Affirmed; [:] Reversed; D Remanded;

Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: D See attached order (formal order to follow) Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

This matter is before the Court on Ms. Matney's Motion for Reconsideration. The Motion asks this court to
alter, amend, or reconsider its Order Denying the Motion to Quash. After reviewing the applicable law and
Mr. Voros' Memo in Opposition and considering arguments raised in the Motion, the Court is unable to
discover any material fact or principle of law that has either been overlooked or disregarded, and further
finds no error of law or fact not appropriately considered. Therefore, the Motion is DENIED.

N
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Ms. Matney shall be deposed no later than fourteen days from the entry of this Order.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order |:| ends does not end the case. D See Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

(180T byt M) Fedil D e:

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 11/13/2025 .

-RE CEr VED
DEC 31 2095
ourt of APPeals

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL
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Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk’s
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: David Voros , plaintiff, et al vs Allison Dunavant , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2022CP4001390

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

s/ Thomas W. McGee 111, Judge Code 2786

Electronically signed on 2025-11-13 10:27:59 page 3 of 3
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Certificate of Electronic Notification

Recipients

Samantha Albrecht - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.
Rebecca Lindahl - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:24 PM.
William Padget - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:22 PM.
Meredith Bannon - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.

Christina Brown - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.
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¥*xixx IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2022CP4001390

Official File Stamp: 11-24-2025 02:49:03 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
Richland

David Voros , plaintiff, et al vs Allison Dunavant ,

sl defendant, et al
Document(s) Submitted: Appeal/Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals

Filed by or on behalf of: Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.

The following people were served electronically:
Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl for Mandy Matney
Christina Marie Brown for David Voros et al
Meredith Anne Bannon for Mandy Matney
William R. Padget for David Voros et al

Samantha Elenor Albrecht for Allison Dunavant

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

06€100¥dD2202#3SVI - SYI1d NOWWOD - ANVIHOIY - Wd 2% 2 AON G202 - d37T14 ATIVOINOHLO3 13



