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APPELLANT’S MEMORANDUM OF LAW
REGARDING APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Appellant Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright hereby responds to this Court’s letter dated
January 2, 2026, asking for memoranda addressing the appealability of two orders regarding four
motions. The two orders are Form 4 Orders issued by Judge Jocelyn Newman on December 22,
2025 at 11:16 am and 11:30 am, respectively. Judge Jocelyn Newman served as the designated
complex case judge for this matter. The first Form 4 Order (1) denied Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike
Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaims and Eighth Motion to Compel, (2) granted Defendant’s
Motion for Reconsideration of Order Regarding Warrant of Attachment, and (3) granted
Defendant’s Second Motion for Reconsideration of Order Regarding Warrant of Attachment. The

granting of the motions for reconsideration of the Order regarding the Warrant of Attachment



resulted in Judge Newman’s dissolving the Warrant of Attachment. The second Form 4 Order
granted Defendant’s Motion for Release of the Matter to the General Docket. The first Form 4
Order is immediately appealable because it involves the dissolution of a warrant of attachment.
Additionally, the other issue in the first Form 4 Order is immediately appealable because it
involves a motion to strike that has a sufficient nexus to the warrant of attachment. The second
Form 4 Order is not immediately appealable, and Appellant has amended her notice of appeal
reflecting the same.

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The case centers on a campaign of defamation, assault, and outrage that Respondent Craig
Bright (“Respondent” or “Bright”) has inflicted (and continues to inflict) on Appellant Diana
Janura (“Appellant” or “Janura”). The parties were married for eleven years and divorced in 2016.
After the parties’ divorce, Bright engaged in a relentless attack against Janura, as alleged in
Janura’s Second Supplemental Complaint. (A copy of the Second Supplemental Complaint is
attached hereto as Exhibit A.)

His wrongful behavior has not only been targeted at Janura, but also at the judicial system.
He has consistently refused to play by the court’s rules and orders. As a result, Janura has had to
look to the judicial system to protect her, including asking the circuit court to issue a warrant of
attachment and to strike his answer for violations of the warrant, along with court orders. It is
from the orders dissolving the warrant and denying the motion to strike that Janura is before this
Court.

l. Warrant of Attachment

Bright was caught red-handed trying to move his assets out of South Carolina in an attempt

to render himself judgment proof. (PIl.’s Ex Parte Mot. for Attachment and supporting affidavit,



attached hereto as Exhibit B.) In a jail-house call with his mother, Bright told her that he was
going to leave the State of South Carolina and “try to liquidate[.]” (Ex. B, §5.) After learning of
this call and that Bright placed his house on the market, Janura sought an ex parte warrant of
attachment. As a result of the evidence presented to Judge Newman, she issued a Warrant of
Attachment (“Warrant”), attached hereto as Exhibit C. Then, Janura discovered an email from
Bright to John Boretti, his banker, stating as follows:

Just got a 96k bill for my litigation fees last month as still trying to get my kids

back and get time for the five million dollar suit. If I file bankruptcy to protect my

personal assets what would happen. I’'m thinking of paying off all my Bright

[H]oldings loans and taking equity out as | don’t believe they can touch assets in

my LLC like Bennie’s so will pay that off with personal cash to park money in

another LLC which means | would want to borrow more against Bennie’s. As

much as the bank will allow me to borrow more and pay it off to get money out of

my name. Same with the raw land. | will contact a bankruptcy attorney but need

to move money out of my personal name by spring.

(Email from Craig Bright to John Boretti, dated Nov. 28, 2023, attached hereto as Exhibit D
(emphasis added).)

With the consent of Janura, Judge Newman amended the warrant to allow Bright to sell his
house and give him the opportunity to sell other items, but all proceeds (less any liens) from the
sales must be deposited in Bright’s counsel’s trust account. A copy of an Order addressing the
amendment of the Warrant (“Amended Order”), is attached hereto as Exhibit E.

In the Order section of the Amended Order, Judge Newman issued the following orders:

1. “[P]ursuant to this Court’s order on November 21, 2023 that Defendant answer all

discovery regarding this net worth, Defendant is ordered to provide a verified list
of all entities in which he has any interest and to all financial records and
documentation of such entities, including for any purchase, exchange, transfer, sale,
or other disposition of any other real property, personal property, asset, or liability

from the date of this order through the termination of this litigation.”

2. “Defendant is once again ordered to answer all discovery (specifically discovery
regarding his net worth) in accordance with this Court’s prior orders . . ..”



3. “[H]e is further ordered to supplement and verify all discovery pursuant to Rule
26(e), SCRCP.”

(Amended Order  4.) Bright has not complied with any of these three specific orders in the
Amended Order, which was issued on October 17, 2024—over one year ago.

1. Motion to Strike

After repeated violations of the Warrant and the Amended Order, Janura filed a Motion to
Strike Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaims and Eighth Motion to Compel (“Motion to Strike”)
on November 25, 2024, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit F. During the hearing on
the Motion to Strike, Janura’s counsel dropped the motion to compel as Judge Newman and
Bright’s counsel raised the issue of whether a motion to strike could be granted regarding issues
contained in motions to compel and other filings that had yet to be heard. (Hr’g Tr.41-52 & 75,
Feb. 19, 2025, a full copy of the hearing transcript is attached hereto as Exhibit G.) Janura’s
counsel limited the Motion to Strike to be based solely on violations of Judge Newman’s orders,
the Warrant, and Amended Order, which include the following issues:

e Failure to verify Bright’s Answers to Interrogatories, despite Judge Newman’s
order (and SCRCP) requiring the same;

e Failure to provide a verified list of all entities owned by Bright, despite Judge
Newman’s order requiring the same;

e Placing his house on the market prior to the Amended Order, despite Judge
Newman’s Warrant seizing the house;

e Attempt to sell and/or move out of the jurisdiction his $500,000 boat, subject to the
Warrant and Amended Order;

e Attempt to sell his Ferrari, subject to the Warrant and Amended Order; and,

e Attempt to sell motorcycles, subject to the Warrant and Amended Order.
(Ex. G, Hr’g Tr. 44, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51.) Janura’s counsel specifically stated “we can argue all the
discovery motions at a later time [provided Judge Newman did not grant the Motion to Strike].”
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(Ex. G, Hr’g Tr. 50:3-4.) Then, Janura’s counsel asked if suited the Court to proceed with the
Motion to Strike only on violations of Court orders, Warrant, and Amended Order, and Judge
Newman answered “[s]ure.” (Hr’g Tr. 50:3-20). Thus, to clarify the record, although Judge
Newman’s Form 4 Order states “Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer and
Counterclaims and Motion to Compel (filed on 11/25/24) is DENIED”, only a motion to strike on
limited grounds was argued, as agreed to by Judge Newman and argued by both parties. (Ex. G,
Hr’g Tr. 50.) The discovery motions were reserved to be argued at a later date. The Motion to
Strike was denied.

LAW/ANALYSIS

An order dissolving a warrant of attachment is an immediately appealable interlocutory
order. Va-Carolina Chem Co. v. Wilkins, 105 S.C. 291, 89 S.E. 659, 661 (1916); Jean H. Toal,
Amelia W. Walker, Margaret E. Baker, Appellate Practice in South Carolina, 166 (S.C. Bar., 3d
ed. 2016). Thus, the part of the first Form 4 Order regarding the granting of motions for
reconsideration, resulting in the dissolution of the warrant of attachment, is immediately
appealable, as a matter of law.

Orders containing a sufficient nexus to orders that contain immediately appealable issues
may become reviewable. Hodge v. UniHealth Post-Acute Care of Bamberg, LLC, 422 S.C. 544,
575 n.9, 813 S.E.2d 292, 309 n.9 (Ct. App. 2018) (stating “courts may accept appeals of
interlocutory orders not ordinarily immediately appealable when appealed with a companion issue
proper for review but not when the issues appealed lack of sufficient nexus.”); Ferguson v.
Charleston Lincoln/Mercury, Inc., 344 S.C. 502, 510, 544 S.E.2d 285, 290 (Ct. App. 2001), aff'd

as modified sub nom. Ferguson v. Charleston Lincoln Mercury, Inc., 349 S.C. 558, 564 S.E.2d 94



(2002) (providing “an interlocutory order may be reviewed if it contains appealable issues which
are properly before the court.”).

Here, both the order dissolving the Warrant and the order denying the Motion to Strike
center around the Warrant and the Amended Order. There is a sufficient nexus between the two
orders. The two motions for reconsideration resulted in the dissolution of the Warrant. The Motion
to Strike was based in significant part on violations of the Warrant and Amended Order. Moreover,
as will be argued in the appellate briefs by Janura, Bright did not seek dissolution of the Warrant
in his motions for reconsideration. He only sought modification of the Warrant. Therefore, the
circuit court committed clear error when it dissolved the Warrant when that relief was not before
it.

If the Warrant was dissolved improperly, there are strong grounds for the granting the
Motion to Strike, as Bright’s counsel admits that Bright does not have to verify his answers to
interrogatories or a list of Bright’s entities. (Ex. G, Hr’g Tr. 52-64.) The circuit court already
ordered him to verify his discovery answers on November 21, 2023. (Order, dated May 20, 2024
from Hearing on Nov. 21, 2023, attached hereto as Exhibit H.) Then the circuit court ordered him
again in the Amended Order. (Ex. E.) To date, Bright has not verified his discovery responses or
a list of all entities in which he has an interest.

In sum, the order dissolving the Warrant is an immediately appealable interlocutory order.
The order regarding the Motion to Strike is a companion order to the order dissolving the Warrant.
It was included in the same Form 4 Order; both motions (for reconsideration and to strike the
answer) were argued one after the other at the same hearing; and they both involve the Warrant
and Amended Order. The order regarding the Motion to Strike is a companion order that should

be heard on appeal by this Court, with the order dissolving the warrant of attachment.



CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the Court should entertain both the order denying the motions to
reconsider and dissolving the warrant and the order denying the motion to strike. Prior to the filing
of this memorandum, Janura submitted an amended notice of appeal to reflect that she is not

appealing at this time the order granting the release of the case to the general docket.

SOWELL & DURANT, LLC

By:  s/BessJ. DuRant
Thornwell F. Sowell 111, SC Bar No. 5197
bsowell@sowelldurant.com
Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920
bdurant@sowelldurant.com
1325 Park Street, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 722-1100

Attorneys for Appellant Diana Janura

Columbia, South Carolina
January 15, 2026
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff )
) SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL
VS. ) COMPLAINT
)
Craig Bright, ) (Jury Trial Demanded)
)
Defendant )
)

Plaintiff Diana Janura (“Plaintiff”’) hereby supplements this action against Defendant Craig
Bright (“Defendant”) based on the allegations set forth below:

PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE

1. Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of Beaufort County, South Carolina.

2. Upon information and belief, Defendant is a citizen and resident of Beaufort
County, South Carolina.

3. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over the claims in this lawsuit and
personal jurisdiction over the parties.

4. Venue is proper in this circuit because the Defendant lives, resides, and does
business in Beaufort County, South Carolina, and the acts and omissions that are the subject of
this action occurred in Beaufort County, South Carolina.

FACTS

5. Plaintiff and Defendant were wife and husband, having been married on August 26,

2005.

6. Three sons were born of this marriage. The first son was born in January 2009; the

€6/70.0d20202#3SVD - SY3a1d NOWWOD - 1404Nv34d - INd 2€:2 ST daS G202 - a31Id AT1vIOINOd 10313



second son was born in October 2012; and the third son was born in September 2014.

7. After nearly eleven years of marriage, Plaintiff and Defendant were divorced on
March 9, 2016 pursuant to the Final Order Approving Final Settlement Agreement and Decree of
Divorce filed on March 9, 2016 in the Beaufort County Family Court under Case Number 2015-
DR-07-286.

8. Even though Plaintiff and Defendant are divorced, they are still 50/50
members/owners of BNC Holdings, LLC, which owns a number of parcels of commercial real
estate, which is in the process of being dissolved.

9. Subsequent to the divorce, Defendant has engaged in a relentless attack against
Plaintiff for years, sending barrages of false, defamatory, and outrageous emails and Facebook
posts to Plaintiff, her lawyers, and the public at large.

10. Defendant continues to send these derogatory and inflammatory emails to Plaintiff
despite the fact that he is under a court order to have no contact, including written contact, with
Plaintiff.

11. Defendant’s false, defamatory, and outrageous campaign to harm Plaintiff, by
emails and posts to third persons has been malicious and beyond the bounds of human decency,
calling or referring to the Plaintiff as follows:

a. A murderer, by informing the public via Facebook and third parties via email, that
Plaintiff intends to “kill him[,]” said Facebook post and email attached hereto as
Exhibit A;

b. A “cunt” at least fifteen times, emails attached hereto as Exhibit B;

c. A *“whore” and that she “took money for sex[,]” emails attached hereto as Exhibit

C;
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12.

A “con” and “liar” which is “confirmed by her accountant and friends[,]” emails
and Facebook posts attached as Exhibit D;

A “fraud[,]” emails attached as Exhibit E;

A person who has a boyfriend who is a pedophile; emails attached as Exhibit F;
A person who has committed perjury and lied under oath, emails attached as
Exhibit G; and,

Other defamatory and outrageous statements that may be revealed in discovery.

After the filing of this Complaint, Defendant has continued to utter numerous

defamatory statements about Plaintiff and engage in a terroristic campaign against Plaintiff. These

instances are as follows:

a.

On or about November 30, 2020, Defendant stated that Plaintiff pays off judges.
Email attached hereto as Exhibit H.

On or about November 30, 2020, Defendant informed Linda Toporek and Kamisha
Pruitt (Defendant’s supervisors for his telephone calls with the parties’ children)
that Plaintiff is a “cheat.” Email attached hereto as Exhibit I.

On or about May 12, 2022, Defendant sent an email to a Katherine Ferguson stating
that Plaintiff’s husband abuses the parties’ children and Plaintiff. Email attached
hereto as Exhibit J.

On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant informed the Beaufort County Sheriff’s
Office (Officer J. Mendicino) that Plaintiff and her husband threatened to kill him
and stated these statements were made at the children’s soccer field and that the
parties’ son could confirm that Plaintiff and her husband threatened to kill him. He

made this statement even though Plaintiff’s husband was not at the soccer field as
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he was en route in a plane to Chicago, Illinois.

On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant called Plaintiff a “slut” and that she has had
sexual intercourse with numerous men. He made this statement to Officer J.
Mendicino of the Beaufort County Sheriff’s Office.

On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant falsely accused Plaintiff of having sexual
intercourse with Beaufort County Sheriff’s Officer Mendicino.

. On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant again called the Beaufort County Sheriff’s
Office and informed Officer Dickman and Officer Mendicino that Plaintiff and her
husband threatened to kill him. He made this statement even though Plaintiff’s
husband was not at the soccer field as he was en route in a plane to Chicago, Illinois.
. On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant called Plaintiff a “fucking pariah” to Officer
Dickman and Officer Mendicino of the Beaufort County Sheriff’s Office.

On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant called Plaintiff a cunt to Officer Dickman
and Officer Mendicino of the Beaufort County Sheriff’s Office.

On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant called Plaintiff a harasser and a mother who
wants to keep their children away from their father at a Beaufort County soccer
field while numerous people were around and observing Defendant following
Plaintiff around the field, videoing her every move.

. On or about May 14, 2022, Defendant left Plaintiff a voicemail, calling Plaintiff a
“whore” and letting her know that he can come to “every sporting event | want”
and “get ready to see me everywhere” which is in direct violation of a family court
order.

On or about August 15, 2022, Defendant cleaned out the parties’ sons’ 529
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education plans to the tune of $190,000 to create financial havoc for and to punish
Plaintiff.

. On or about September 22, 2022, Defendant called Plaintiff a cunt to Officer
Seronka of the Beaufort County Sheriff’s Office. Defendant admitted that he called
Plaintiff a cunt and that “she’s still a cunt.” Defendant made this statement while
he was turning himself in to jail for charges of Unlawful Communications with
Plaintiff. While he was turning himself in to the police, Defendant stated that he
has a “lady who has the same last name as me” senator for his lawyer and that he
would be out of jail in “two seconds” conveying to the officer that he is above the
law, has no respect for it, and can buy his way out of any situation.

. Onorabout July 6, 2023, Defendant called Plaintiff a liar to Defendant’s telephone
call supervisor, Kamisha Pruitt. He also called Ms. Pruitt a liar. He then said
Plaintiff and Ms. Pruitt “will burn in hell [f]or lies and I will Smile as [the parties’
children] will when their mom dies an early death.” A copy of this email is attached
hereto as Exhibit K.

. On or about July 3, 2025, Defendant emailed John Boretti at South State Bank and
Phillip Hartman, the business manager employed by BNC, that Plaintiff is “stealing
from the company” and “I never expected my partner to steal but she has.” A copy
of this email is attached as Exhibit L.

. On or about July 10, 2025, Defendant claims Plaintiff “won’t win in court even
though she has bought them. There is a reason again she won’t go to court. She
loses the judge who is corrupt at best then” in an email to Kamisha Pruitt and

Katherine Ferguson. A copy of this email is attached as Exhibit M.
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13.  All of these statements are false and were published to third persons (except the
voicemail to Plaintiff and the 529 plans). These statements were made with the intent of harming
Plaintiff. These actions served to control Plaintiff and to instill fear in her.

14.  These emails and utterances represent a small fraction of the tens of thousands of
emails and utterances that Defendant sends or speaks to third parties about Plaintiff in attempts to
wrongfully defame, harass, humiliate, and harm Plaintiff.

15. In addition to the harm Defendant has caused Plaintiff via character attacks, his
publications are additionally harmful to Plaintiff because Defendant knows that he and Plaintiff
are dissolving their business. Upon information and belief, Defendant is engaging, in part, in this
smear campaign to impugn her professional status so that any current or future business
opportunities will fail.

16. In addition to Defendant’s outrageous and defamatory campaign against Plaintiff,
he has engaged in a long-standing stalking and harassment scheme to intimidate and strike fear in
Plaintiff.

17. Defendant repeatedly and slowly drives by Plaintiff’s house.

18. Defendant has driven and stopped in Plaintiff’s driveway until she notices him,
causing her to run around the house locking all doors and windows to protect herself and their
young children. Upon information and belief, once he receives enough satisfaction from terrifying
Plaintiff by parking in her driveway, he then drives off.

19. Defendant’s campaign of terror and fear includes chasing Plaintiff in her car until
she had to call 911 so the police could stop him, and walking into Plaintiff’s house, opening up a
beer, and refusing to leave.

20. His harassment of Plaintiff extends to their business. With no approval from
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Plaintiff, he wrongfully withdrew approximately $500,000 from their business account. He then
texted Plaintiff’s business manager informing him that if Plaintiff wanted the money, she would
have to sue him for it.

21. Defendant has threatened to purchase the house across from Plaintiff to keep watch
over all of her activities.

22.  This threat to purchase the house across the street is not idle as he has engaged in
this behavior before. Prior to buying her present home, Plaintiff purchased a lot in Spanish Wells
and was planning on building a house. Then, Defendant purchased a house around the corner
solely to intimidate, harass, and strike fear in Plaintiff. He succeeded because his purchase forced
Plaintiff to abandon construction, sell the lot, and find a different property, where she currently
resides with their three young children.

23. For her current home, Plaintiff spent approximately one year fixing it up and then
moved in March of 2019. In or around August of 2020, Defendant placed an offer on the
neighboring property and was under contract. Upon information and belief, he contracted this
property just to intimidate, harass, and strike fear in Plaintiff. Due to Defendant’s substantial
assets, he can afford to fulfill his threats and move next door to wherever Plaintiff moves.

24, Plaintiff has received a phone call from Defendant’s friend that he is concerned for
her life and welfare.

25.  Plaintiff fears for her life due to Defendant’s actions, and Defendant has been
successful in his reign of terror.

26.  Asaresult of Defendant’s campaign to terrorize, defame, intimidate, and engage in
other outrageous misconduct, Plaintiff has suffered mental and emotional distress, loss of sleep,

constant fear, damage to her reputation, and other actual, special, and consequential damages.
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FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Defamation)

27. The above allegations are hereby realleged as if stated herein verbatim.

28.  All of the above statements made by Defendant about Plaintiff are defamatory, and
none of them are true.

29.  All of the above statements are actionable per se as they are allegations of a crime,
unchastity, and impropriety or inadequacy in performing a trade or profession, including but not
limited to the business that Plaintiff continues to have with Defendant.

30.  All of the above statements were published with actual or implied malice.

31.  All of the above statements are false.

32.  All of the above statements were published by the Defendant to third persons,
including the public at large.

33.  All of the above statements concern the Plaintiff and impugn her reputation.

34. Plaintiff has been injured by Defendant’s defamatory statements.

35. Defendant repeatedly made, and continues to make, the above defamatory
statements wantonly, willfully, and maliciously to harm Plaintiff.

36.  As a result of Defendant’s multiple and repeated defamatory statements about
Plaintiff, Plaintiff is entitled to judgment against Defendant for an appropriate amount of actual,
special, and punitive damages, as well as any other appropriate relief.

FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Outrage)

37.  The above allegations are hereby realleged as if stated herein verbatim.
38. Defendant has intentionally and recklessly inflicted severe emotional distress on

Plaintiff while being certain or substantially certain that such distress would result from his
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conduct.

39. Defendant’s conduct has been and continues to be so extreme and outrageous as to
exceed all possible bounds of decency and should be regarded as atrocious and utterly intolerable.

40. Defendant’s relentless misconduct caused Plaintiff mental and emotional distress
that no reasonable person could be expected to endure.

41. Defendant maliciously chose to strike fear in Plaintiff with their children in her
house.

42.  As a result of Defendant’s outrageous conduct, Plaintiff is entitled to judgment
against Defendant for an appropriate amount of actual and punitive damages.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Assault)

43. The above allegations are hereby realleged as if stated herein verbatim.

44, Defendant’s misconduct places Plaintiff in reasonable fear of bodily harm.

45, Defendant’s misconduct is of a nature, and made under circumstances, that would
affect the mind of one of ordinary reason and firmness and influence her conduct.

46. Defendant knows, or should know, that his threatening behavior causes fear in
Plaintiff.

47. Defendant maliciously chose to strike fear in Plaintiff with their children in her
house.

48.  As a result of Defendant’s assaults on Plaintiff, Plaintiff is entitled to judgment
against Defendant for an appropriate amount of actual and punitive damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendant in an appropriate amount
of actual and punitive damages, to be determined by the jury, for the recovery of Plaintiff’s costs

and attorney’s fees, and for such further and other relief as the Court deems just and proper.
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Columbia, South Carolina
September 15, 2025

SOWELL & DURANT, LLC

s/Bess J. DuRant

Thornwell F. Sowell, 111 (SC Bar No. 5197)
Bess J. DuRant (SC Bar No. 77920)

1325 Park Street, Suite 100

Columbia, South Carolina 29201
803-722-1100

bsowell@sowelldurant.com
bdurant@sowelldurant.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff Diana Janura

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit A

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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-----Original Message-----
From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 10:24 AM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>; Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: 23-b

Deal is officially dead Katherine. Buyer won’t touch in this environment and significant repairs are needed. So sorry
Katherine you and your real estate licensed client have no idea about valuations. | am signing termination letter and we
don’t stand a chance of selling it anytime so unfortunately | am going to have a partner for much longer than | want. She
is toxic and as police records will indicate she threatened to kill me when | was looking at an investment | had under
contract. | take this threat very seriously as do the police.

Sent from my iPhone
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit B

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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|
i

1 Gmail |

Dave

Craig Bright <cbright696@g 'ail.comb'
To: dianabright2@gmail.com ha

Dave, I know a cunt could i i .
Love you buddy be that wide. She is such a bitch. |

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: September 23, 2019 at 5:26:00 PM EDT

To: katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com, dianabright2 @gmail.com
Subject: ignorant

F knew | wouldn’t hear back. | would accept an apogee
| can see my
Kids because my

Ex s cunt which is a know fact. Your Harrassment gives another reason, please apoiogize
Sent from my iPhone
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Begin forwarded message:

From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: October 28, 2019 at 5:06:02 PM EDT

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

Subject: Hi

Hey Danielle, let’s catch up tomorrow and have some fun this weekend. The cunt is out of town. Talk
then.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 3:23 PM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Fwd: BNC Holdings Lease to VayK Gear

Your client is a con and a cunt. Excuse the vernacular. | mean a bitch she asked for no lease changes and you asked the
court to approve that. ignorance is the best word for it and the court will agree. You want something but accept and do
different.you guys are ignorant and irrelevant. Fuck off. You cost me money. :

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Baker Wilkins <baker@naicarolinacharter.com>

Date: October 29, 2019 at 2:13:47 PM EDT

To: Walter Nester <WNester@MCNAIR.NET>, "Martin, David" <DMartin@mcnair.net>, Phil Hartman
<phillip@hrghiltonhead.com>

Cc: Walter Wilkins <walter@naicarolinacharter.com>
Subject: FW: BNC Holdings Lease to VayK Gear

Walter, David and Phil,
Please see the 1% attachment.

We have the go ahead to move forward from Craig and Diana with preparing and sending the Southcoast lease as
well as the VayK Gear lease.

SOUTHCOAST MANAGEMENT

We need a lease reflecting the terms in the attached authorization form for Southcoast Management. They are
moving from unit 202 to 201, The lease will be on the same form as they have now but with the new business
terms as stated. '

So, I believe we will also want to get them to sign a lease termination for unit 202?

VAYK GEAR

In addition, we need a few changes to the attached VayK lease.

Phil, see section 3.7 on page 3 - could you provide some input for BFM to insert when you expect landlord’s work
will be completed ie; delivery date?

Landlord’s responsibllity needs a little tweaking per the LOI such as;

ERE!
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¢ Landlord Is responsible for property taxes, insurance for the building, impact and capacity fees (not sure if
we know what the amount for those fees are yet?). The plan was and shouid stili be to have Walter Nester
handle the impact fees with the county but Craig and Phil may need confirm.

® To ensure that existing Electrical and HVAC systems servicing the Premises are in good working order and
shall warranty same during the term of the lease subject to HVAC section - the issue WW Is pointing out Is

the warranty for “first year” needs to be removed or state the term of the lease.

WW has a few other minor redline comments as well.

Please forward these lease drafts as “version 1” so we can send to both tenants to review.

Thanks,

Baker

Baker Wilkins
NAI Carolina Charter
Principal
843.247.2470

baker@naicarolinacharter.com

From: Walter Wilkins <walter@naicarolinacharter.com>
Date: Friday, October 25, 2019 at 1:10 PM

To: Baker Wilkins <baker@naicarolinacharter.com>
Subject: Re: BNC Holdings Lease to VayK Gear

Baker,
See the attached draft of the lease with my comments...

Section 3.6 — Tenant shall be entitled to possession no later than October 20, 2019.... Need to change
that date?

They may be dealt with by not mentioning them in the lease, but Property Taxes, and Building/Property
Insurance to be responsibility of Landlord is not addressed in the lease. Landlord’s Work: Broom Clean
condition, Impact / Capacity Fees, did warranty change with regards to HVAC from warrantied to
warranties for one year? See comments / changes on attached draft lease document.

Also start date of NOV 1 start may need to get pushed a little, but let’s get past whatever issues and
these few changes and get to them for Tenant's review...

Thanks,

ww
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: October 29, 2019 at 2:55:37 PM EDT
To: Diana Bright <dianabright2@gmail.com>
Subject: Hey

Hey Dave, I'm back in the same place with Diana. She uses the kids to be her shield. | don’t hate her but |
wonder why she does what she does. We used to love each other and | left Michelle to be with her. |
went to just get along but she is all about taking the money and what’s best for her and the guys she will
never marry. Please don’t act her and try to tell her she is wrong and stop being a cunt. Thanks Dave.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 4:44 PM
To: Katherine G Ferguson

Ce: Karyn L Brister

Subject: Re: Call

Stupid cunt

Sent from my iPhone

> On Oct 30, 2019, at 4:33 PM, Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com> wrote;
S _

> Mr. Bright,

>

> Pursuant to the Final Consent Order Ending case, you are to be blowing into SoberLink three (3) times a day to show
your sobriety from alcohol. Further, the Order requires you to be restrained from consuming or being under the
influence of any alcohol whatsoever 12 hours before and while on any phone call with the children.

>

> Until you use SoberLink as required by the Court Order and show your sobriety, my client has no choice but to cancel
the phone call this evening with the minor children. Further, there is a no contact provision in the Final Consent Order.
Due to your lack of sobriety, my client will have no choice but to call the police if you show up to any of your children's
extracurricular activities, to include soccer games.

>

> Please refer the Final Consent Order Ending Case in regard to your obligations pursuant to said Order.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

> Katherine G. Ferguson, Esq.

> Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

> 1001 Bay Street (29902)

> Post Office Box 1745

> Beaufort, South Carolina 29901- 1745

> 843-470-4704 (p)

> 844-272-2129 (f)

> Katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com

> Please note my new email address.

>

>

>

>

> -----0Original Message-----

> From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

> Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 12:16 PM

> To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

> Subject: Call

>
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> Hi Catherine, | do not expect you to respond as you never do but | just wanted to let you know that | have miss placed
my server link. I'd like to talk with my children this evening. Please let me know if your client will except the car. | have a
friend his son is playing soccer at 5:30 so | will be at the same field where my children are. | just wanted to let you know
ahead of time as I'm going to go visit my friends son. Also, Phil has notHeard back from you about the hearing. Please let

him know as he is up in the air about attending as he will not without a subpoena. Have a great day
>

> Sent from my iPhone
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----- Original Message--w
From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 4:46 PM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Call

I will anosikitt be there to see my friends so. Jake plant and Walter coach. Your a bad liar and one who relies on fear.
If my last attorney wasn’t an idiot and a pissy | would be here.

| will see her there. The police won't do anything as I'm only there to see a friend play. Fuck off katherine. You can’t
intimidate me and your client is a cunt.

Sent from my iPhone

>On Oct 30, 2019, at 4:33 PM, Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com> wrote:
>

> Mr. Bright,
>

> Pursuant to the Final Consent Order Ending case, you are to be blowing into SoberLink three (3) times a day to show
your sobriety from alcohol. Further, the Order requires you to be restrained from consuming or being under the
influence of any alcohol whatsoever 12 hours before and while on any phone call with the children.

>

> Until you use SoberLink as required by the Court Order and show your sobriety, my client has no choice but to cancel
the phone call this evening with the minor children. Further, there is a no contact provision in the Final Consent Order.

Due to your lack of sobriety, my client will have no choice but to call the police if you show up to any of your children's
extracurricular activities, to include soccer games.
>

> Please refer the Final Consent Order Ending Case in regard to your obligations pursuant to said Order.
>

> Sincerely,

>

>

> Katherine G. Ferguson, Esq.

> Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

> 1001 Bay Street {29902)

> Post Office Box 1745

> Beaufort, South Carolina 29901- 1745

> 843-470-4704 (p)

> 844-272-2129 (f)

> Katherine @fergusonandfergusonlaw.com
> Please note my new email address.
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vV V Vv

>

> -——Qriginal Message-—-

> From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
> Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 12:16 PM

> To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
> Subject: Call :
>

> Hi Catherine, I do not expect you to respond as you never do but | just wanted to let you know that | have miss placed
my server link. I'd like to talk with my children this evening. Please let me know if your client will except the car. | have a
friend his son is playing soccer at 5:30 so I will be at the same field where my children are. | just wanted to let you know
ahead of time as I'm going to go visit my friends son. Also, Phil has notHeard back from you about the hearing. Plea:2 let

him know as he is up in the air about attending as he will not without a subpoena. Have a great day
>

> Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: November 1, 2019 at 5:35:37 PM EDT

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Hi

| will use the word vagina instead of cunt from here forward. My counsel tells me you don't like the
word cunt

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: December 19, 2019 at 8:30:50 PM EST
To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes

<rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Christmas

My ex wife is a small cunt but | need to know what my kids wants for Christmas so let me know. If |
wanted to be mean | would call her a big cunt so don’t let the vernacular get in the way. | would use
vagina but it's so everyday. I’'m more intelligent as you all are. Let me know.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: January 29, 2020 at 3:24:42 PM EST

To: Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>, Katherine

G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Cunt

That explains. Enough.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: May 12, 2020 at 11:06:12 AM EDT

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>, Katherine G Ferguson
<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

Subject: Re: Rule

Katherine, can you share some light on when your client made up that | was in her yard. Of course you
have nothing as | did nothing. Your client has lied under oath which we have proven and she has lied to
her counsel. (Ps, | habe bnc tax return for last year. Guess what? She made money!) | know you are then
going how could that be as your client said she had no income
And you emphasized that point. Do you want a copy before you apologize for your client All this case is a
lot of “she said” and that’s it. How come their are no pictures, police reports, comments form the kids
about this. Because NONE of it happened. This is defamation of character.
My sons will be receiving mail again this week. You have held mail that you said you would pass on to
the sons, do now you have lies to Rene and the kids. | will ask them about it for sure About my letters as
Iam the father and have every right to a relationship with my sons. You sent me to pay support every
month or you threaten suit. Apparently you have a fantasy that | did something wrong besides call Diana
a cunt. (This is the work used in the court documents)
All of this is because of that. The judge who hopefully will read this as | have given up my client privilege
will see that in fact nothing ever happened that you made accusations of. If any of it did you would of
filed suit as you always file suit for anything per the court records. Now you are going to mention after
over three months that | might have been late or early for a sonerlink.i assume this all because you care
so much about my health. | have never been accused of being around my kids even intoxicated in my
life. Diana has told the community that | got a dui with the kids in the car and that’s why | can’t see
them. | have '
Several people who you will see affidavits from in this regard. Diana was shocked that Ohio and baker
both thought what she wants is unfair and wrong and she relied on theml If you ever fact checked your
client, you would see she has a similar track record to trump and it can be proven. Can’t wait to see and
talk with the boys and as much as you try to delay and push off me seeing my kids, | will persevere. |
keep all this correspondence of what you and Diana want for the sakes of the kids and when they are
adults it will be very informative to read up on how their mom did anything and everything to lie to her
counsel to block my
Contact with them because | called her a name. Show one tone where in my 15 years of being with
Diana where there has been even one issuell! | have blood tests that | am taking so tell a judge after
four years | should see my kids because | blew in something late because | was working to pay my child
support. All your doing is hurting the kids and making the transition harder in a couple months. | look
forward to the new school uear and going to all their events and meeting teachers and all their friends,
etc. it will be a busy falll PS, | also refinanced yesterday one of our buildings, extended a terminated
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lease and am formally exercising my options for a third year in the space in my building wheee I run my
business at 1476. | am also moving our full time marketing to 1476.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 12, 2020, at 10:01 AM, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com> wrote:

Craig,

I am getting ready to sign off for the day. As | mentioned, my daughter in law is going in
for surgery today, but what | didn't tell you is that it for the birth of my grandchild, who
has some complications, and will be going into the NICU. | did talk with Katherine, who
told me that the reason they wanted to communicate through email {(with her not
charging) was because it was only a few months ago when you were running up into the
yard screaming, and that they are concerned that when Diana agrees to one thing, you
immediately ask for more (the give an inch euphemism). She also said that you are not
in compliance with the Soberlink requirements under the order, and she will be sending
me a formal letter with regard to that issue and mediation.

I told you | would file a motion, but it will not be on an emergency basis. | need to also
tell you that, as | have before, that your own communications will be used against you,
and | doubt a judge will grant you relief based on those communications. In short, |
think it will be a waste of your money. | also think that it could negatively impact the
outcome of the motion related to the arbitration award because it will allow/require
Diana to file more pleadings and affidavits which cast you in a bad light.

As always, | am willing to advocate for you, but | have to do that based on the facts. And
you create the factual scenario.

Think about it, and we can talk later.

ROSEN | HAGOOD

RENE STUHR DUKES
|Attorney at Law |

151 Meeting Street, Suite 400
Charleston, SC 29401

| office| 843-577-6726

|fax| 843-724-8036

|direct phone| (843) 266-8142
| direct fax| (843) 266-2247
rdukes@rosenhagood.com
www.ros:enhagood.com
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Our website and email have changed.

Please change your records accordingly.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic mail transmission and any accompanying documents contain information
belonging to the sender which may be confidential and legally privileged. This
information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or
action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in this
transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please

immediately notify us by telephone at (843) 577-6726 and delete the message. Thank
you.

CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE

To comply with U.S. Treasury Department regulations, we inform you that, unless
otherwise expressly indicated, any tax advice contained in this communication
(including any attachments or enclosures) is not intended or written to be used, and
cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code or any other applicable tax law, or (i) promoting, marketing or
recommending to another party any entity, investment, plan, transaction, arrangement,
or other tax related matter.

~-—-Original Message---—-

From: Craig Bright [mailto:cbright696 @gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 6:34 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Rule

Rene, don’t even waste time calling Katherine. File a motion first thing in the morning to
show cause. She is intentionally keeping me unlawfully from having a relationship with
my kids. You said you would File if they did this and | need you to on an emergency basis
as | am wasting valuable days being traumatized as well as my kids brain washed.
Someone told me yesterday when | asked him why he though | never was around the
kids. He said he heard | got a dui with all the kids in the car!! This must stop now and |
must be able to contact my kids unfettered by her every wish to hurt my relationship
with Th kids which it has. Yes I'm pissed. It took her a week to get to what we Knew
would happen when you couldn’t get confirmation my letter was sent.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Regina Banis <regina@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>

Date: July 1, 2020 at 8:33:30 PM EDT

To: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Cc: Laurie McCall <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Bright
Mr. Bright -

Your language is unacceptable. You terminated our business relationship. You have no reason to email
us again.

Best of luck finding a new supervisor.

Regina Banis

Dictated from my iPhone - please forgive typos.

On Jul 1, 2020, at 3:09 PM, Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi! My children’s mom has out in writing she does not want me to speak with my children ever. These
are her exact words. | have choose her wishes so my kids can see how much an ass she isl!1! Going to
publish in the packet. | have forwarded for this issue. | am publishing Diana’s wishes in the packet
tomorrow. Good thing | have her copy. She is a cunt.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 1, 2020, at 9:45 AM, Laurie McCali <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>
wrote: '

Hi, Ms. Ferguson and Mr. Bright,

m
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The only thing | said with regard to emails and letters is that
according to Ms. Bright, any and all communication that Mr. Bright
has with the children, including letters and emails, needs to go
through the attorneys, and according to Ms. Bright, any emails or

mail that goes directly to Ms. Bright is in violation of a no-contact
order.

Also, Mr. Bright, the last time we spoke, you sent me the attached
text. As you requested, | let Ms. Bright know you would no longer
be using our services. If you would like to continue with Lowcountry
Visitation Center, | will need to speak with Regina first, and then |

will get back to you. We will not be able to accommodate a visit
this Wednesday.

Warmest Regards,
Laurie

------——-- Forwarded message -—-----

From: Craig Bright <cbright686@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Jun 29, 2020 at 8:38 AM

Subject: Bright

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Cc: Laurie McCall <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>

Good morning Katherine, can you please confirm that you are receiving my emails so at
least | can be assured a line of communication exists. Could you please also again
confirm that was letter was sent. The supervisors was told by Diana that the kids are
definitely getting the emails sent through you. Is Diana being truthful with her. | have
copied Laura as | want to have a very productive call on Wednesday with all the boys
and want to discuss the content of the letters. l.e. what did they do with their
graduation gifts | gave them? Who did they donate money to to learn more about
charitable actions. These are all character building discussions which sons need to have
with their dad. Please let me know as | want to send another letter through you this
week as you have even agreed to one a week yourself as her attorney. Thank you in
advance.

Sent from my iPhone

Laurie Kellogg

Visitation Supervisor

Lowcountry Visitation Center, LLC
Laurie@LowcountryVisitationCenter.com

www.LowcountryVisitationCenter.com
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: July 2, 2020 at 8:27:29 AM EDT
To: Laurie McCall <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>

Cc: Regina Banis <regina@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>, Katherine G Ferguson
<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Bright

Congratulations Katherine. You had YOUR supervisor run interference for you. The word “cunt” is the

only reason five years later | can’t see my kids. That alone shows you never did anything to research
this. : ’ :

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 1, 2020, at 9:45 AM, Laurie McCall <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>
wrote:

Hi, Ms. Ferguson and Mr. Bright,

The only thing | said with regard to emails and letters is that
according to Ms. Bright, any and all communication that Mr. Bright
has with the children, including letters and emails, needs to go -
through the attorneys, and according to Ms. Bright, any emails or
mail that goes directly to Ms. Bright is in violation of a no-contact
order.

Also, Mr. Bright, the last time we spoke, you sent me the attached
text. As you requested, | let Ms. Bright know you would no longer
be using our services. If you would like to continue with Lowcountry
Visitation Center, | will need to speak with Regina first, and then |

m
—
m

€G.70.0d20202#3SVI - SYd1d NONINOD - 1d0dNv3d - Nd



will get back to you. We will not be able to accommodate a visit
this Wednesday.

Warmest Regards,
Laurie

Forwarded message —~—--—-

From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Jun 29, 2020 at 8:38 AM

Subject: Bright

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

Cc: Laurie McCall <laurie@lowcountryvisitationcenter.com>

Good morning Katherine, can you please confirm that you are receiving my emails so at
least | can be assured a line of communication exists. Could you please also again
confirm that was letter was sent. The supervisors was told by Diana that the kids are
definitely getting the emails sent through you. Is Diana being truthful with her. | have
copied Laura as | want to have a very productive call on Wednesday with all the boys
and want to discuss the content of the letters. l.e. what did they do with their
graduation gifts | gave them? Who did they donate money to to learn more about
charitable actions. These are all character building discussions which sons need to have
with their dad. Please let me know as | want to send another letter through you this
week as you have even agreed to one a week yourself as her attorney. Thank you in
advance.

Sent from my iPhone

Laurie Kellogg

Visitation Supervisor

Lowcountry Visitation Center, LLC
Laurie@LowcountryVisitationCenter.com
www.LowcountryVisitationCenter.com

843-384-0254
<Text.PNG>
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: July 21, 2020 at 5:06:28 PM EDT

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Ps

It is also illegal to call somebody a cunt. I called you that and I'll call my ex-wife that forever. Guess what
it’s not illegal to call somebody a cunt. You were going to make a lot of money to fit Indiana here which
is great for you. You know she was wrong from the beginning in your cunt to back her. Your

Kid will know your morals which are mine. Pay Her and you will do whatever. You must have been a
cheap date but surely easy like Diana. She slept me the first Time | met her. Easy.

Sent from my iPhone

ERE!
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: July 22, 2020 at 8:21:04 PM EDT

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>, Katherine G Ferguson
<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>

Subject: Hi

I went by my new home and she harasserd me. Crazy cunt

Sent from my iPhone
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant
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Exhibit C

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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Craig Bright <cbright896@gmait.com> Sun, May 6, 2018 at 1:50 PM
To: Phillip Hartman <phillip@hrghiltonhead.com>
Ce: "dianabright2@gmail.com” <dianabright2@gmail.com>

Diana. Let me know. You sent the police to see me because |
the worst mom and person every and have dashed my sir fo

to call you a slit as you are. | can't believe you tested my kid
Diana the slutiti

caught you sleeping with your front of my sons. Your are
rever with your being a whore. | asked and it is not illegal
s to you being a slit as that is what they will knit you as,

Sent from my iPhone !

On May 6, 2018, at 9:28 AM, Phillip Hartman <philip@hrghiltonhead.com> wrote:
{Quated text hidden)
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: ' Wednesday, October 30, 2019 4:57 PM
To: Katherine G Ferguson

Subject: Re: Call

It’s a fucking public place
So good luck.

Your client has slept wilts mutinple men during our marriage and is basically a whore. You can charge her all you won’t
and | know you will. You habe no ethics and are a money white as well. It's to bad because you are a nice person but
money drives you. | will see her there and call the police. | can go to see my friend play. On the way

Sent from my iPhone

>On Oct 30, 2019, at 4:33 PM, Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com> wrote:

>

> Mr. Bright,
>

> Pursuant to the Final Consent Order Ending case, you are to be blowing into SoberLink three (3) times a day to show
your sobriety from alcohol. Further, the Order requires you to be restrained from consuming or being under the
influence of any alcohol whatsoever 12 hours before and while on any phone call with the children.

>

> Until you use SoberLink as required by the Court Order and show your sobriety, my client has no choice but to cancel
the phone call this evening with the minor children. Further, there is a no contact provision in the Final Consent Order.
Due to your lack of sobriety, my client will have no choice but to call the police if you show up to any of your children's

extracurricular activities, to include soccer games.
>

> Please refer the Final Consent Order Ending Case in regard to your obligations pursuant to said Order.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

> Katherine G. Ferguson, Esq.

> Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

> 1001 Bay Street (29902)

> Post Office Box 1745

> Beaufort, South Carolina 29901- 1745
> 843-470-4704 (p)

> 844-272-2129 (f)

> Katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com

> Please note my new email address.
>

>
>
>

> From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
> Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 12:16 PM
> To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

1




From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: January 29, 2020 at 3:31:10 PM EST
To: Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Fraud

Diana’s and our banker as well my accountant which we both use. This shows her wealth and ignorance
as she uses them not habe said she lied under oath that she makes no income. Please file suit for her
simply being a con, whore (meaning she took money for sex) and a liar. (Confirmed by her accountant
and friends)

Sent from my iPhone
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-—-Original Message-—--
From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 10:37 AM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Bright

Please let me know if ybu will be filing suit so | can publish Diana’s want. She is sick and you are for defending her.
Everything you do will be public and when you try to not make it public, they will know that. Stop being a whore (work

for money) and let me see my sons. | will work tirelessly to make your practice one that whores go to. | hope she has
paid her monthly retainer to feed your baby.

Sent from my iPhone

m
—
m
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant
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Exhibit D

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: ' Wednesday, October 30, 2019 4:57 PM
To: Katherine G Ferguson

Subject: Re: Call

It’s a fucking public place
So good luck.

Your client has slept wilts mutinple men during our marriage and is basically a whore. You can charge her all you won’t
and | know you will. You habe no ethics and are a money white as well. It's to bad because you are a nice person but
money drives you. | will see her there and call the police. | can go to see my friend play. On the way

Sent from my iPhone

>On Oct 30, 2019, at 4:33 PM, Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com> wrote:

>

> Mr. Bright,
>

> Pursuant to the Final Consent Order Ending case, you are to be blowing into SoberLink three (3) times a day to show
your sobriety from alcohol. Further, the Order requires you to be restrained from consuming or being under the
influence of any alcohol whatsoever 12 hours before and while on any phone call with the children.

>

> Until you use SoberLink as required by the Court Order and show your sobriety, my client has no choice but to cancel
the phone call this evening with the minor children. Further, there is a no contact provision in the Final Consent Order.
Due to your lack of sobriety, my client will have no choice but to call the police if you show up to any of your children's

extracurricular activities, to include soccer games.
>

> Please refer the Final Consent Order Ending Case in regard to your obligations pursuant to said Order.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

> Katherine G. Ferguson, Esq.

> Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

> 1001 Bay Street (29902)

> Post Office Box 1745

> Beaufort, South Carolina 29901- 1745
> 843-470-4704 (p)

> 844-272-2129 (f)

> Katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com

> Please note my new email address.
>

>
>
>

> From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
> Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 12:16 PM
> To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: January 29, 2020 at 3:31:10 PM EST
To: Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Fraud

Diana’s and our banker as well my accountant which we both use. This shows her wealth and ignorance
as she uses them not habe said she lied under oath that she makes no income. Please file suit for her
simply being a con, whore (meaning she took money for sex) and a liar. (Confirmed by her accountant
and friends)

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: January 29, 2020 at 4:20:56 PM EST
To: Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Tax return

Rene. Please have the court send Diana’s 2018 return. | think late would want to know she is
representing a liar. My accountant already said she is and | know late will take all the money she can get
but we can all agree she is a liar. Katy might know that or simply just was ignorant to her clients lies. |
hope she was not complicit and only ignorant. Please ask her formally as | know this isn’t. Thanks. | don’t
think she will lie when asked. Child support alone would not pay for all of Diana’s legal expenses. Can’t
weight for her response.

Sent from my iPhone

ERE!
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Hello, | have used this forum to vent in the past
inappropristely. My ex wif and her attormey
{Katherine Ferguson) have for years tried to keep me
from communicating with my sons who § financially
take care of{not relovant). For reasens that gro only
hazrtful from my ox she lets me have no contact with
them because | callad her a bad name { reference this
as it is all public recard and she threatened to send
me to jsil for 2 year four yeors ano for calling her such
name) { wanted to erite ny sons as f can't call them
dus to her desire to compietely not
Communicate with them. (again, no issues, charges,
suits or anything that would provide any reason for me
not to) when | vrote my sons latters thay said thoy
wauld not give them to them. her attomey who is
copled said that§ could not vaite them as | would
vivlate a no contact order with sy ex (5 years later |
have nover even boen accused of even calling hor
phonet) For

Five years my sons have not been able to receive a
cafl, a letter, or anything. it has been years and no one
cares as fongy as the checks keep coming. | smnot
sending anymore money now and | will got another
lawsuit filed. | will keep you informed of all her efforts
moving forward, With [ife as precious s itis, it had
beooms appareat If pou have: money you can ltigate
simply to do so, { lovwe my sons and shortly they will
know how much | loved them and how hard their Mom
wied to e and cheat moe away from them, {Again, all
public record after years of court) reaflly, | can't write
my sens a birthday eard becauso of hor and hor
attorney said Fm contacting her after nover
contacting her) it's sad an attomey like hers would
aven tefl her thot vas right especialiy as she
appasently has a child.

A PO S ® =
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant
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Exhibit E

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: January 28, 2020 at 5:44:15 PM EST

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Cc: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Subject: Fwd: It was her

Just an FYI. Your client is living with a child molester and Oliver told me he was asked to do touch him.
You can ignore this as my child is at risk. Being the mom of a new child I’'m sure you can understand the
importance. I've asked Rene to pursue as my sons are at risk.

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: January 28, 2020 at 5:40:48 PM EST

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: It was her

Hey husband mike said it was probably her for sure. Once they confirm it was her i want
to file and And all suits. She is a fraud and her husband said so. On the meantime please
file suit against Diana’s

Lover for child abuse. My children said he has beat them and | need to file suit in
morning for their health and well being. Oliver said he exposed himself to him and will
go on the record as suxj. | know they can’t testify as kids so I’'m just protecting him.
Please file suit in morning for a restraining order. Ok? If you won then please have
someone your firm do so my Sonos not harmed. Thanks.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: January 29, 2020 at 3:31:10 PM EST
To: Diana Bright <dianabright2 @gmail.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: Fraud

Diana’s and our banker as well my accountant which we both use. This shows her wealth and ignorance
as she uses them not habe said she lied under oath that she makes no income. Please file suit for her
simply being a con, whore (meaning she took money for sex) and a liar. (Confirmed by her accountant
and friends)

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2020 5:44 PM
To: Katherine G Ferguson

Ce: Rene Stuhr Dukes

Subject: Fwd: It was her

Justan FYI. Your client is living with a child molester and Oliver told me he was asked to do touch him. You can ignore

this as my child is at risk. Being the mom of a new child I'm sure you can understand the importance. I've asked Rene to
pursue as my sons are at risk.

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Date: January 28, 2020 at 5:40:48 PM EST

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>
Subject: It was her

Hey husband mike said it was probably her for sure. Once they confirm it was her i want to file and And
all suits. She is a fraud and her husband said so. On the meantime please file suit against Diana’s

Lover for child abuse. My children said he has beat them and | need to file suit in morning for their
health and well being. Oliver said he exposed himself to him and will go on the record as suxj. | know
they can't testify as kids so 'm just protecting him. Please file suit in morning for a restraining order. Ok?
If you won then please have someone your firm do so my Sonos not harmed. Thanks.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2020 6:11 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes; Katherine G Ferguson

Subject: Fwd: South Coast/HHI Lease - revised lease

Attachments: HHI_Termination Agreement (SCM 11.19.201 9).docx; ATT00001.htm; Redline_HHI Lease_

1.28.2020.docx; ATTC0002.htm; HHI Lease (SCM 1.28.2020).docx; ATT00003.htm

I of course am handling my business. Please let me know my kids are safe and you are doing what you need to to help
them. 'm afraid for them and need action today as they could be raked today. Please respond. He is an animal:

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: Baker Wilkins <baker@naicarolinacharter.com>

Date: January 28, 2020 at 5:51:42 PM EST

To: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>, Phil Hartman <phillip@hrghiltonhead.com>
Cc: Michelle Calendine <michelle@naicarolinacharter.com>

Subject: FW: South Coast/HHI Lease - revised lease

Craig and Phil,

Southcoast agreed to the change. Please review the below email and the attached documents and let

me know if you have any further changes. Otherwise, 'll send you the signed copy upon receipt in order
to execute.

Thanks,

Baker

Baker Wilkins

NA| Carolina Charter

Principal

843.247.2470

843.837.4460 ext. 2
baker@naicarolinacharter.com

From: Emily Maples <EMaples@scmgt.net>

Date: Tuesday, January 28, 2020 at 5:18 PM

To: Baker Wilkins <baker@naicarolinacharter.com>

Cc: "John Morgan Sr." <ims@southcoastcommercial.net>, Michael Prince
<mprince@scmgt.net>, Phil Hartman <phillip@hrghiltonhead.com>
Subject: RE: South Coast/HH!I Lease - revised lease
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 5:04 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes; Katherine G Ferguson
Subject: Re: FW: Bright

Your client advised me to use my mother. Do you not remember as it came from you in an emaillll This is a complete
change in what you want and your client is guilty and the court can decide if she isn't or is? Your client is also on every
call and could terminate faster so this is nonsense. Your client also has no evidence over years of calling my kids that I
ever said anything wrong. Her boyfriend is a completely different issue which has nothing to do with the kids. | am glad
you brought up emotional pain and defamation. Diana has told everyone the reason | am not around the kids is | am a
drunk and don't wish to stop. This has caused me to be ostracized by the community and deep emotional harm which
has contributed ton the drinking and my therapists can attest. Rene, let's look to file on that basis and | will gather
affidavits supporting this. If | have heard rumors of her boyfriends actions then | would be ignorant to not ask. My
children are my greatest concern and if Diana chooses to share that with all her friends to create any defamation then it
was self imposed. Your excuses for my not speaking with my kids are just garbled excuses reaching for straws. The order
clearly what | have to do on days | can speak with my kids and the electronic readings support that. Again, you and she
are knowingly damaging me and the kids as there have never been anything that relates to the kids. We will see in court
which is why they exist and you and your clients use on a maniacal basis.

On Tue, Mar 10, 2020 at 3:46 PM Rene Stuhr Dukes <rd ukes@rosenhagood.com> wrote:

See below. Just get a professional supervisor for tomorrow.

Rene Stuht Dukes

| Astorney at Lan)

151 Meeting Street, Suite 400
Charleston, SC 29401

|office| 843-577-6726

| fax| 843-724-8036

| direct phone| (843) 266-8142
| direct fax| (843) 266-2247
rdukes@rosenhagood.com
V-Card

www.rosenhagood.com

OUR WEBSITE AND EMAIL HAVE CHANGED.
PLEASE CHANGE YOUR RECORDS ACCORDINGLY.

ROSEN | HAGOOD

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic mail ransmission and any accompanying documents contain information belonging to the sender which may be confidential and legally privinged.
This information is intended only for the use of the individual or entily to whom It s addressed. If you are not the intended reciplent, any disciosure, copying,
distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained In this transmisston is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission
In ervor, please Immediately notify us by telephone at (843) 577-6726 and delete the message. Thank you.

1
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CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE

To comply with U.S. Treasury Department regulations, we inform you that, unless otherwise expressly indicated, any tax advice contained in this communication
(including any attachments or enclosures) Is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (f) avoiding penalties that may be

imposed under the intemal Revenue Code or any other applicable tax law, or (i) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any entity, investment,
plan, transaction, arrangement, or other tax related matter.

From: Katherine G Ferguson [mailto:katherine@fergusona ndfergusonlaw.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 4:28 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Cc: Karyn L Brister <Karyn@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: RE: Bright

Rene,

I will speak with my client again, but | do not believe her position will change. In my email, | asked who the proposed
supervisor would be, but [ did not receive a response from you.

Please understand that this is just yet another example of Mr. Bright making false allegations against either my client or
her long term boyfriend. My client has taken all of the other false allegations and name calling with a grain of salt (over
and over and over), However, false sexual abuse allegations about the parties’ children is beyond over the top and
crosses the line in any forum. There is no justification — drinking or not. This is just yet another form of harassment and
defamation, and even a hint of this type of allegation (even when it is false) could easily ruin a person’s reputation and
mentat health. This is why my client wants to make sure that there is a professional supervisor who can terminate the
phone call immediately and report to Ms. Bright if Mr. Bright even tries to have these inappropriate conversations with
the children. This would also devastate the children if they ever found out about Mr. Bright’s false claims about Ms.
Bright’s long term boyfriend. My client will not take that chance, as it is clear that Mr. Bright has no boundaries.

Further, my client is not refusing the phone calls. Mr. Bright just needs to get a professional supervisor, and { am try:ng
to assist by suggesting a new service in Bluffton since you are in Charleston.

Il speak with my client again, but | am not in a position to recommend anything but a professional supervisor.

Sincerely,

Katherine
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From: Katherine G Ferguson [mailto:katherine@fergusona ndfergusonlaw.com]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2020 12:13 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Cc: Karyn L Brister <Karyn@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: RE: Bright

Rene,

My client is not denying Mr. Bright minimal contact with the boys. Mr. Bright just needs to get a supervisor which is
required by the Order. The purpose of the supervisor is to be able to immediately terminate a phone call in the event
Mr. Bright becomes inappropriate. Further, Mr. Bright falsely alleged that the boys “told him” the last allegations

regarding Ms. Bright’s significant other. When would any of the children have ever said those things when all
conversations are supervised or monitored?

Because of Mr. Bright's most recent actions, my client is not agreeable to being the supervisor anymore, which |
completely understand due to Mr. Bright’s constant lies, false allegations and manipulation tactics. Please understand
that Ms. Bright is fully aware that Mr. Bright is not in a good place right now with his mental health and abuse of
alcohol. | believe you are Mr. Bright’s eighth or ninth attorney in this matter, so please understand that we have been
through this cycle with Mr. Bright on numerous occasions with other attorneys representing Mr. Bright. When Mr.
Bright is completely sober for a substantiated amount of time (which he can do because he has done it in the past), my
client has gone above and beyond to foster some type of relationship with Mr. Bright and their children.

Sincerely,

Katherine

From: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2020 10:19 AM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine @fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Cc: Karyn L Brister <Karyn@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

Subject: RE: Bright

Katherine,
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Please let me know who Mr. Bright finds as a supervisor. Should you have any further questions, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

Sincerely,

Katherine

CC: CLIENT

Katherine G. Ferguson, Esq.

Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

1001 Bay Street (29902)

Post Office Box 1745

Beaufort, South Carolina 29501- 1745
843-470-4704 (p)

844-272-2129 (f)

Katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com

Please note my new email address.

From: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2020 6:14 PM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine @fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Bright
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit G

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2020 6:49 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes; Katherine G Ferguson
Subject: Re: Bright

Kate, Rene is off on a well deserved day off. | had to reply as Diana has continued to purger herself. We of course have
ample evidence that she lied under oath and will pursue ramifications as this is typical. | am curious why you make
allegations without anything but her word. First, | asked Diana as | am kind and don’t wish her anything but the best
even though she has nothing but greed and hate in her heart. | needed to pay her and | am broke due to many reasons.
Your client is wealthy and made plenty of money in 2018 and 2019 which you know and the court will be provided
evidence as she lied under oath which is consistent for her but now we can expose her. Second, | came buy to put
money in her box and my son was outside. Your contention that they were coming off the school bus was ignorant at
best as it was 4pm and bus drops them at 2:30 which my son told me. Did you just believe her? Third, my so was on the
front porch and ran to me and then Benjamin came outside of the home, not a bus to tell

Me they love me with smiles on their faces. | told them | had to go and Diana’s check was in an envelope and | told
Oliver not to open it as | gave him his gift which it is evident Diana never gave him. Fourth, | am asking Rene to seek a
legal remedy for the continued false allegations. You mentioned | had been drinking. | look forward to your explanation
to the court. | never saw Diana so how would she even have a clue. | wanted to be civil with the mother of my children
but for you to make an allegation with no one being around me goes against any legal situation. You personally have
shown your willingness to break any and all protocol by saying you were hand delivering a notice yesterday without
sending anything to my counsel. Rene was kind enough to give you notice of something that you did which would be a
breach of the law. | also have asked Rene to ask you to provide proof that you sent me the appraisals prior to mediation
which you said you did. | never received anything and you can provide the email with time stamp to prove you did. It
may have gone in my spam and | won’t accuse someone without evidence like you do, but if you can’t provide it then
you are guilty of lying as well. This is not good for you or your firm as it will become public. | look forward to you
substantiating your claims. If you can’t then we will know the truth and pursue remedies. It is certainly in my right to
email you and | look forward to your response as | have asked my counsel to pursue all avenues to show your guilty

Of defamation. | sincerely hope your not as it would show you are in collusion with your client. These false allegations
will go well with your clients obvious mis truths. How would you ever believe she had no income and | stopped my kids
off the bus. There is much more but we will show proof in front of the court. All you have is the word of someone who

we will prove has no problem lying under oath .have a good night and look forward to seeing you in court. Best.
Sent from my iPhone
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On Jan 23, 2020, at 4:17 PM, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com> wrote:

See letter attached.

Rene Stuhr Dukes

| Attorney at Lan
151 Meeting Street, Suite 400

Chatleston, SC 29401

| office | 843-577-6726

| fax | 843-724-8036

| direct phone | (843) 266-8142
| direct fax| (843) 266-2247



rdukes(@rosenha good.com
V-Card

www.tosenhagood.com

OUR WEBSITE AND EMAIL HAVE CHANGED.
PLEASE CHANGE YOUR RECORDS ACCORDINGLY.

<image001.gif>

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic mail transmission and any accompanying documents contain information belonging to the sender which may be confidential
and legally privileged. This information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in this
transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at (843) 577-
6726 and delete the message. Thank you.

CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE

To comply with U.S. Treasury Department regulations, we inform you that, unless otherwise expressly indicated, any tax advice contained in
this communication (including any attachments or enclosures) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i)
avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the Internal Revenue Code or any other applicable tax law, or (i) promoting, marketing or
recommending to another party any entity, investment, plan, transaction, arrangement, or other tax related matter.

From: Karyn L Brister [mailto:Karyn@fergusonar{dfergusonlaw.com}
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2020 1:27 PM
To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Cc: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine @fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Bright

Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.

Ms. Dukes,

Please see attached correspondence from Ms. Ferguson of today’s date, with respect to the above
referenced matter. The original will follow via U.S. Mail.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Sincerely,

Karyn L. Brister, Paralegal

Ferguson & Ferguson, LLC

Post Office Box 1745

1001 Bay Street (29902)

Beaufort, South Carolina 29901-1745
843-470-4704 — phone
1-844-272-2129 —fax
karyn@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com

The information contained in this email message may be attorney-client privileged, attorney work
product, or strictly confidential information. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution, or copying of the communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by
telephone at 843-470-4704 and permanently delete this email.

<Ltr to Dukes re no contact - Bright 01232020.pdf>
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>
Date: May 12, 2020 at 11:06:12 AM EDT
To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>, Katherine G Ferguson

<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Rule

Katherine, can you share some light on when your client made up that | was in her yard. Of course you
have nothing as | did nothing. Your client has lied under oath which we have proven and she has lied to
her counsel. (Ps, | habe bnc tax return for last year. Guess what? She made money!) | know you are then
going how could that be as your client said she had no income
And you emphasized that point. Do you want a copy before you apologize for your client Ali this case is a
lot of “she said” and that’s it. How come their are no pictures, police reports, comments form the kids
about this. Because NONE of it happened. This is defamation of character.
My sons will be receiving mail again this week. You have held mail that you said you would pass on to
the sons, do now you have lies to Rene and the kids. | will ask them about it for sure About my letters as
I am the father and have every right to a relationship with my sons. You sent me to pay support every
month or you threaten suit. Apparently you have a fantasy that | did something wrong besides call Diana
a cunt. (This is the work used in the court documents)
All of this is because of that. The judge who hopefully will read this as | have given up my client privilege
will see that in fact nothing ever happened that you made accusations of. If any of it did you would of
filed suit as you always file suit for anything per the court records. Now you are going to mention after
over three months that | might have been late or early for a sonerlink.l assume this all because you care
so much about my health. | have never been accused of being around my kids even intoxicated in my
life. Diana has told the community that | got a dui with the kids in the car and that’s why | can’t see
them. | have
Several people who you will see affidavits from in this regard. Diana was shocked that Ohio and baker
both thought what she wants is unfair and wrong and she relied on them! If you ever fact checked your
client, you would see she has a similar track record to trump and it can be proven. Can’t wait to see and
talk with the boys and as much as you try to delay and push off me seeing my kids, | will persevere. |
keep all this correspondence of what you and Diana want for the sakes of the kids and when they are
adults it will be very informative to read up on how their mom did anything and everything to lie to her
counsel to block my
Contact with them because | called her a name. Show one tone where in my 15 years of being with
Diana where there has been even one issue!!! | have blood tests that | am taking so tell a judge after
four years | should see my kids because | blew in something late because | was working to pay my child
support. All your doing is hurting the kids and making the transition harder in a couple months. | look
forward to the new school uear and going to all their events and meeting teachers and all their friends,
etc. it will be a busy fall! PS, | also refinanced yesterday one of our buildings, extended a terminated

1
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lease and am formally exercising my options for a third year in the space in my building wheee | run my
business at 1476. | am also moving our full time marketing to 1476.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 12, 2020, at 10:01 AM, Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com> wrote:

Craig,

| am getting ready to sign off for the day. As | mentioned, my daughter in law is going in
for surgery today, but what | didn't tell you is that it for the birth of my grandchild, who
has some complications, and will be going into the NICU. I did talk with Katherine, who
told me that the reason they wanted to communicate through email (with her not
charging) was because it was only a few months ago when you were running up into the
yard screaming, and that they are concerned that when Diana agrees to one thing, you
immediately ask for more (the give an inch euphemism). She also said that you are not
in compliance with the Soberlink requirements under the order, and she will be sending
me a formal letter with regard to that issue and mediation.

| told you | would file a motion, but it will not be on an emergency basis. | need to also
tell you that , as | have before, that your own communications will be used against you,
and | doubt a judge will grant you relief based on those communications. In short, |
think it will be a waste of your money. | also think that it could negatively impact the
outcome of the motion related to the arbitration award because it will allow/require
Diana to file more pleadings and affidavits which cast you in a bad light.

As always, | am willing to advocate for you, but | have to do that based on the facts. And
you create the factual scenario.

Think about it, and we can talk later.

ROSEN | HAGOOD

RENE STUHR DUKES

| Attorney at Law |

151 Meeting Street, Suite 400
Charleston, SC 29401

| office| 843-577-6726

|fax| 843-724-8036

|direct phone| (843) 266-8142
|direct fax| (843) 266-2247
rdukes@rosenhagood.com

www.rosenhagood.com
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Our website and email have changed.

Please change your records accordingly.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This electronic mail transmission and any accompanying documents contain information
belonging to the sender which may be confidential and legally privileged. This
information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or
action taken in reliance on the contents of the information contained in this
transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please
immediately notify us by telephone at (843) 577-6726 and delete the message. Thank
you.

CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE

To comply with U.S. Treasury Department regulations, we inform you that, unless
otherwise expressly indicated, any tax advice contained in this communication
(including any attachments or enclosures) is not intended or written to be used, and
cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties that may be imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code or any other applicable tax law, or (ii) promoting, marketing or
recommending to another party any entity, investment, plan, transaction, arrangement,
or other tax related matter.

-----Original Message-----
From: Craig Bright [mailto:cbright696@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2020 6:34 PM

To: Rene Stuhr Dukes <rdukes@rosenhagood.com>

Subject: Rule

Rene, don’t even waste time calling Katherine. File a motion first thing in the morning to
show cause. She is intentionally keeping me unlawfully from having a relationship with
my kids. You said you would File if they did this and | need you to on an emergency basis
as | am wasting valuable days being traumatized as well as my kids brain washed.
Someone told me yesterday when | asked him why he though | never was around the
kids. He said he heard | got a dui with all the kids in the car!! This must stop now and |
must be able to contact my kids unfettered by her every wish to hurt my relationship
with Th kids which it has. Yes I'm pissed. It took her a week to get to what we Knew
would happen when you couldn’t get confirmation my letter was sent.

Sent from my iPhone
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z
From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com> g
Sent: Sunday, June 28, 2020 12:00 PM =
To: Katherine G Ferguson :|<_|
Subject: Letter =
o
N
Did you pass along as you and Diana promised? The supervisor was told by Diana that she would share the letter so | S
look forward to talking about it. | know you don’t get these emails as you have never responded but I'm still in the same 8

position with child support as | told you weeks ago. Hopefully by fall | will have a better picture. Your client has used the -3
funds for a new boat, lot and continued home in Spain. All you have to do is check records to see her rent on properties &
she owns overseas. We all remember hie Diana said under oath she doesn’t make any money. Well she should lot of
used my accountant for hers. She made lots of money and lied under your advise and guidance. No poor person pays
you for years as much as you want to bill. | will have Mr.

Shatz testify that she has lies

Completely about her income. Did you really fall for that? She bought a home for almost 900k and then spent more than
300k more renovating. How does someone with no ability to work or income do that?

Sent from my iPhone
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit H

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit |

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit J

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit K

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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From: Kamisha Pruitt <kamisha@carolinatiessc.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 6, 2023 6:17 PM

To: Katherine G Ferguson <katherine @fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>; Karyn L Brister <Karyn@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>
Subject: Fwd: Bright

Good Evening,

| thought this was important to send to you. | have not shared this with Diana.

Respectfully,

Kamisha Pruitt

Carolina Ties of the Lowcountry, LLC
PO Box 52194

Summerville, SC 29485

https://link.edgepilot.com/s/3a6848ed/ _CWHc1SoZkmoUedqdC-kDw?u=http://www.carolinatiessc.com/

843.513.0570

—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Jul 6, 2023, 6:12 PM

Subject: Bright

To: Kamisha Pruitt <kamisha@carolinatiessc.com>

I am having Amex dispute the last charges as they are not valid at all and made up. | will not need to be abused by your bias anymore and will deal with diana and the kids without your encympbrance
anymore. She and you are simply liars and you will burn in hell
Forlies and | will

Smile as the will when their mom dies an early death.

Sent from my iPhone
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Links contained in this email have been replaced. If you click on a link in the email above, the link will be analyzed for known threats. If a known threat is found, you will not be able to procgd to
the destination. If suspicious content is detected, you will see a warning.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit L

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT
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From: Craig Bright <cbright696@gmail.com> %
Sent: Thursday, July 3, 2025 12:12 PM 0
To: John Boretti; Phillip Hartman; Marshall L. Horton; Justin P. Novak; Jessica Stratta; M. Cooke,;Jz
Katherine G Ferguson %

Cc: Bess DuRant i
Subject: Bnc 0

Hey John, Diana has been taking bnc money as you know and putting it in her personal accounts without and properties
being deeded to her. The litigation will occur on the 4th on next month. She has been stealing from the company for
months. Since the revenue she has been stealing isn’t going into the company bnc is not able to make payments on several 0
building and won’t be able to so they will delinquent. | have copied my counsel as they are aware but bnc will not be able tov
make payments due to Diana’s theft. | have also copied Diana’s attorney to make them aware of the theft and the fact we
will not make the payment and their will be delinquent due to her actions. Bnc will not be able to make payments moving
forward due to her actions and will be forced to ask the court for assistance if she doesn’t return all funds taken over the
last few months and possibly not in the future. I’'m hopeful she will realize her mistake and pay the monies back plus
penalties and legal fees but my business partner has seemed to go in a criminal path. Thank yoh and since we have baked
together we have never missed a payment but | never expected my partner to steal but she has. We will do the best we can
Thanks Sent from my iPhone

das gz0z
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit M

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT

€6/70.0d20202#3SVD - SY3a1d NOWWOD - 1404Nv34d - INd 2€:2 ST daS G202 - a31Id AT1vIOINOd 10313



Amy Kelly

From: Craig Bright <cbright696 @gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2025 12:02 AM

To: Kamisha Pruitt <kamisha@carolinatiessc.com>; Katherine G Ferguson
<katherine@fergusonandfergusonlaw.com>

Subject: Bright

€G.70.0d202¢0¢#3SVD - SV31d

Katherine, Marshallisn’t going to represent me on the visitation issue so | will myself. There
was no way to pay and there was no attempt from Diana or you to tell me but | just confirmed
soberlink sent her a document to sign and she didn’t on purpose. | will find an attorney to
show you are so in contempt. Marshall your friend and he doesn’t want to deal with it so he
told me that so | have to deal with you directly. He’s only going to help with the fraud case and
| will be taken advantage off. Divorce is and equitable divorce of assets. We will show it’s not
equitable. She won so much money and it’s done and it’s life changing and then you want to
not pay the Pennie’s on the dollar. Those are my buildings and my dads and you lie and said it
wasn’t his .its sick. Please tell your client to go to trial. | have paid for your kids school and
have nothing against you except you lie for your clown but | may of as well .tell her to take her
buildings which made her sorich, | don’t know if you know how bad | worked for it to lose it.
Ask her to stop and stop trying for more money and let stop this. The boys will be of age soon
and let’s get it done because I’m going to see my son at college and tell him | have spent
millions to see him and their mom lied to get my dads property and | took such good care of
her and show them that she afternoon only wants to hurt me and she is not nice. She slept

1
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with me the first night we went out when i was married. She knew what she was doing. There
is areason you’d twant to go to trial. Katherine, | said | was sorry and you continue to want to
punish. Just tell Diana to stop everything and go away .indont bother her and this is you
wanting to ruin me ask her to stop and go away and take her buildings and stop. My sons will
see all of this and | haven’t done anything wrong accept being passionate and I’m sorry. |
know | pay you firm more money then any other bit I’'m done fighting and always have been.
She won’t win in court even though she has bought them. There is a reason again she won’t go
to court. She loses the judge who is corrupt at best then. Please Katherine. Make this go away

Click to Download
IMG_4369.MOV
0 bytes

Sent from my iPhone

DBright_002246
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit B

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Pl.”s Ex Parte Mot. for Attachment and
supporting affidavit



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff ) PLAINTIFF’S EX PARTE MOTION

) FOR ATTACHMENT
VS. )
)
Craig Bright, )
)
Defendant )
)

Plaintiff Diana Bright n/k/a Diana Janura (“Plaintiff”), by and through her undersigned
counsel, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. 88 15-19-10 through 15-19-110, moves this Court for an ex
parte warrant of attachment on the real and personal property of Defendant Craig Bright, as set
forth in the attached affidavit by Plaintiff in accordance with S.C. Code Ann. 88 15-19-50 and 15-
19-60. More specifically, Plaintiff seeks an attachment against:

(1) Defendant’s house located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina
29926 (the “House”), which is currently for sale, see Affidavit Exhibit E, Zillow Listing;

(2) any proceeds from the sale of the House, see Stephen v. Thayer, 2 S.C. L. 272, 272,
1800 WL 265, at *1 (S.C. Const. Ct. App. 1800);

(3) Defendant’s investment account with Charles Schwab, account ending in -3481;

(4) Defendant’s CrisCraft boat, see Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 118, 220;
Affidavit Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial Declaration;

(5) Defendant’s vehicles, including but not limited to his Bentley and his Ferrari, see
Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 18-19; Affidavit Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial

Declaration;



(6) Defendant’s ownership interest in Bennies, Inc., a South Carolina corporation of which
Defendant is the sole owner, see Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo., pursuant to S.C. Code
Ann. § 15-19-220; and

(7) Defendant’s fifty-percent (50%) ownership interest in BNC Holdings, LLC, a South
Carolina limited liability company, see Affidavit Exhibit H, Family Court Final Settlement
Agreement at 14, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220.

The grounds for this motion are fully set forth in the attached affidavit pursuant to S.C.
Code Ann. 8§ 15-19-50 and 15-19-60. Therefore, Plaintiff respectfully moves this Court for
issuance of a warrant of attachment.

Respectfully submitted,
SOWELL & DURANT, LLC

By: s/ Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik
Thornwell F. Sowell 111, SC Bar No. 5197
bsowell@sowelldurant.com
Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920
bdurant@sowelldurant.com
Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik, SC Bar No. 102719
cgimenez@sowelldurant.com
1325 Park Street, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 722-1100

and

Thomas C. Davis, SC Bar No. 1603
tdavis@harveyandbattey.com
Harvey & Battey, P.A.

1001 Craven Street

Beaufort, SC 29902

(843) 524-3109

Attorneys for Plaintiff Diana Bright

Columbia, South Carolina
October 24, 2023



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Diana Bright, ) Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753
)
Plaintiff, )
) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF
VS. ) ATTACHMENT
)
Craig Bright )
)
Defendant. )
)

Personally appeared before me, Diana Bright n/k/a Diana Janura, who first being duly
sworn, deposes and says as follows:

1. That | am the Plaintiff in this action;

2. That this action seeks to recover a multi-million dollar actual damages award, as
well as punitive damages, against Defendant Craig Bright (“Defendant”) on claims of defamation,
assault, and outrage, and the assets | seek to attach are valued less than the potential judgment;

3. That, should the jury or the court, as a matter of law, find Defendant liable,
Defendant will be justly and truly indebted to me, in an amount to be determined by the jury
following the trial of this matter;

4. That Defendant holds no respect for the law or the courts of this State as evidenced
by his numerous and routine violations of the Beaufort County Family Court’s No Contact Order
between the parties, see Exhibit A, Family Court No Contact Order and Communications, as well
as his admitted failure to abide by the Litigation Hold Letter sent by my counsel at the beginning
of this case, see Exhibit B, Litigation Hold Letter; Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 21-23, 27—
29;

5. That Defendant has indicated his intention to “liquidate” his assets and “get out of

town” as soon as possible, see Exhibit D, Jailhouse Call 81538452 at 6:41-6:46, 6:54—7:00,



7:38—7:50 (“When I get out of here [jail], I’m gonna get out of town for a while and try to liquidate
.... So I’m getting out, so | just need to pick a place to go. Get out of state.”)?, and, in furtherance
thereof, has placed his house located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina
29926 (the “House™) for sale, see Exhibit E, Zillow Listing, and expects an offer imminently, see
Exhibit F, Craig Bright Text (DBright_001235); and
6. That | am, therefore, entitled to an attachment, as a security for the satisfaction of
such judgment as | may recover, against:
a. Defendant’s equity in the House;
b. any proceeds from the sale of the House;
c. Defendant’s investment account with Charles Schwab, account ending in -3481;
d. Defendant’s CrisCraft boat, see Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 118, 220; Exhibit
G, Craig Bright Financial Declaration;
e. Defendant’s vehicles, including but not limited to his Bentley and his Ferrari, see
Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 18-19; Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial
Declaration;
f. Defendant’s ownership interest in Bennies, Inc., a South Carolina corporation of
which Defendant is the sole owner, see Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 16,
pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220; and
g. Defendant’s fifty-percent (50%) ownership interest in BNC Holdings, LLC, a
South Carolina limited liability company, see Exhibit H, Family Court Final

Settlement Agreement at 14, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220,

L Exhibit D is an audio (.mp3) file and, therefore, cannot be filed electronically. Plaintiff’s counsel
will Traditionally File a copy with the Court pursuant to Rule 1(n) and 8(e) of the South Carolina
Electronic Filing Policies and Guidelines.






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

N’ N’

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff )
)
vs. )
)
Craig Bright, )
)
Defendant )
)

Exhibit A

AFFIDAVIT OF DIANA JANURA
IN SUPPORT OF ATTACHMENT

Beaufort County Family Court’s No Contact Order






FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Plaintiff and Defendant are residents of the State of South Carolina, County of
Beaufort and have been residents of said State and County for more than one year prior to the
commencement of this action.

2. The parties were married on August 25, 2005. Three children were born of that
marriage, namely O.B., born in 2009; B.B., born in 2012; and A.B., born in 2014.

3. The parties were divorced by Final Order Approving Final Settlement Agreement
and Decree of Divorce in Case No: 2015-DR-07-286 on March 9, 2016 (the “2016 Final Order™).

4. Both parties (Defendant through affidavit) acknowledged that the 2017
Agreement as set forth below at Paragraph 11 is complete and fully integrated and that there are
no “side deals” or other promises between them as to the subject matter of the 2017 Agreement
that are not contained in the 2017 Agreement.

5. Both parties (Defendant through affidavit) feel that the 2017 Agreement is fair
and equitable to both themselves and each other, and in the best interests of their minor children
under the present circumstances. The Guardian ad Litem testified that she feels the 2017
Agreement is in the best interests of the parties’ children under the present circumstances.

6. Both parties are in good health, intelligent and capable, and fully understand the
terms and conditions of the 2017 Agreement.

7. Neither party was under the influence of any drugs, alcohol, unprescribed
prescription medicine, or other intoxicants or stress or duress at the time they entered into the
2017 Agreement or at the hearing in this matter as to Plaintiff and at the time he signed his

affidavit as to Defendant.
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8. Plaintiff is fully satisfied with the services of her attorneys and Defendant is fully
satisfied with the services of his attorney.

9. Both parties represent (Defendant through affidavit) that they participated in the
negotiation of the 2017 Agreement and desire that the Court approve the 2017 Agreement,
thereby making it a Final Order of this Court.

10. Both parties understand (Defendant through affidavit) that, once there has been
issued an Order of this Court, they are subject to the contempt powers of this Court, including a

fine, jail sentence, and/or community service.

2017 AGREEMENT

11.  Plaintiff (hereinafter “Mother”) and Defendant (hereinafter “F ather”), have agreed

to the following‘;w“ -

B. Father’s Visitation:

1. Father’s visitation with the parties’ children is suspended entirely
(to include at school and extracurricular events) until Father can
document six (6) months’ consecutive sobriety from alcohol. This
documentation shall consist of either: a) an affidavit from a
licensed doctor employed by a United States’-based alcohol
treatment facility stating that Father was inpatient at that facility
for six consecutive months and passed all alcohol screens during
that time, with all such alcohol screens attached to the affidavit; or
b) proof sent to Mother’s attorney by Soberlink of three Soberlink

screens every day for six consecutive months within one (1) hour

¥ e
Page - 3 Nof —

A. Custody: Mother shall have solg}gg&}_ggq physical custody of the minor children. ”

A



of 10 a.m.; 4:00 p.m.; and 10:00 p.m. each day, with no missed or

positive test.

2. At such time as Father can demonstrate six monthis’ consecutive
sobriety from alcohol as set forth above, the parties shall mediate
the issue of Father’s visitation with Lisa Kinon or Julianne Stokes
(whomever is first available) within one (1) month of Father’s
request. Should mediation not result in a signed consent order, then
Father may be heard by the Court on the issue of visitation. Father
shall take a hair follicle test for illegal drugs and a CDT test the
week prior to any hearing such that the results of both tests will be
available to the Court at the hearing.

3. Telephone Contact:

a. While his visitation is suspended, Father shall have a call with
the children every other week. If a time cannot be agreed upon,
it shall be Wednesday at 7:00 p.m. Eastern time. If the children
are not available, then it shall be Thursday at 7:00 p.m. Eastern
time. If Mother is in Europe, the calls shall be at 2:00 p.m.
Eastern time.

b. Father shall also have a call with each child on that child’s
birthday at 7:00 p.m. Eastern time. If for some reason a child is
not available, then the birthday call will be the next day at 7:00
p-m. Eastern time. If Mother is in Europe, the calls shall be at
2:00 p.m. Eastern time. Mother shall make every reasonable

Page - 9



effort to have each birthday phone call be by Facetime or
Skype.

c. There shall be one phone number provided to Father for the
calls and Father shall not call any other number for the calls.

d. The calls shall be supervised by a supervisor acceptable to
Mother. Mother and Father may record each call. Father shall
abide by all restraints in this Agreement while on each call.
Further, Father shall not ask the children about Mother on any
call or about any romantic interest of Mother.

C. Communication Between the Parties/Non-Harassment: The parties shall

communicate only through their undersigned attorneys or any replacement
attorney that either party may obtain. Neither party shall in any way- to include
via social media - harm, disturb, harass, trouble, or interfere with the other party.
Father shall not have any contact with Mother by any means except through his
attorney.

D. Personal Information Notice: Each parent shall keep the other informed at all

times of any change to his/her current home address and an email address, which
appraisal shall be through each party’s attorney.

E. Child-Related Restraints: The parents are mutually restrained from:

1. Exposing the minor children to violent conduct;
2. Exposing the minor children to age-inappropriate conduct, language, TV,

videos, movies, books, or materials of any kind;




3. Making any negative or disparaging comments about the other parent or
his/her family in the presence, or within the hearing, of the minor children, or
allowing any third parties, in particular family members of Mother or Father,
to do so;

4. Discussing with the minor children the other party’s romantic relationships;

5. Discussing with the minor children either party’s financial contributions to the
other parent for child support or otherwise; and

6. As to Mother, consuming or being under the influence of illegal or
unprescribed prescription drués or excessive use of prescription drugs or
excessive amounts of alcohol when responsible for the care of the children. As
to Father, consuming or being under the influence of illegal or unprescribed
prescription drugs or excessive use of prescription drugs or any alcohol
whatsoever 12 hours before and while on any call with the children.

. Mother shall have the right to claim all three of the parties’ children on her taxes

beginning with the 2017 tax year.

. Children’s Passports: Mother shall keep the minor children’s passports and both

parties shall timely cooperate as necessary to ensure that the minor children can
obtain and renew passports. ‘

. The 2017 Agreement replaces in its entiret;g “Art,iclef}m—vrr‘(“?}gtody’k’ O\f the Final
Settlement Agreementxin Case No. 2015—DR-6;-286. All other provisions of the
2016 Final Order shall remain in full force and effect except as specifically

addressed in this order.

Page - 6 -
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The August 17, 2017 Rule to Show Cause: Father admits that he is in willful civil

contempt of court as to the allegations at Paragraphs 12-21 of Plaintiff’s Petition
file on August 2, 2017. Father shall purge himself of this contempt by: 1) payment
of the past due uncovered healthcare costs as set forth below; 2) through his
payment of the attorneys’ fees as set forth below; and 3) Father shall not be on
any social media via any account or anyone else’s account (such social media to
include Facebook, Snapchat, and Instagram) until he has six (6) consecutive
months of sobriety s set forth at Paragraph 11.b.1 above.

Attomeys’ Fees and Guardian ad Litem Fees: Father has paid by credit card

$50,000.00 for Mother’s attorneys’ fees and costs. If for any reason this payment
is rescinded or invalidated in whole or in part, Father shall immediately upon
notice to his attorney provide Mother with a certified check for the difference
between the amount that was actually paid by his credit card and $50,000.00.
Each party will otherwise pay his/her own attorneys’ fees and costs associated
with this action. Father shall also be solely responsible for paying the Guardian’s
remaining fees and costs within thirty (30) days of court approval of this Order.
The Guardian shall be entitled to charge at her hourly rate of $75.00 incident to
any motion she files to enforce payment of her fees.

Owed Uncovered Healthcare Expenses of the Minor Children: Within thirty (30)

days of court approval of this Agreement, Father shall reimburse Mother in the

amount of $435.50 for his portion of the children’s uncovered healthcare costs up

ep

to and including the date of court approval of this Agreement.

Page - 709
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L. Each party waives any and all claims against the other party for any alleged
violation of any prior order up to and including the date of court approval of this

Agreement,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court concludes as follows:

A. This Court has appropriate personal and subject matter jurisdiction and venue in
Beaufort County is proper; and

B. The 2017 Agreement set forth at Paragraph 11 above was entered into freely and
voluntary, is in the best interest of the parties’ minor children under the present circumstances,
and is hereby approved as the enforceable order of this Court; and

C. The Guardian ad Litem is hereby relieved of her duties.

Now, therefore, it is

ORDERED that the parties’ 2017 Agreement set forth at Paragraph 11 above is hereby
approved as the enforceable order of this Court. It is further

ORDERED that the Guardian ad Litem is hereby relieved of her duties.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED! m

Beaufort, South Carolina Honorable Deborah A. Malphrus
Thiqgﬁiay of September, 2017 Fourteenth Judicial Circuit

CONSENT SIGNATURES ON NEXT PAGE
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WE SO CONSENT T@ THE 2017 AGREEMENT (AS SET FORTH IN PARAGRAPH 11
OF THIS CONSENT PRDER) IN CASE NO: 2017

je~loul an?z{ale
Sie Suddeth Farfell

ATT EYS FOR PLAINTIFF

Ay
e e
raig Bri enneth L. To6tg
O EN

Diana Bright
Plaintiff

Defendant ATTORNEY F DANT
é(%ourtney Caﬁ en v
GUARDIAN 4D LITEM

CONTEMPT POWERS OF THE COURT

ANY VIOLATION OF THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY SUBJECT THE
VIOLATOR TO UP TO ONE (1) YEAR IN JAIL, UP TO $1,500.00 IN FINES, AND/OR
UP TO 300 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE.

/
-
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FOR CLERK OF COURT OFFICE USE ONLY

This judgment was entered on the and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box
on to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Marie-Louise Ramsdale Kenneth L. Tootle

Casie S. Farrell 1015 Prince Street

Sabrina R. Owen Beaufort, SC 29902

Samantha F. Hattaway
1476 Ben Sawyer Blvd., Ste. 5

Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFE(S) ATTORNEYS FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT
Court Reporter: Deeanne Varnadoe

Custodial Parent (if applicable):

SCRCP Form 4F (12/2011)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

N’ N’

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753
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Exhibit C
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Excerpts of Craig Bright deposition



DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022

1
I N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
2 FOURTEENTH JUDI Cl AL CIRCU T
STATE OF SOUTH CARCLI NA
3 COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
4
5 DI ANA BRI GHT,
6 Pl ai ntiff,
7
8
9
VS. Cl VIL ACTI ON NUMBER
10 2020- CP-07-01753
11
12

13 CRAI G BRI GHT

14 Def endant .
i I i /
16 The vi deot aped deposition of CRAIG

17 BRI GHT, a witness in the above-entitl ed cause,
18 t aken pursuant to Notice and agreenent, before
19 Yvonne P. Fanni ng, Stenographic Court Reporter
20 and Notary Public, Keven Carvajal,

21 Vi deo- Techni ci an, at the offices of Twenge +
22 Twonbl ey Law Firm 311 Carteret Street,

23 Beaufort, South Carolina, on the 27th day of
24 Cct ober, 2022, conmmenci ng at or about the hour

25 of 10: 11 a. m

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 2
1 APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL.:
2 FOR THE PLAI NTI FF:
3 (1 N- PERSQON)
4 BESS J. DuRANT, ESQUI RE
Sowell Gray Stepp & Lafitte, L.L.C
5 1325 Park Street
Col unbi a, South Carolina 29201
6 803-722-1100
bdur ant @owel | dur ant. com
7
8
FOR THE DEFENDANT:
9
VI A VI DECCONFERENCE
10
DAVES COOK ESQUI RE
11 Bar nwel | Whal ey Patterson & Helnms, LLC
211 King Street
12 Suite 300
Charl eston, South Carolina 29401
13 843.577. 7700
nmdc @ar nwel | - whal ey. com
14
AND (| N- PERSON)
15
JUSTI N P. NOVAK, ESQUI RE
16 Bar nwel | Whal ey Patterson & Helns, LLC
211 King Street
17 Suite 300
Charl eston, South Carolina 29401
18 843.577. 7700
j novak@ar nwel | - whal ey. com
19
AND (| N- PERSON)
20
MARG E BRI GHT MATTHEWS, ESQUI RE
21 Bright Matthews Law Firm LLC
205 East Washi ngton Street
22 WAl t erboro, South Carolina 29488
843. 549. 6028
23 mar gi e@r i ght mat t hewsl aw. com
24
25

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 16

1 vyou referred to earlier, is that B&C?

2 A Yes, ma' am

3 Q Ckay. And the furniture store, what

4 name is that entity?

5 A The corporate nane i s Benni es,

6 B-e-n-n-i-e-s.

7 Q How | ong have you owned Benni es?

8 A Ri ght after we bought the buil ding,

9 seven and a half years, maybe, approximtely.

10 Q What is your day-to-day role at Bennies
11 t oday?

12 A | do not play an active role in the

13 conpany.

14 Q Are you the 100 percent owner of

15 Benni es?

16 A Yes, | am

17 Q kay. M. Bright, when did you and

18 Ms. Janura get married?

19 A "' mnot sure, ma'am
20 Q When did you get divorced?
21 A | do know it was on ny birthday, so --
22 and | think it's been -- this year will be eight
23 years, seven or eight years this year. |
24 believe it would be eight.
25 Q And thank you for rem nding ne of a

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 18
1 A Not that |'m aware of.
2 Q kay. So if we have any emails from
3 this address, did you send those enails?
4 A It would be ny belief that | would
5 have, yes.
6 Q Ckay. Craig, what cars have you owned
7 or rented since 20157
8 A Boy, | wasn't prepared to answer t hat
9 guesti on.
10 | believe |I've owned not many. |'m
11 just trying to think. | had a Porsche. |
12 currently have a Bentley. | do collect cars and
13 race them so it's a hobby. 1've had a
14 couple -- two to three Ferraris in the period,
15 and | believe two Aston Martins.
16 Q What about a green Land Rover?
17 A Range Rover.
18 Q Range Rover. Excuse ne.
19 A You've had -- you're right. [|'ve
20 had -- sorry, not a question | don't think about
21 very often. | had -- | had a black and a green
22 Range Rover.
23 Q I's your Bentl ey blue?
24 A No. M Bentley was blue for a couple
25 of nonths, the one that was phot ographed, but |

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 19
1 changed. | was waiting for the one that |
2 ordered to cone in, and that was kind of a
3 | oaner .
4 Q What is the color of the Bentley that
5 you own now?
6 A It's gray.
7 Q Do you have a white car, or have you
8 had a white car for the past -- since 20157
9 A |'"msure | have, and given sone tine,
10 "Il -- 1'"lIl get together a conplete list for
11 you.
12 Q Thank you.
13 A Sur e.
14 Q Do you own any guns?
15 A | do.
16 Q kay. How many?
17 A Two.
18 Q Do you know when you purchased those
19 guns?
20 A Wthin the | ast year.
21 M5. DuRANT: Ckay. Ms. Kelly, may
22 | have the engagenent |etter, please,
23 ma' anf
24 M. Bright, I'mgoing to hand you
25 and your lawer -- let's nake this his

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 21
1 Do you see that?
2 A Yes, ma'am | should have brought ny
3 gl asses.
4 Q Do you have any reason to doubt that
5 you did not receive this letter marked as
6 Exhi bit 17?
7 A | received -- what | do receive -- cal
8 recei ving through a server was the initial
9 filing asking for a jury trial and a packet of
10 paper that was fairly lengthy. |In regards to
11 this particular case, and again, we have several
12 ongoi ng cases, | believe this to be the only
13 docunent that | was served. Wether this was
14 part of it, |I do recall being served once in
15 this case asking for a jury trial.
16 Q Yeah. | guess let ne go back to ny
17 guestion and nake it a little bit clearer.
18 If the process server says he served
19 vyou with this letter, do you have any reason to
20 question that you did not receive this letter?
21 A Again, | would not question. | just
22 don't recall unless it was in the initial
23 packet --
24 Q Ckay.
25 A -- whi ch woul d have been around t hat

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082
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Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 22

1 date --

2 Q Yeah.

3 A -- would it not have been?

4 Q Yes, correct. And you are correct.

5 This was served with the sumons and conpl ai nt .
6 A Ckay. Then | do recall having a

7 server.

8 Q G eat .

9 Have you read this letter before today?
10 A | don't recall.

11 Q kay. Do you understand -- and you can
12 read it if you want to now.

13 A | just did. Yeah.

14 Q Do you understand the purpose of this
15 letter?

16 A Yes.

17 Q And what is that purpose?

18 A To not destroy any el ectronic

19 docunent s.
20 Q Un- huh. Along with any tangible
21 docunents, hard copies of docunents.
22 Do you understand that as well?
23 A | understand what a hard docunment is.
24 But that would be in ny possession? And what
25 would be -- what type of docunent, for exanple?

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082
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Just for me to better under st and.

Q Sur e.

A | don't need --

Q Sur e.

A "' mjust curious.

Q That -- that you wouldn't go around

shreddi ng docunents.

A No, ma'am | don't own a shredder.

Q Ckay. O -- or destroying docunents,
bur ni ng docunents, that you woul dn't
I ntentionally destroy any paper docunents that
you have.

A Yeah. As you're aware, I'm-- |I'm
100 percent electronic, unfortunately.

Q Ckay. Have you del eted any texts or
email s since receiving this letter?

A | certainly have deleted texts. |
don't know any of them would be relevant to this
case. | do know that they all go up into the
cloud, and |I believe that's why you guys ceased
my equi pnent to get access. But | do not
keep -- for exanple, the text | received today,
| don't keep every text that | receive. |,
frankly, wasn't aware that | was supposed to.

M5. DURANT: Ms. Kelly, if you

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 27
1 Q Do you understand that | subpoenaed
2 docunents from Phil Hartnman?
3 A Yeah. | know Phil Hartman has had
4 docunent s request ed.
5 Q Do you -- are you aware that
6 Phil Hartman produced texts between you and him
7 about Ms. Janura in this case during that tine
8 frame?
9 A | -- I"'mnot aware, nor do | not
10 believe it to be true. | |ose ny phone at | east
11 on a quarterly basis, and records wll show from
12 Verizon that | just got a new one the other day
13 because | m splaced one. So very, very possibly
14 during this period of tinme, | mssed a phone
15 and, of course, when you get a new phone, your
16 texts aren't there.
17 Q kay. It is ny understanding from your
18 testinony just a few mnutes ago that your texts
19 go to an i C oud?
20 A "' m hopi ng or assumi ng they do. |
21 woul d think everything these days goes to a
22 cl oud.
23 Q Wuld it surprise you that we coul d not
24 find the forensic accountant -- not accountant,
25 excuse ne -- the forensic IT -- gentl eman who

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082
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Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 28

1 searched your phone could not find these texts
2 that M. Hartman had between you and he?

3 A It would --

4 MR NOVAK:  (Obj ecti on.

5 You can answer.

6 THE WTNESS:. Yeah. It would --

7 it would surprise ne that a

8 prof essional wasn't able to find them

9 | -- 1 turn ny phone on and off when

10 it's not working like my conputer. |

11 don't know anyt hi ng about technical. |

12 have no capacity to nmake sonething go

13 away, and | would think a forensic

14 exam ner, since that's his job, would

15 be able to take a | ayman's phone and

16 extract it, but | have no professional

17 knowl edge of their field.

18 BY Ms. DuRANT:

19 Q Did you delete any texts during this tine
20 frame?
21 A Ma'am | -- obviously, if they're not
22 there, possibly I could have. No recollection.

23 But it's great that you have the copies.
24 Q The copi es of what?

25 A The ones that Phil sent, so you have

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082
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Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 29
1 records of them
2 Q Have you del eted any other texts
3 related to this litigation?
4 A | -- | would say that there's a great
5 certainty that if I sent an email to D ana, |
6 woul d delete it because she woul d have a copy,
7 of course, and that would be the only thing
8 rel evant.
9 Q Ckay. \What about other emails or texts
10 not sent to Diana; would you del ete thenf
11 A If it was in regards to the case of --
12 | woul d have nobody that | would be texting.
13 Q What about enmiling?
14 A Emai | i ng woul d be through ny attorneys,
15 and | guess that woul d be protected.
16 Q Yeah. | don't -- | don't want to know
17 about any communi cations with your |awers, but
18 I f you have any emails wth Phil Hartman, your
19 parents, anybody el se in your world about this
20 case, have you deleted those emails or texts
21 since Septenber 3rd of 20207
22 A It's possible. | don't have any
23 recol | ection.
24 M5. DURANT: Ms. Kelly, may | have
25 t he next exhibit, please, ma' am

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 118
1 the house, paid the repairs. No harm no foul.
2 Ms. Bright never knew | was anywhere in the
3 ar ea.
4 Q What ki nd of boat do you have?
5 A | have a CrisCraft.
6 Q How nmuch does it cost?
7 A | don't recall.
8 Q Ckay. Does $500, 000 sound about right?
9 A That woul d sound about right, yes.
10 Q |"mgoing to ask Ms. Kelly to play sone
11  videos for us, and I'l|l ask you questions after
12 them --
13 A Ckay.
14 Q -- if you don't mnd, please, sir.
15 M5. DURANT: OCh. [It's sounds |ike
16 lunch is onits way. Do y'all -- this
17 m ght be a good tine to --
18 MR. NOVAK:  Yeah. If it works --
19 M5. DuRANT: Great.
20 MR NOVAK: -- that's fine with
21 e
22 We'll go off the record.
23 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is
24 12:36 p.m and we're off the record.
25 (Recess taken from12:36 p.m to

www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082



DIANA BRIGHT vsCRAIG BRIGHT

Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 220
1 Q Ckay. The boat?
2 A Un- huh. There's a liability for you.
3 Q Aliability regardless if you have debt
4 or not.
5 How nuch equity do you have in the
6 boat ?
7 A | don't think really any.
8 Q Ckay.
9 A | nmean, maybe 50 grand. Who knows.
10 Q Ckay. Do you have any trusts?
11 Did | just ask you this?
12 A You just asked ne that.
13 Q Sorry.
14 A No, | do not.
15 Q Have you received any | oans recently?
16 A Yes. And I'mjust waiting to hear
17 t oday about anot her one.
18 Q s that what you submtted the verified
19 financial statenents for?
20 A | nmean, the banker just asked for this
21 information. | didn't have to give himany
22 statenents.
23 Q kay. Well, | thought you just said
24  you just did sone financial statenents or
25 decl arations?
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Audio of Craig Bright Jailhouse Call 81538452 to be
provided to the Court
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Zillow Listing for 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head






< Back to search

Price history

Date

10/18/2023

137821 Report

7821 Report

137821 Report

2 Zillow

Qverview Facts & features Market value Cost calculator

Event Price

Price change $5,499,000 -4.4%
$734/sqft

Price change $5,750,000 -4.2%
$767/sqft

Listed for sale $5,999,000 +145.4%
$801/sqft

Listing removed $2,445,000
$326/sqft

Q save [Ty share () Hide

Neighborhood

Request a tour

as early as today at 6:30 pm

200

Contact agent
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Craig Bright Financial Declaration



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

DIANA BRIGHT

PLAINTIFF,
Vs,

CRAIG BRIGHT

T N N et e M N et e e e

DEFENDANT.

HUSBAND/FATHER

Address:
Age:

24 Widewater Rd. Hilton Head Island
52

Occupation:
Employer:
Employer
Address:

Self-Employed

Address:
Age:

Occupation;
Employer:
Employer
Address:

IN THE FAMILY COURT OF THE
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Estimated
FINANCIAL DECLARATION OF
CRAIG BRIGHT
2015-DR-07-286
2016-DR-07-778
2016-DR-07-262

WIFE/MOTHER

Gross Monthly Income

Husband/Father

Principal Earnings from Employment’

Overtime, Tips, Commission, Bonuses?

Pensions, Retirement, and Annuities income

Additional Employment income

Social Security Benefits {SSA) and VA Benefits

Bisability and Worker's Compensation Benefits

Unemployment and AFDC

Spousal or Child Support

Dividends, Interest, Trust Income, and Capital Gains

Rental Income and Busihess Profits “Basad on 2021
Tax Return '

87,998.00

Other (Specify):

TOTAL GROSS MONTHLY INCOME:

$87,998.00

$0.00

Payroll Deductions from Monthly Income

Husband/Father

Total Tax *From 2021 Tax Return

33695.00

Wife/Mother

Wife/Mother

Self-Employment Tax

Health and Dental Insurance (Adult)

TBD

Health and Dental insurance {Child)

Union Dues

Voluntary Retirement Contribution (401 {k), 457, IRA)

Mandatory Retirement Contribution

Savings Plan

Other {Specify):

TOTAL MONTHLY DEDUCTIONS

$33,695.00

$0.00




| NET MONTHLY INCOME? $54,303.00 $0.00 |

Estimate monthly expenses: (Specify which party is the custodial parent and list name and relationship of all members of
household whose expenses are included)

MONTHLY EXPENSES® Husband/Father Wife/Mother
Residential Rent Payment )
Note or Mortgage Payment on Residence 7800.00
Food and Household Supplies® 2000.00
Utilities, Water, and Garbage Collection 1000.00
Telephone and Cellular Phone 250.00
Medical, Dental and Disability Insurance Premiums (not
deducted from paycheck) 900.00
Life Insurance Premiums {not deducted from paycheck)
Child Support (from prior marriages) 30060.00
Work Related Day Care
Auto Payment 5900.00
Auto Insurance, taxes, gasoline, and maintenance ' 2000.00
SUBTOTAL: |  §22850.00 | j
Real Property Tax on Residencef(s) 2083.00
Maintenance for household® 2000.00
Adult clothing 250.00
Children's clothing’
Cable Television, Satellite and Internet/Online Services 237.00
Laundry and Dry Cleaningw 150.060
Medical and Dental Expenses (not paid by insurance) 200.00
Prescriptions, Glasses, and Contacts (not paid by insurance) 80.00
Children's incidental expenses''
School Iunches, supplies, field trips, and fees'?
Entertainment' 1000.00
Adult Incidenta] expenses' 2800.00
All Installment payments'® 54050.00
Other (Specify): Boat payment 3700.00
SUBTOTAL | $66,550.00 |
TOTAL MONTHLY EXPENSES: $89,400.00
Instaliment Loan Payments Section
Creditor For Monthly Pymt Balance Owed by'®
American Express House renovations Paid in full $49,000.00 Craig Bright
South State Ferrari $2,700.00 $147.000.00 Craig Bright
Bentley Financial Bentley $3,100.00 $180,000.00 Craig Bright
MNT Bank Boat $2,300.00 $350,000.00 Craig Bright
Bank of West Boat $550.00 $17,000.00 Craig Bright
South State Construction loan $2,200.00 $500,000.00 Craig Bright
South State Business Loan $4,000.00 $465,000.00 Craig Bright




Other Debts and Obligations not payable in monthly instaliments

Creditor For Balance - Owed by
US Federal Government 2021 Taxes 161043.00 Craig Bright
Charles Schwab Loan against Stock 1447342.00 Craig Bright

Are you currently in Bankruptcy?

Are any obligations listed above, including mortgage and note payments, in arrears?

If yes, please list the obligaticns in arrears.

No

i

No

i

POST-DIVORCE ALL ASSETS/DEBTS ARE NON-MARITAL

Assets Husband/Father Wife/Mother Joint
Cash and Money in Checking Account(s)'” $9,000.00
Money in Savings Account(s), Credit Union, Money Market,
or Certificates of Deposit $0.00
Value of Voluntary Retirement Account(s) $35,000.00

Value of Pension Account
Value of Publicly Held Stocks, Bonds, Secuirties, Mutual

Funds' TBD
Value of Privately Held Stocks and Other Business TBD
Value of Real Estate - Net of Mortgage Balances ' $1,300,000.00
Value of All Other Property : TBD
TOTAL ASSETS: $1,344,000.00 $0.00 $0.00

Any Non Marital Property Known to Parties
Description of Asset | Title Owner | Date of Acquisition | Source of Funds | Estimate Present

N/A- POST DIVORCE MATTER

If total assets are less than $300,000.00, sign and have notarized.

If total assets are greater than $300,000.00, itemize assets by completing additional sections below and sign and

have notarized.

Financial Accounts Section'® :
Owner Name of Institution | Type of Account | Balance

N/A- POST DIVORCE MATTER

Voluntary Retirement Accounts and Pensions Section
Type of Account ] Value







4. Net monthly income is equal to Total Gross Menthly Income minus Total Monthly Deductions.

5. Do not include any expense in the Monthly Expenses section that has already been included in the Deductions from Gross
Manthiy income on page one of the Declaration,

6. Food Expense is to include the cost of groceries, toiletries, cleaning supplies, and casual eating out.
7. Auto Expenses are to include gasoline, oil changes, tune-ups, tire replacement, maintenance, and related items.

8. Maintenance for Househoald is to include appliance and household repairs, landscaping, house cleaning, pest contro!, poot
service, alarm service, and other related items.

9. Clothing Expense is to include shoes and clothing purchases, clothing repair and alterations, and related items.
10. Laundry Expense is to include the cost of laundry service, dry cleaning, and related items.

11. Children's Incidental Expenses are to incluce atllowance, summer camp, nursery school, baby sitters, lessons, activities,
participatory sports, and related items.

12. School Expense is to include tuition, supplies, field trips, dues, tutors, locker rentals, school lunches, and other related items.

13. Entertainment is to include movies, theater, vacations, sporting events, compact discs, digital video discs, digital video discs,
and related items.

14. Adult Incidental Expenses are to include cosmetics, hair and nail care, books, magazines, newspapers, business dues,
memberships, pets, charity, religious dues or tithes, gifts, bank charges, hobbies, and related items.

15. All Instaliment Loan Payments is the total amount itemized in Installiment Loan Payments Section, which should include all loan
payments not already listed as a monthly expense., Examples: home equity loan, credit cards, etc.

16. Indicate which spouse legally owes the payment (husband, wife, or joint).

17. Other property is to include automobiles {minus loan balance), boats {minus loan balance), furniture, furnishings, chfha, silver,
jewelry, collectibles, and other personal property.

18. ltemize Financial Accounts such as checking, savings, credit union, money market, or certificate of deposit accounts in the
Financial Accounts Section.

18. Itemize Publicly Held Stocks, Bonds, Securities, Stock Options and Mutual Funds (excluding retirement accounts) in the
Publicly Held Stocks, Bonds, Secuirties, Mutual Funds Section.

20. ltemize each parcel of Real Estate in the Real Estate Segtion.



- 8879

{Rev. January 2021}

Department of the Treasury
Intemal Revenue Sepvice

IRS e-file Signature Authorization

» ERO must obtain and retain completed Form 8879,
> Go to www.irs.gov/Form8879 for the latest information,

OMB No. 1545-0074

Submission dentification Number (SID) ’ 57059120222781u9gfpq

Taxpayer's name
Craig Bright

Spouse's nams

Soctal securily number

Spouse's soclal securlty number

Tax Return Information — Tax Year Ending December 31,
Enter whole doilars only on lines 1 through 5.
Note: Form 1040-SS filers use line 4 only. Leave fines 1, 2, 3, and 5 blank.

1

N oA WwN

m Taxpayer Declaration and Signature Authorization {Be surg
Under penalties of perjury, | declare that | have examined a copy of the Income tax retumn (o
my knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. I further declare that the amounts
return (originat or amended} | am now autherizing. | consent to allow my intermediate servic
to send my refurn to the IRS and to receive from the IRS (a) an acknowledgement of regei
for any delay in processing the return or refund, and (c} the date of any refund. If appligah
Agent to initlate an ACH electronic funds withdrawaf (direct debit) entry to the fin
payment of my federal taxes owed on this return and/or a payment of estimated t
authorization is to remain in full force and effect until | notify the U.S. Treasury Fi
payment, | must contact the U.S. Treasury Financial Agent at 1-888-353-4537, Pay
business days prior to the payment (settlement) date. [ also authorize the financial Ths
taxes to receive confidential information necessary to answer inquiries and resalve is
parsoral identification number (PIN} below is my signature for the inco
Efectronic Funds Withdrawal Consent.

Taxpayer's PIN: check one box only
Fauthorize John F. Mosca, CPA, P.C.

f___] | wil enter my PIN as my signature on the

Your signature

Spouse's PIN: check one bhox only

D [ authorize

Spouse's signature

2021 {Entel

gar you are authorizing.)

Adjusted gross income .

Total tax .
Federal income tax withheld from Form(s) W-2 and Form(s) 1099 . .
Amount you want refunded to you ,

Amount you owe ,

pt

ERO firm nai

1 1,055,977
2 243,308
3 0
4 4]
5 161,043

dikéep a copy of your return)

to enter or generate my PIN

as my signature on the income tax return {origina anded) | am now authorizing.

if you are entering your own PIN and yo
below.

Date »

d) | am now authorizing, and to the best of
the amounts from the income tax
itter, or electronic return originator (ERC)
action of the transmission, (b) the reason
e'U.S, Treasury and its designated Financial
i dicated in the tax preparation software for
cial institution to debit the entry to this account. This
rminate the authorization. To revoke {cancel) a
ation requests must be received no later than 2
jvolved in the processing of the electronic payment of
fated to the payment. | further acknowledge that the
ax retun (original or amended) | am now authorizing and, if applicabie, my

|, T— |
Enter five digits, but

don't enter all zeros

riginal or amended) | am now authorizing. Check this box only
g the Practitioner PIN method. The ERO must complete Part il

to enter or generate my PIN

Date &

Enter five digits, but
don't enter all zeros

Jithe income tax return {original or amended) | am now authorizing. Check this box only
el your return is filed using the Practitionar PIN method. The ERO must complete Part [l

Practitioner PIN Method Returns Only—continue beiow

Part il Certificati and Authentication—Practitioner PIN Method Only

ERO's EFIN/PIN. Enter your six-digit EFIN followed by your five-digit self-selected PIN.

 certify that the above numeric entry is my PIN, which is my signature for the electronic individual income
authorized to fite for tax year indicated above for the taxpayer(s) indlcated above, | confirm that | am sub
requirements of the Practitioner PIN method and Pub. 1345,

ERQ's signature M

N

Don't enter all zeros

Date M

tax return (original or amended} | am now
milting this return in accordance with the
Handbook for Authorized IRS e-fife Providers of Individual Income Tax Returns.

112312023

ERO Must Retain This Form — See Instructions
Don't Submit This Form to the IRS Unless Requested To Do So

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notlce, see your tax return instructions.

HTA

Fom 8879 (Rev. 01-2021)



1833 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE SC8453
INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX (Rev. 10/7/21)
dor.sc.gov DECLARATION FOR ELECTRONIC FILING 3299
First name and middle initiat Last name Your social security number
Craig Bright
Spouse's first name, i married filing jointly Last name Spouse's secial security number
Print or
type. Mailing address {(number and street, PO Box) Daytime phone number
City State ZIP : Tax Year
Hilton Head Island SC 29926

Information from your $C1040, Individual Income Tax Return

1. Federal taxable income (line 1 of your SC1040) | SRR 851,507|00
2. SCtax(line 15 of your SC1040) .. ....ooooeeo oo ' 36,718]00
3. Use Tax (line 26 of your SC1040} . ... ................ ... ... .. .. 0100
4. TotalTaxfaddline 2andline3................................ ... ... .. 9,500{00
5. 8C Income Tax Withheld (add line 16 and line 20 of your SC1040) . ... ......... N Q{00
6. Refundable credits (add line 21 and line 22 of your SC1040)............... - 0100
7. Refund (line 30 of your SC1040) .. ... .................. .. .. ... ... >, 0100
8 Balance due (line 34 of your SC1040) . . ... . ... ... b 11,719/00

Bank information for Refund or Balance Due

[gIS7 The first two numbers of the
2°01 through 12 or 21 through 32.

| 1417 digits

9. Routing number (RTN) L

10. Bank account number {BAN) I

11. Type of account; E:] Checking [:] Savings
For Balance Due:
12, Payment Withdrawal Date

{:E LM Declaration of taxpayer
13. D a. [ consent for my refund to be directly deposited,a i art 1. | declare that the information on line 1 through line 8 is correct. If
[ fited a joint return, this is an irrevocable appd Jftdent of my spGUSE as an agent to receive the refund,

b. | authorize the South Carolina Department of CDOR) and its desighated agents to initiate an ACH Debit request fo my bank
acceunt, provided in Part I, for paymen Aina taxes ! owe. | authorize my bank to debit my account for the requested
funds and consent {o the sharing of find Ween Institutions for the purpose of resolving issues related to my payment.

Payment Withdrawal Amount $

If the SCOOR does not receive full and timely p
and interest.

iability, | understand that | am responsible for the balance due, including all penalties

t declare that this return and all attachment o complete to the best of my knowledge. This declaration is based on all infermation of
which the preparer has any knowledge

% Date Spouse's signature {If married filing jointly, BOTH must sign) Date

Return Originator (ERQ) and Paid Preparer

3 er's return and the information is complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | have obtained the
e submitting the SC1040 to the SCDOR, | have provided the taxpayer with a copy of all forms and information to
d have followed all other requirements descr bed in the IRS Pub, 1345 Authorized [RS e file Providers of
fndividual Income Tax gquirements specified by the SCDOR. If ] am the preparer, | decfare that | have examined the above taxpayer's
refurn and accompanying® tiles-and statements, and to the best of my knowledge.they are true and complete. This declaration is based on all
information of which | have knowledge. | understand | do not mail the 5C8453 to the SCDOR, f am required to keep the SC8453 and the
supporting documents for three yoars.

| declare that | have re
taxpayer's signature o
be filed with the IRS a

ERO Date Check if Check # PTIN
Y also paid self-

EES $  signature 17252023 | prepcer employed PO0545141
Eim name (or John F, Mesca. CPA, P.C. FEIN  01-0762712

On Iy yours if seff-employed),
address, 7 P 1 Mallett Way Suite 103 Bluffton SC Phone  843-757-1138

. Date Check PTIN

Paid Praparer i selt.

Preparer's signature employed P00545141

Use Fmsni?rsnee“gnp[o o John F. Mosca, CPA, P.C. FEiN - 01-0762712

Only aidress. 25 1 Mallelt Way Suite 103 Bluffton SC Phone  843-757-1138




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
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)
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)
VS. )
)
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)
Defendant )
)

Exhibit H

AFFIDAVIT OF DIANA JANURA
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Family Court Final Settlement Agreement



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE FAMILY COURT OF THE

) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)

)

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT  5i¢ 1

300, B
S i 0o T

3

~ CASENO.: 2015-DR-07-286

DIANA BRIGHT,
Plaintiff, Ty
) FINAL ORDER APPROVING
V. ) FINAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
) AND DECREE OF DIVORCE
CRAIG JEREMY BRIGHT, )
)
Defendant. )
)
DATE OF HEARING: March 9, 2016
PRESIDING JUDGE: Judy L. McMahon

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF: Casie Suddeth Farrell, Esquire
for the Ramsdale Law Firm, LLC R A

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT: Adex-B-Cavli; Bsynive £one 5. Dufes =70

COURT REPORTER: Donna Hartley ’

Plaintiff commenced this action by the filing of a Summons and Complaint on February 25,

2015. Present and appearing at the heg;in%_ were Plaintiff; Casie Suddeth Farrell, Esq., as
| Lened ulers -+

Plaintiff’s counsel; and Alex.

submitted an Affidavit of Agreement (“Defendant’s Affidavit”). Plaintiff’s counsel moved to

amend the pleadings and request a divorce on the ground of one year’s continuous separation and

Defendant’s counsel waived the notice requirement and consented to same.

The parties reached a Final Settlement Agreement (the “Agreement”) as to all issues
arising from their marriage. The parties presented the signed Agreement, attached hereto and
marked as Exhibit “A,” and asked that the Court approve the Agreement, making it a Final Order
of the Court.

Having reviewed the Court’s file, to include the parties’ financial declarations, the

Agreement, and Defendant’s Affidavit -and having heard the testimony of Plaintiff énd the
Page 1 of 5
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corroborating witness, the Court hereby makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law:
FINDINGS OF FACT
The Court finds as follows:
1. The parties hereto are husband and wife, having been married on August 26, 2005.
2, Plaintiff and Defendant are both citizens and residents of the State of South

Carolina, County of Beaufort, and have been citizens and residents of said State and County for

more than one year prior to the commencement of this action.

3. The partiesr last lived together as husband and wife in Beaufort County, South
Carolina.
4, Three children were born of this marriage, namely O.B., born in January 2009;

B.B., born in October 2012; and A.B., bom in September 2014, No other children are expected or
anticipated of this marriage.

5. Plaintiff teétiﬁed that the parties separated from each other on or about February
23, 2015; that the parties have resided in separate dwellings since that date; and that the parties
have lived separate and apart without cohabitation since that date. A corroborating witness
cotroborated the testimony. Plaintiff testified that there is no possibility of reconciliation between
the parties, nor is there anything this Court can do to assist in effecting a reconciliation. Plaintiff
requests a divorce of and from Defendant on the ground of one year’s continuous separation,

6. - The parties have exchanged Financial Declarations and each is fully aware as to the
other’s financial situation.

7. Both parties acknowledged, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s

Affidavit, that the Agreement is complete and fully integrated and that there are no “side deals” or
Page 2 of 5
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other promises between them as to the subject matter of this case that are not contained in the
Agreement,

8. Both parties acknowledged, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s
Affidavit, that the Agreement is fair and equitable to both themselves and each othef. Neither party
contests the terms of the Agreement.

9. Both parties acknowledged, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s
Affidavit, that they are intelligent and capable and fully understand the terms and conditions of the
Agreement.

10.  Both parties acknowledged, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s
Affidavit, that they are in good health. Plaintiff was not under the influence of any drugs, alcohol,
unprescribed prescription medication, or other intoxicants or stress or duress at the time she
entered into the Agreement or at the hearing on this matter. Defendant stated, through his attorney
and Defendant’s Affidavit, that he was not under the influence of any drugs, alcohol, unprescribed
prescription medication, or other intoxicants or stress or duress at the time he entered into the
Agreement or when he executed Defendant’s Affidavit.

11, Plaintiff is fully satisfied with the services of her attorneys. Defendant is fully
satisfied with the services of his attorney. |

12. Both parties represent, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s Affidavit,
that they participated in the negotiation of the Agreement and desire that the Court approve the
Agreement thefeby making it a Final Order of this Court.

13. Both parties understand, Defendant through his attorney and Defendant’s

Affidavit, that once there has been issued an Order of this Court, they are subject to the contempt

Page 3 of 5
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- powers of this Court, including a fine, jail sentence, and/or community service. Knowing this, they
Join in a prayer that their written Agreement be adopted as the enforceable order of this Court.
14, The Court finds that there is no collusion between the parties and that Plaintiff is
entitled to a divorce, a vinculo matrimonii, of and from Defendant on the ground of one year’s
| separation,
This Court herein sets forth its

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court concludes as follows:

A The Court concludes that it has jurisdiction of the parties hereto and the subject
matter herein and that venue is appropriate;

B. The Court concludes that the parties” Agreement, attached as Exhibit A, should be
approved as fair and equitable, and should be incorporated into this Final Order Approving Final
Settlement Agreement and Decree of Divorce; and

D. The Court concludes that Plainiiff is entitled to a divorce, a vinculo matrimonii, of
and from Defendant on the ground of one year’s continuous separation.

Now, therefore, it is

ORDERED that the bonds of matrimony heretofore existing between wife and husband
be, and the same hereby are, dissolved, wholly and forever, and Plaintiff is granted a divorce, a
vinculo matrimonii, of and from Defendant on the ground of one year’s continuous separation. It is
further

ORDERED that the parties’ Agreement, attached as Exhibit A, is approved and
incorporated into this Final Order Approving Final Settlement Agreement and Decree of Dj vorce,

and each party is ordered to comply with the terms thereof.
Page 4 of 5
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IT IS SO ORDERED!

TR A W I
2t Sudy b P enen
Family Court Judge

Beaufgn, South Carolina
This ~4 day of March 2016

CONTEMPT POWERS OF THE COURT

ANY VIOLATION OF THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY SUBJECT THE
VIOLATOR TO UP TO ONE (1) YEAR IN JAIL, UP TO $1,500.00 IN FINES, AND/OR
UP TO 300 HOURS OF COMMUNITY SERVICE.

Page 5 of 5
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CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF THIS CONTRACT ARE SUBJECT TO ARBITRAT, ON: fss,J i
PURSUANT TO THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ANNOTATED § 15 4§
10 et al, -

g
ol

. m‘}

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 7
‘ ) - FINAL
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) SETTLEMENT AGREEM;ENT
THIS FINAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT is made by and between CRAIG
JEREMY BRIGHT of Bluffton, South Carolina, hereinafter referred to as “Craig” and DIANA
BRIGHT, of Bluffton, South Carolina, hereinafter referred to as “Diana™.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the parties were married on August 26, 2005; and

WHEREAS, the parties are both residents of Beaufort County, South Caroliné; and

WHEREAS, there were three (3) children born of this marriage, to wit: O.B., born in
January, 2009; B.B., born in October, 2012; and A.B,, born in September, 2014. No additional
children are expected as of the date of this Agreement; and

WHERIAS, as a result of irreconcilable differences the parties separated on or about
February 23, 2015, and have continued to live separate and apart since that _tijne; and

WHEREAS, the parties have reached a full and comprehensive Final Settlement
Agreement (“Agreement”) as to all matters arising out of their marriage as set forth herein. This
Agreement constitutes the complete and final settlement of all claims that either party may have
against the other for alimony, equitable apportionment, attorney’s fees, restraining orders,
custody of the minor children, support for the minor children, education for the minor children
and all other issues with respect to any claims either may have against the other arising out of

their marital relationship (other than divorce): and
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WHEREAS, Craig has been represented by independent legal counsel (Alex B. Cash,
Esquire) in this matter. Craig acknowledges that he is fully satisfied with the services of his
attorney; that his attorney has done everything that has been asked of him by Craig; that his
attorney has answered all of his questions; and that he has gone over all of the provisions of this
Agreement with his attorney; and

WHEREAS, Diana has been represented by independent legal counsel (Marie-Louise
Ramsdale, Esquire) in this matter. Diana acknowledges that she is fully satisfied with the
services of her attorney; that her attorney has done everything that has been asked of her by
Diana, that her attorney has answered all of her questions, and that she has gone over al] of the
provisions of this Agreement with her attorney; and

WHEREAS, the parties acknowledge that each is extremely familiar with the financial
ability, income, debts, expenses, worth and assets of the other based upon knowledge obtained
during the marriage, review of documents and/or discussions between them. The parties
specifically acknowledge that they have instructed their attorneys not to conduct discovery in
regard to financial matters due to their direct and substantial knowledge of the assets and debts of
the marital estate, which they accumulated during the marriage. The parties acknowledge that
they are personally aware of all of their substantial assets and: debts that were accumulated
during the marriage and that they are fully satisfied with the division of marital property as set
forth in this Agreement. The parties recognize that they are not entering into this Agreement as a
result of any duress or undue influence, but rather as the natural consequence of the breakdown
of their marriage. The parties further recognize that each party has freely, actively, and fully

“taken part in the negotiation of the terms of this Agreement over a reasonable period of time and
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each fully accepts the termé and conditions set forth herein. Each party acknowledges and
considers this Agreement to be fair, just, and equitable under all relevant circumstances; and

WHEREAS, the parties wish to settle this matter without litigating this case, and the
parties are aware of the costs and the length of time that the full litigation process might
otherwise take if the parties do not settle this matter. Instead, the parties understand that by
entering into this agreement that they are giving up the right to litigate this case, take discovery,
subpoena documents and persons, allow a Family Court Judge to rule upon their case, and/or
appeal any decision to the South Carolina Court of Appeals and also to the Supreme Court of
South Carolina. The parties understand that they might have obtained a better or worse result
than what is set forth in this Agreement should they wish to fully litigate this case. The parties
agree and expressly waive their right to have the issues in this Agreement tried in the Family
Court, and instead wish to voluntarily enter into this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the parties understand and intend that this Agreement shall be offered to the
Family Court of the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, South Carolina, for approval as fair, and they
specifically request that the Court approve this Agreement and merge and incorporate this
Agreement into any Final Order of the Court. The parties understand and acknowledge that
once approved by the Court, this Agreement shall become enforceable as a Court Order. Willful
failure to comply with the terms of this Order shall constitute contempt and subject the offender
to the contempt powers of the Court, which include incarceration for up to one year, a $1,500

fine, and/or community service of up to 300 hours.
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, and the mutual promises and
undertakings herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration which the parties
hereby acknowledge as fair, reasonable, and sufficient, the parties agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1

SEPARATION

I It is and shall be lawful for each party hereto at all times to live separate and apart
from the other, at such places as he or she may deem fit, free from control, restraint, or
interference by the other. Each party may, for his or her separate benefit, engage in any
employment, business, or profession he or she may choose, free from control, restraint, or
interference by the other. Each may reside at such place or places and with such relatives,
friends, and acquaintances as he or she may select, free from control, restraint, or interference by
the other.

2.. Neither party shall molest or interfere with the other nor compel the other to
associate, cohabit, or dwell with him or her by any action or proceeding for the restoration of
conjugal rights or by any other means whatsoever. Except as necessary for the exchange of
children, neither party shall go to or enter the residence of the other for any reason whatsoever
without prior permission from the other party.

3. The contents of Article 1 are intended to be a cjvil restraining order only and are
included solely to facilitate the parties moving on with their lives in a peaceful manner. The
language herein is not to be construed in any way as a restraining order issued under any
protection from domestic violence/abuse act, stalking or harassment statute, or incident to any

state or federal firearms law.

¥

Bright322



ARTICLE 2

EQUITABLE DIVISION OF MARITAL PROPERTY

The parties are fully and completely aware of one another’s direct and indirect
contributions to the acquisition of marital property during the marriage. The parties agree that the
division of property made in this Agreement as set forth herein is reasonable and equitable in all
respects and satisfactory to them. The parties agree to the following division of marital/non-
marital assets as set forth herein.

1. BANK _ACCOUNTS AND BROKERAGE ACCOUNTS: The parties

previously equitably divided and apportioned their substantial investment and bank accounts,
which collectively totaled approximately Eight Million ($8,000,000) Dollars at the time of the
division and apportionment. Each party agrees that they shall retain as their sole respective
property all bank accounts, CDs, and investment accounts that each has in their respective
names. Both parties waive and release all right, title, interest, or claim that each party has or may
have to the other’s accounts.

2. RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS: Both parties own their own respective IRA

accounts in their respective names. Both parties waive and release all right, title, interest or
claim that each has or may have to the other party’s IRA accounts.

3. PERSONAL PROPERTY: The parties agree that they have already divided

their personal property, including but not limited to furniture, antiques, artwork and jewelry, to
their mutual satisfaction. Fach jparty shail keep and retain all personal property, furniture,

antiques, artwork, and jewelry, that is currently in their possession as their sole and exclusive

property.
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4. NOTES RECEIVABLE:

A. The parties acknowledge that they have previously loaned Three Hundred ‘
Fifty Thousand ($350,000) Dollars to Bud and Peggy Bright. The parties agree tﬁ share equally
any funds received from the repayment of this loan.

B. The parties acknowledge that Drive Medical Design & Mifg. owes them
Two Hundred Fifty Thousand ($250,000) Dollars, from the purchase of a company the parties
sold to Drive Medical Design & Mfg., which is being paid to them in quarterly payments of One
Hundred Twenty Five Thousand ($125,000) Dollars, plus six (6%) percent interest. The parties
agree to share equally any funds received from the repayment of this loan,

C. To the extent that the payments (or any past payments) on the above Notes
constitute taxable income to the parties, the parties acknowledge that they shall each be
responsible for paying taxes on the sums that they each respectively receive from the above
payments.

5. VEHICLES.

A. Diana shall retain sole ownership of her Mercedes and Mazda vehicles
currently in her possession and she shall be solely responsible for all incidents of ownership in
connection with these vehicles and shall hold Craig harmless therefrom.

B. Craig shall retain sole ownership of his two Ferraris and Range Rover
currently in his possession and he shall _be solely responsible for all incidents of ownership in
connection with these vehicles and shall hold Diana harmless therefrom.

6. HUSBAND’S BUSINESS: Craig shall retain sole and complete ownership of his

recently acquired outdoor living furniture business incorporated as “Bennie’s, Inc.,” doing

7%

Bright324

<



business as Casual Living. Craig shall retain all assets and interest in his business, and he shall
be responsible for all debts and liabilities associated with this business and shall hold Diana
harmless therefrom and indemnify her thereto.

7. REAL ESTATE

A. 22 Ballybunion Way, Bluffton, SC. Craig shall retain sole and exclusive

ownership of the property Iobatcd at 22 Ballybunion Way, Bluffton, South Carolina. Upon
receiving proof that Diana is not on the loans (morigage/LOC) for the home, Diana shall convey
her entire interest in the property to Craig via a deed prepared by Craig’s real estate attorney.
Craig shall be the sole owner of said property, and he shall be solely responsible for all incidents
of ownership in connection with this property including, but not limited to, the mortgage,
maintenance, insurance, taxes, or other costs and shall hold Diana barmless therefrom.

B. 3 Everglade Place, Bluffion, SC. Diana shall retain sole and exclusive

ownership of the property located at 3 Everglade Place, Bluffton, South Carolina. Diana shall be
the sole owner of said property, and she shall be solely responsible for all incidents of ownership
in connection with this property including, but not limited to, the mortgage, maintenance,
insurance, taxes, or other costs and shall hold Craig harmless therefrom.

C. 19 Sheraton Park Cirele, Bluffton, SC. Craig shall have the option to

buyout Diana and retain sole and exclusive ownership of the property located at 19 Sheraton
Park Circle, Bluffton, South Carolina, which is the commercial property in which his business is
located. The property is currently titled in the name of BNC Holdings, LLC, and Diana agrees
that the property shall be conveyed solely to Craig as his sole property upon his payment to her

for her equity. Craig shall be the sole owner of said property, and he shall be solely responsible
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for all incidents of ownership in connection with this property including, but not limited to, the
mortgage, maintenance, insurance, taxes, or other costs and shall hold the Wife harmless
therefrom. To buy Diana out of her interest in this property, Craig shall pay Diana the sum of
$75,000 within 30 days of the approval of this Agreement. Otherwise, the property shall remain
titled to BNC Holdings, LLC, and shall be subject to the provisions of Section E below.

D. 71 Inverness Drive, Bluffton, SC. The parties jointly own an unimproved

lot located at 71 Inverness Drive, Bluffton, South Carolina. The parties agree to sell this lot and
acknowiedge that this home is presently listed for sale with Sea Pines Real Estate, at a current
listing price of Four Hundred Sixty Thousand ($460,000) Dollars. Until this property is sold, the
parties shall remain equally responsible for all carrying costs asif)ciated with this property,
including but not limited to any costs associated with this properiy' bu“uhas taxes and/or any costs
necessary to sell the lot. Upon the sale of the property, the parties shall equally share and divide
the net sale proceeds. Each party would be allocated one half of the capital gain or loss on the
sale of the property. Should there be any dispute in regard to the sale of the property (including
but not limited to reductions in the listing priée of the property; acceptance of a particular offer;
repair issues; etc.) they shall arbitrate the dispute pursuant to the “BINDING ARBITRATION”
provisions set forth herein,

E. BNC Holdings, LLC.

(1) The parties presently own a number of parcels of commercial real estate,
under the corporate entity known as BNC Holdings, LLC. The parties are each 50%
members/owners of BNC Holdings, LLC. Each property has its own distinct equity value,

rental/income producing capability, tax basis, etc., and both parties acknowledge that they are
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familiar with and knowledgeable about the financial condition of each property. Both parties
acknowledge that it would not make financial sense to simply sell all of these properties at this
time. The properties owned by BNC Holdings. LLC,! are:

¢ 11 Parmenter Road, Bluffion, South Carolina;

¢ 1476 Fording Island Road, Bluffton, South Carolina;

¢ 14 Greenwood Drive, Hilton Head Islan&, South Carolina;

s 9204 Speedway Boulevard, Hardeeville, Séuth Carolina,

¢ 11 New Orleans Road, Hilton [ead Island, South Carolina; and

s 238 Shelter Cove, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina.

(2)  To maximize the financial worth of these properties, the parties agree that
they shall continue to hold these properties and operate BNC Holdings, LLC, after their divorce.
As long as they continue to operate BNC Holdings, LLC, the parties shall equally share in the
income and debts arising from the properties held by BNC Holdings, LLC, and they agree to use
a joint property manager to manage these properties. Both parties shall have complete and full
access to all financial information, bank accounts, and corporate records. All profits/losses shall
be shared equally, and each shall receive equal distributions when they are paid out. Each party
shall receive their own K-1 arising from such distributions and each shall be responsible for their
own taxes arising from sﬁch distributions. The parties may agree to sell such'properties (either
one property at a time or collectively) in the future. The parties may negotiate a buy-out of the
other party (either one property at a time or collectively) in the future, Should the parties be

unable to agree among themselves as to the buy-out or sale of one or more properties and/or

! BNC Holdings, LLC, also owns 19 Sheridan Park which property is subject to Craig’s buyout option as set forth
above.
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should they have any dispute whatsoever in regard to the management of the company and
business decisions concerning the company, they agree to immediately mediate the dispute with
Patricia Wilson, CPA, (with Dixon Hughes Goodman) or any other person whom they mutua.lly
agree upon within 30 days. Each party shall pay one half of the cost of the mediator’s fees.
Should the mediation fail and/or not be accomplished within 30 days, then the parties shall
immediately arbitrate the dispute pursuant to the “Binding Arbitration” clause set forth below
due to the urgency that is often necessary in making business decisions.

F. Binding Arbitration. Arbitration of any disputed issues referenced

herein above shall be arbitrated in an expedient and informal manner with finality. The parties
shall use Patricia Wilson, CPA, as the arbitrator unless both parties agree to use someone else.
Should Ms. Wilson be unavailable to timely arbitrate the matter and should the parties be unable
to agree upon an alternative arbitrator, the parties agree that the Family Court for Beaufort
County, South Carolina, shall have continuing jurisdiction to appoint an Arbitrator on a motion
filed with only 10 days notice. Both parties agree that the Arbitrator shall have the right to
conduct any informal proceeding that he/she deems reasonable and make a final binding decision
on the disputed issue(s) after each party gets the opportunity to diséuss their concerns and
provide the Arbitrator with any additional information concerning the matter. The Arbitrator
shall have the right to call and speak to any witnesses whom the parties may ask the Arbitrator to
speak to in regard to the arbitration. The Arbitrator shall issue an Arbitration Order, and the
parties agree and confer continuing jurisdiction upon the Family Court for Beaufort County,
South Carolina, to have the Arbitration Decision confirmed, filed and judgment entered upon the

award for enforcement purposes. Upon the filing of the Arbitration Order with the Family Court,
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the parties apree that it shall have the effect of a final binding Order that is enforceable under the
contempt powers of the Court as any Order of the Court. The parties agree to submit ﬂiemselves
to the jurisdiction of the Court for enforcement of any Arbitration Order, and the parties waive
their right to appeal and shall be estopped from appealing any Arbitration Order as any dispute
regarding the sale of the marital home needs to be handled expeditiously and with finality. The
parties shall equally pay the costs of the Arbitrator for arbitrating any matter in advance, but the
Aubitrator shall retain the power and authority to reallocate the costs (all or a portion) to either
party. The Arbitrator shall have the authority to award attorney’s fees. The parties stipulate that
this arbitration clause does not relate to interstate commerce and that the Federal Arbitration Act
shall not apply to this matter. The parties further stipulate, pursuant to S.C. Code § 15-48-30 &
50, that the more formal procedures of arbitration as set forth in the South Carolina Uniform
Arbitration Act shall not apply to this matter, but that the informal procedures set forth herein
shall control the arbitration procedure. The parties further acknowledge and understand that this
Agreement, once approved by the Court, shall become an Order to Arbitrate pursuant to the
terms set forth herein.
ARTICLE 3

RESPONSIBILITY FOR DEBTS

A. Except as specifically provided otherwise in this agreement, each of the
parties shall be responsible for and pay all debts, obligations, and liabilities incurred by him or
her and shall indemnify the other party against liability th-erefore. All accounts of a joint and
several nature (other than those related to BNC Holdings, LLC) shall be immediately closed so

as to not impair the credit of the other if not already done so. The parties shall make no further
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charges to the account of or against the other, and acknowledge that there are no further debts to
apportion between them.

B. Except as otherwise expressly set forth herein, Craig represents and
agrees that he has not heretofore, nor will he hereafter, incur or contract any debt, charge,
obligation, or liability whatsoever for which Diana is or may become liable. Craig agrees to
indcmnffy and hold Diana harmless of all loss, expenses (including reasonable attorney’s fees),
and damages in connection with or arising out of a breach by him of his representation and
agreement as set forth in this paragraph.

C. Except as otherwise expressly set forth herein, Diana represents and
agrees that she has not heretofore, nor will she hereafter, incur or contract any debt, charge,
obligation, or liability whatsoever for which Craig is or may become liable. Diana ﬁgrees to
indemuify and hold Craig harmless of all loss, expenses (including reasonable attorney’s fees),
and damages in connection with or arising out of a breach by her of her representation and
agreement as set forth in this paragraph.

D. In the event a debt or liability is discovered after the date of this
Apgreement and is not addressed specifically by this Agreement, the party who incurred the debt
or liability shall be solely obligated to pay same.

E. TAXES.

(1)  Mautual Indemnification. Each party agrees to pay and indemnify the
other for all unpaid taxes of any kind, penalties, deficiency assessments, and interest, resulting
from either party’s respective individual income, gains, losses, transfers or any other taxable

event created by that party from the date of the marriage through the tax year 2014. These taxes
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include but are not limited to federal and state income taxes, capital gains, gift taxes, and any
other tax (including any interest, penalties or other liabilitics arising therefrom). This
indemnification further applies to any such taxes/debts, penalties, interest, and/or associated
liabilities arising from cither party’s failure to file accurate returns or the filing of erroneous
returns. Each party agrees to indemnify and hold the other harmless from any cost to that party
resulting from any of the aforementioned income tax returns and agrees, in the event he/she fails
to hold other harmless, to pay the other’s attorney's fees, accountant's fees, expert's fees, costs, as
well as any taxes, interest, and penalties.

(2)  Representations as to Preparation and Payment of Joint Tax Returns.
Both parties represent and warrant to the other that to the best of their respective knowledge,
belief and information, the parties' prior tax returns have been propetly prepared; that all taxes
shown as due on all prior returns have been paid; that no interest or penalties are due; that there
is no tax deficiency proceeding pending or threatened against him/her; and that no audit is
pending with respect fo any tax return,

3 2015 Tax Returns. The parties acknowledge that they will file their 2015
tax year returns jointly. The parties agree to cooperate with providiﬁg information necessary for
the completion of these returns and they shall share equally the costs for the preparation of the
returns. Craig shall be responsible for paying for any taxes associated with income from
Bennie’s Inc., and/or he shall be entitled to receive any benefit from any losses arising from this
company. With that exception (which will be computed by Dixon Hughes Goodman), the parties
shall equally share in the payment of any tax liabilities for 2015 and/or equally divide any refund

for 2015 after computation of any allocation of taxes/refunds arising from Craig’s business.
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ARTICLE 4

CUSTODY

1. JOINT LEGAL CUSTODY. Diana (Mother) and Craig (Father) shall have joint

legal and physical custody of their children, with Diana having primary legal and physical
custody. Diana shall have the right to make all major decisions for the children after reasonable
advance consultation with Craig and taking into consideration Craig’s inpﬁt on such matters
affecting the children,

2 PARENTING PLAN. The children shall primarily reside with their Mother;

however, the Father shall have the children as set forth in the parenting plan herein at the
following times:

A, Regular Schedule. Craig shall have the minor children from every other

Friday after school (or 3:00 p.m. if no school that day) until Sunday at 6:00 p.m. In addition,
Craig shall have the children every Wednesday from after school (3:00 p.m. if no school that
day) until Thursday morning when he shall return them to school (9 am, if no school on
Thursday). Except in an emergency situation, Craig shall give Diana at least three (3) days’
advance notice of his intent not to exercise, in whole or in part, weekend or Wednesday
visitation. The parties agree, further, that Craig shall have such other and further time with the

minor children as agreed upon by the parties.
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B. Holidays and Summer.
(1)  Thanksgiving. The parties shall alternate the Thanksgiving Holiday, with

the Mother having the children with her every Thanksgiving in the odd-numbered years and the
Father having the children with him in the even-numbered years. The Thanksgiving holiday
shall commence when school dismisses immediately prior to Thanksgiving until school resumes
following Thanksgiving,

(2 Christmas. Christmas shall be apportioned into two time periods, with the
first period running from when school lets out for the holiday until December 27th at 6:00 p.m.,
and the second period being from December 27 at 6:00 p.m. until when school resumes after
New Years. In even-numbered years, the Mother shall have the children with her during the
first period and the Father sﬁaﬂ have the children during the second period. In odd-numbered
years, the Father shall have the first period and the Mother shall have the second period.

(3) Spring Break. The Mother shall have the children during their spring
vacation in even-numbered years, and the Father shall have the children during their spring
vacation in odd-numbered years. This vacation shall include Easter if it adjoins the spring break
holiday. Spring break shall run from when school lets out for the holiday until it resumes after
the holiday.

(4)  Mother’s Day/Father’s Day. Each parent will have the children on their

respective holiday from 9:00 a.m. until the following morning at 9:00 a.m.

(5)  Summer Vacation. During the summer, the parents shall continue with

their regular schedule. However, both parents shall have the right to have the children for up to
5

Y o

Bright333



three (3) consecutive or non-consecutive weeks for summer vacation, With the regular schedule
stayed during those six weeks. A week shall run from Friday at 5:00 p.m until Friday at 5:00
p.m., and all single weeks shall include a parent’s regularly-scheduled weekend. In the even-
numbered years, the Father shall be the first to select his three weeks of summer vacation and he
shall inform the Mother in writing hy April 1* of his selection. The Mother shall then select her
three weeks in writing by April 15%, Conversely, the Mofher shall be the first to select her three
weeks in writing by April 1% in odd-numbered years, and the Father shall then inform the Mother
of which three weeks he selects by April 15", Failure to make such selections by the deadlines
shail not be a waiver of such time. However, failure to make such selections shall then allow
the other parent to have priority in selecting their weeks for the upcoming summer,

(6)  Changes or Modifications to the Schedule: Both parents may mutually

agree to change or modify the schedule set forth herein from time to time. However, any change
or modification shall not be deemed permanent nor set any precedent for the future, and the

above schedule shall remain in full force and effect in the event of any subsequent disagreement,

C. Special Restrictions. Craig shall be permanently restrained from
consuming or being under the influence of any alcohol when he has the children for visitation.
For a period of 18 months after approval of this Agreement, Diana shall have the right to request
that Craig take an Etg alcohol test immediately after spending time with the children. Craig shall
take the test within 24 hours of such request. Should the test be positive for alcohol use or
should Craig fail to timely test, then future visitation shall be supervised by his Mother, the
Nanny or other agreed upon individual until Craig has resumed sobriety and passed 3 sets of

CDT and Etg alcohol tests over a two month time period with at least two weeks between each
16
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CDT test. These tests must be taken at a LabCorp or Quest facility or another similar legitimate
testing facility. Craig will sign a release for each teét such that the test results can be provided
directly to Diana, and shall also notify Diana by text imnediately upon taking the test of the
testing facility name and location,  Diana shall not use her right to request testing in an abusive
or haraé.sing manner. Craig shall pay for the tests, but Diana shall reimburse Craig for any
negative tests. Diana’s right to mandate testing shall terminate after a period of 18 months after
approval of this Agreement unless Craig tests positive. If Craig tests positive, then the 18 month
period and the terms as set forth above shall start anew (each time Craig tests positive).

D. PARENTAL RESPONSIBILITIES. Each parent will make decisions as
to the child(ren)’s day-to-day activities while they are i his or her care.

E. EDUCATIONAL AND HEALTH CARE RECORDS. Both parties
agree that all school, medical, dental, psychological, counseling and/or other educational and
health care records of the child(ren) will be available to both of them. Both patents have the
right to obtain copies of such records from the school, teachers, and/or medical providers. Both
parents agree that the other parent shall be listed as the first emergency contact for school or for
any other reason should either of them be unavailable. Both parents understand that they may
ask the school/teacher to provide them with an extra copy of the child(ren)’s report cards and
grades. Both parents agree to exchange any user name and password information to access the
child(ren)’s grades online for the school district “parent portal” or similar website.

F. COMMUNICATION REGARDING HEALTH CARE. Each parent
will permit and encourage communication by the other parent with teachers, doctors, therapists,

church officials, counselors and others regarding the child’s health, education and welfare.
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G. HEALTH CARE NOTICE AND EMERGENCIES. Fach parent
agrees to provide advance notification to the other parent about proposed and forthcoming
medical care and appointments. If the children are in need of immediate or emergency care, the
parent with whom the children are with shall immediately obtain any and all necessary and/or
emergency medical or dental care and shall immediately call (on both the cell, home and
business phone numbers if during work hours) and inform the other of any emergencies,

H. TELEPHONE ACCESS. Both parents shall have reasonable (not more
than one per day) telephone and/or texting access to the children while they are in the physical
custody of the other parent. The children shall also have reasonable telephone access to both
parents at all reasonable times. The parents understand that young children do not want to speak
on the phone for long periods of time. During longer visitation time periods such as in the
summer, the parents shall coordinate times for Facetime calls between the parent and the
children (such as when Diana has the children in Spain).

L. PARENT’S ADDRESSES, TELEPHONE NUMBERS & E-MAIL
ADDRESSES. At all times hereafter, each parent shall keep the other informed of his or her
respective: (a) e-mail address; (b) business, home, and cell telephone numbers; (c) residential
street and mailing address; and (d) business address.

J. COMMUNICATION. E-mail and/or texting shall be the prefered
method of communication. Both parents will make themselves available for direct
communication with the other for the purpose of discussion pertaining to their child(ren);
however, neither party will harass or burden the other with excessive, repetitive or abusive

telephone calls or any other such non-productive communication. Each parent shall refrain from
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delegating to third persons their responsibility for communicating with the other parent, except in
bona f'_1d_g emergencies.

K. TRIPS.  If either parent takes the child(ren) on an overnight trip
somewhere, then that parent will provide the other parent in advance with notice of where they
are going and staying and a phone number where the child(ren) can be reached.

L. STANDARD RESTRAINTS,

(1) Until marrfed, each party shall be restrained from exposing the minor
children 10 any paramour or individual with whom he/she is romantically involved on an
overnight b.gsis. | |

| (2) Each party shall be restrained from denigrating, disparaging, or criticizing the
other parent in the presence of the children or within earshot of the children; embroiling the
children in the parties’ differences; from communicating with the other through the children;
from alienating or attempting to alienate the children’s atfections from the other parent; and from
-allowing other persons from doing any of these acts in the presence of or within earshot of the
children.

(3) Each party shall be restrained from abusing alcohol or prescription drugs,
and/or ugsing illegal drugs, when that parent has the minor children. In addition, the Father is
restrained from consuming or being under the influence of alcohol when he has the children.

(4) Both parents shall encourage the children to love, respect and honor the other
parent. Each parent shall see to it that the designations of “Father” and “Mother” or their

equivalents shall be used by the children only to refer to the parties hereto and to no other
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persons. Neither parent shall allow any third party to use such designations when referring to the

relationship between the children and any third party.

M.  PASSPORTS. Both parents shall timely cooperate as necessary to ensure
that the minor children can obtain and renew passports. Neither party shall withhold the
passports from the other party without a court order permitting the withholding. The children’s
passports, when not in use, shall be kept by Diana.

ARTICLE 5

SUPPORT FOR THE CHILDREN

L. Commencing March 1, 2016, Craig shall pay directly to Diana the sum of Three
Thousand ($3,000) Dollars per month, as and for Craig’s child support obligation to Diana. The
parties acknowledge that their combined income is greater than as provided pursuant to the South
Carolina Child Support Guidelines statute and, further, that this amount of child support may be
greater, and therefore a deviance from, a strict “Guidelines” calculation. Subject to further
agreement of the parties or Order of a court of competent jurisdiction, this amount will decrease
by one-third upon the emancipation of each child, as defined by and pursuant to South Carolina
statute. The parties shall cooperate in exchanging/signing the necessary forms so that such child
support payments may be made via direct deposit on the first of each month, and/or the Father
may make such payment in annual lump sum payments or semi-annual lump sum payments. The
Mother shall be responsible for the payment of private tuition for any private schools.

2. The parties agree that Diana shall continue to provide medical insurance coverage
for the benefit of the children until the children are emancipated. Diana shall timely provide
Craig with copies of the applicabie insurance card(s) for the children.
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3. The parties agree that they shall be equally responsible for the payment of any
reasonable and necessary uncovered or uninsured medical, dental, orthodontic, therapy,
counseling, preseription, and other health-related expenses incurred for or on behalf of the minor
children. However, each parent shall pay, without contribution from the other parent, the cost of
over-the-counter (non-prescription) medicines and supplies. Request for reimbursement with

'corr(jborating documentation shall be made within sixty (60) days of the expense being incurred,
and reimbur_sement shall be made within sixty (60) days of request,

4, The parties agree that, commencing with the first calendar year that they do not
file joint tax returns, Craig shall be entitled to take the middle child and Diana shall be entitled to
take the oldest child as exemptions on his/her income tax returns, both federal and state. The
parties shall alternate claiming the youngest child yearly, with Diana claiming him in the first
year that the parties do not file joint tax returns. The parties agree that they shall each sign such
forms as may be required to effectuate the intent of this paragraph,

ARTICILE 6

PERMANENT WAIVER OF SPOUSAL SUPPORT/ALIMONY

Each party forever waives and releases the other party from any and all claims to any
past, present, or future alimony or spousal support from the other party. This provision is non-
modifiable and permanent. Additionally, both parties shall be solely responsible for obtaining

their own health insurance and paying for their own respective unreimbursed medical expenses.
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ARTICLE 7

MUTUAL WAIVER OF ESTATES AND CLAIMS

1. Except as may otherwise be expressly provided in this Agreement, the parties do
hereby agree to and do hereby waive, release, renounce, relinquish, and quitclaim all claims and
rights which either of them ever had, now has, or may hereafter have, to share in any capacity or
to any extent whatsoever, in the property or in the estate of the other upon his or her death,
whether by way of statutory allowance, dower, curtesy, or distribution of intestacy, right of
election against the will of the other, or otherwise under the present or future laws of any
jurisdiction, except either party may inherit from the other party under a will or codicil executed
after the date of this Agreement. Each of the parties does hereby waive, release, renounce,
relinquish, and quitclaim all community property or dower or curtesy right, title, and interest
which either of them now has or may hereafter have in all real or personal property of the other
wheresoever situated and all interest now or hereafier belonging to or possessed by either
therein. The parties expressly intend to release any 1ight of election pursuant to the laws of the
State of South Carolina. Unless specifically designated after the date of this Agreement as
exccutor in the will of the other, each of the parties waives any claim or right which the survivor
of them ever had, now has, or may hereafter have, to act as executor or administrator of the
decedent’s estate. It is the intention of the parties by this paragraph of this Agreement to, and
they do mutually release, waive, and renounce any and all rights which either of them may have
in the property of each other, cither during their lifetime or on the death of either of them as if
they had never been married to each other, except as herein specifically provided or pursuant to a

will or codicil executed after the date of this Agreement.
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2, Each party will, at the request of the other or his or her legal representatives,
executors, administrators, and assigns, cxecute, acknowledge, and deliver any and all deeds,
releases, watvers, or any other instruments necessary to bar, release, or extinguish all such rights,
interests, and claims.

3. Excépt as herein expressly reserved to the parties, each party has remised,
released and forever discharged and by these presents does for himself or herself and his or her
heirs, legal representativeé, executors, administrators, and assigns, remise, releése, and forever
discharge the other of and from all cause or causes of action, claims, rights, or demands
whatsoever in law or in equity, which either of the parties hereto ever had or now has against the
other, except any and all equitable or other division of their properties or any cash payment in
lien thereof under the terms of this Agreement.

ARTICLE 8

RECONCILIATION AND MATRIMONIAL DECREES

I. This Agreement shall not be invalidated or otherwise affected by a temporary
reconciliation between the parties hereto or a resumption of marital relations between them
unless said reconciliation or said resumption be accompanied by a written statement signed by
the parties with respect to said reconciliation and resumption and, in addition, setting forth that
they are canceling this Agreement.

2. In any action for divorce instituted by either party against the other in the State of

South Carolina, or in any other jurisdiction, it is agreed that:
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(a)  Neither party shall cause to be inserted, or request that there be inserted, in the
final judgment or decree of divorce, any provision inconsistent with any of the
provisions of this Agreement;

(b)  The terms and provisions of this Agreement shall be incorporated in and become
a part of any such final judgmént or decree in such divorce action; and

(©) This Agreement shall not be extinguished by merger as the result of incorporation
in any judgment or otherwise but shall in all events survive such judgment or
decree and be binding upon the parties.

ARTICLE 9

MUTUAL RELEASES

A. The parties do hereby waive, release and forever acquit, and do hereby
discharge each other, their administrators, successors, heirs, and assigns of and from any and all
suits, actions, causes of action, claims, demands, damages (known, unknown, foreseen and
unforeseen), costs, expenses, compensation, and all consequential damages, including, but not
limited to, those resulting from or arising out of the relationship between Husband and Wife,
their marriage, separation or divorce, any tort, and/or any other legal or equitable claim (except
those arising from a breach of this Agreement) from the beginning of the world to the date of this
Agreement.

B. The parties hereby declare and represent that in making this release and
' agreement, cach relies wholly upon his or her own judgment, belief, and knowledge of the

nature, extent and effect of said acts, and that cach has not been influenced to any extent
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whatsoever in the making of this release by any representations or statements regarding the entire
matter or by persons, firms, agents, attorneys, or corporations representing them.

C. Each party has read the foregoing Release and the Agreement and each
has had the same explained to them by their counsel. Each knows the contents thereof and signs
the same as their own free act fully realizing that execution of this instrument will bar any further
claim by each against the other.

. The parties stipulate and agree that each party has complied with all
provisions of the temporary orders issued by the Family Court and/or that they each release the
other from any and all claims he or she may have pursuant to any temporary order.

E. The parties also release the other party’s attorneys, accountants, experts,
private investigators and any and all other persons advising, employed by and/or representing the
other party in this litigation of and from any and all claims, actions or causes of action, debts, or
suits of any kind or description from the beginning of the world to the date of this Agreement.

F, The parties agree that they shall not harass, assault, threaten, or attempt to
intimidate the other party, This standard restraint is civil in nature, and does not arise from any
past conduct. This section and/or any other section in this Agreement shall not be interpreted to
invoke any federal or state statute relating to firearms, and is not a restraining order issued under

any domestic abuse or violence, stalking or harassment statute.
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ARTICLE 10

ATTORNEYS' FEES, EXPERT'S FEES AND COSTS

A. The Wife shall pay her own attorney’s fees, accountant’s fees, expert’s
fees, appraisals, and any and all other costs and disbursements incurred by her in this
matrimonial dispute or litigation from its inception through the date of this Agreement and the
date of any divorce decree that may be granted. The Wife hereby releases all rights and claims
that she may have against the Husband, if any, for such fees incurred by her in connection with
this Htigation,

B. The Husband shall pay his own atiorney’s fees, accountant’s fees, expert’s
fees, appraisals, and any and all other costs and disbursements incurred by him in this
matrimonial dispute or litigation from its inception through the date of this Agreement and the
date of any divorce decree that may be granted, The Husband hereby releases all rights and
claims that he may have against the Wife, if any, for such fees incurred by him connection with
this litigation.

C. These waivers and releases do not constitute a waiver or release as t0, nor
do they in any way bar either party from, a claim for attorney’s fees, suit money or costs from
the other party in any subsequent Rule to Show Cause or other actions brought after the signing
' of this Agreement due to a breach of this Agreement and/or any modification or interpretation

hereof or to enforce the provisions hereof,
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ARTICLE 11

DISCLOSURE AND UNDERSTANDING OF THE PARTIES

A, Each of the parties expressly certifies that each of them has entered into
this Agreement upon consideration and upon the advice of separate counsel, accountants and/or
tinancial advisors (if applicable); that consent to the execution of this Agreement has not been
obtained by duress, fraud or the undue influence of any person; that the parties believe that full
financial disclosure has been made by the other party, based upon their personal knowledge of
financial matters during the marriage, through reviewing past tax returns, the other party’s
financial declaration and/or other relevant financial documents; that the parties understand that
they have the right to conduct as much discovery of financial matters as they wish to during the
pendency of the case, but that they do not believe that any further discovery in this case Woxﬁd
show any material ﬁnancial disclosures not already known to the parties; and that this Agreement
is fair and reasonable in all respects. The parties acknowledge that they are waiving their right
to conduct any further discovery in this case, including the right to subpoena documents, bank
records, take depositions, hire forensic accountants, etc.

B. The parties acknowledge tﬁat they are entering into this Agreement freely
and voluntatily; they have ascertained and weighed all the facts and circumstances likely to
influence their judgment concerning this Agreement; each of them understands and has given
consideration to all provisions of this Agreement; and no reiief will be sought by either party
which is inconsistent with the terms of this Agreement; this Agreement contains the entire
understanding of the parties; and that there are no representations, warranties, promises,

covenants or undertakings other than those expressly set forth herein,
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ARTICLE 12

FAIRNESS OF AGREEMENT

Each party acknowledges that this Agreement is fair and reasonable and in the
best interest of the minor child(ren) and themselves taking into consideration all of the
circumstances of their case. Fach has adequate knowledge of the other's financial situation,
including income, expenses, debts and assets as they have exchanged sworm Financial
Declarations. Each party enters -into this Agreement freely and voluntarily, This Agreement is
not the result of any duress or undue influence and this document is executed after deliberation,
consideration and consultation with the parties' respective attorneys. Fach party acknowledges
his or her satisfaction with all legal assistance provided herein and neither has looked to the
attorneys for tax advice, but has received separate tax advice from independent sources as

desired.

ARTICLE 13

GOVERNING LAW

Both parties expressly agree that the law of the State of South Carolina shall be
the governing law with respect to any disputes arising from this Agreement and that the Family
Court for the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit for the State of South Carolina shall retain jurisdiction
for the resolution of and/or adjudication of any disagreement, dispute or action related to this
Agreement which may arise between the parties on account of this Agreement or other Order

entered by agreement of the parties,

28

Bright346



ARTICLE 14

APPROVAL AND
ENFORCEMENT OF AGREEMENT

A. This Agreement shall be submitted to the Family Court for the purpose of
having the Court review and approve the terms and conditions of this Agreement and for the
issuance of an Order approving the terms and conditions hereof and making the Agreement an
Order of the Court.

B. Each party solemnly agrees to seek and support the Court's approval of
this Agreement and to do nothing in derogation thereof or in any way attempt to discourége such
approval by the Cowrt. Once this Agreement is signed by both parties, the parties forever waive
any objection that they might have to the introduction of this Agreement into evidence with the
Family Court to seek approval of the Agreement,

C. Once approved and rendered the Order of the Court, the Family Court of
the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina shall have continuing jurisdiction to
enforce the terms and conditions of this Agreement, along with any Order issued with respect
thereto, and both the Husband and Wife shall be subject to the jurisdiction and contempt powers
of the Family Court of the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina with respect
to any breach or violation of this Agreement or the .Order of the Court. Both parties submit
themselves to the jurisdiction of the Family Court of the Fourteenth Judicial Circuit of the State
of South Carolina for the resolution of any disputes which arise between them on account of this
Agreement.

D. The Husband and Wife hereby acknowledge and agree that this is a full
and complete Agreement with respect to all matters raised and with respect to all those which
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could have been raised in the controversy between them. The parties acknowledge that as a
matter of law of South Carolina, the equitable apportionment of marital property and debts as
well as a waiver of alimony can never be modified by the Court in the future and that this
Agreement is final in that regard. The parties further understand that child support, custody and
visitation, are potentially modifiable based upon a material change of circumstances in the future
under South Carolina law. The parties further acknowledge and agree that the Family Court will
have continuing jurisdiction to issue, modify and/or interpret any necessary Qualified Domestic
Relations Orders (or any similar Supplemental Order) that is necessary to divide or apportion any
retirement plan as set forth above in the equitable apportionment section of this agreement (if
applicable).
ARTICLE 15

GENERAL PROVISIONS

The parties represent and further agree to the following:

A. Each party acknowledges that he or she has entered into and executed this
Agreement after conferring with their respective independent attorneys and other professionals,
and that each of them executes this Agreement freely and voluntarily, intending to be bound
forever by it and intending that it shall be enforceable by the other party by proceedings in the
Family Court of the State of South Carolina.

B. This Agreement expresses the entire Agreement between the parties and
supersedes any prior understandings or agreements between them, and there are no other

representations or warranties other than those specifically set forth in this written Agreement.
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C. Each party may apply to the Family Court of the State of South Carolina
for an Order directing specific performance of any act or duty imposed upon the other under the
terms of this Agreement, and for appropriate relief to enforce the terms and conditions hereof.

D. No waiver or any breach by either party of the terms and conditions of this
Agreement shall be binding upon either of the parties unless reduced to writing and subscribed to
by both of the parties.

E. The Husband and Wife expressly agree that each of them shall make, sign,
execute, transfer and/or deliver any and all documents, deeds, papers, bills of sale, titles, things,
property and/or take any other reasomable and necessary action as may be required for the
purpose of consummating this Agreement, effectuating the transfers of property required by this
Agreement, and/or completing the terms and intent of this Agreement. Except where a specific
period or time of performance is expressly set forth in this Agreement, all acts required to be
taken under this Agreement shall be performed within thirty (30) days.

E. This Agreement was duly executed and delivered in Charleston County,
South Carolina, and ité terms and conditions shall be governed by and interpreted under the laws
of the State of South Carolina whenever and in whatever judicial forum adjudication of such

inferpretation or dispute may arise.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their respective hands and

g
seals this Z/' day of February, 2016.

A\ i H

2”“—%\ Z ‘ -~ DIANA BRAGHT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

_ ) PROBATE as to
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) DIANA BRIGHT

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned sworn witness and made oath that
s’/he saw DIANA BRIGHT sign, seal, and as her act and deed, deliver the within written

Agreezlg/he with the undersi gned Notary Public, witnessed the execution thereof,

Signature/Sworn Wltness(j /

SUB SC‘RIJQ\ED AND SWORN to before
me this |} ' _ day of February, 2016.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
My Commission Expires: {Y]at 2F- Zol3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) PROBATE as to

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) CRAIG JEREMY BRIGHT

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned sworn witness and made oath that
s’he saw CRAIG JEREMY BRIGHT sign, seal, and as his act and deed, deliver the within
written Agreement, and that s’he with the undersigned Notary Public, witnessed the execution

thereof.

Sign
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN fo before

me this 4/ day of Wm 6

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
My Commission Expires: §_ 5z -2/

%E,WM
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit C

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Warrant of Attachment



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

N N

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

Diana Bright, ) Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753
)
Plaintiff, )
) WARRANT OF ATTACHMENT
VS. ) (Real Property, Personal Property, and
)  Business Assets Owned by Craig Bright)
Craig Bright )
)
Defendant. )
)

TO ALL AND SINGULAR THE SHERIFFS AND CONSTABLES OF SAID STATE AND COUNTY:

YOU ARE HEREBY commanded to attach and seize the real and personal property and
business assets identified at the attached Exhibit “A”, to serve such summons as may be placed in
your hands and to make return of this attachment, with your actings and doings entered thereon,

to this court. Hereof fail not.

Witness my hand and seal this day of October, 2023.

(L.S.)

Clerk of Court
Fourteenth Judicial Circuit
Beaufort County, South Carolina
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Exhibit “A”

a. ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on Hilton Head

Island, County of Beaufort, State of South Carolina, shown and described as Lot
B22, 1.50 acres, Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton Head Island, on a plat recorded
in the Beaufort County Records in Plat Book 67 at Page 42. For a more detailed
description as to courses and distances, metes and bounds of the above-described
lot, reference is had to the above-mentioned plat of record.

AND ALSO

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and being on Hilton Head
Island, Beaufort County, South Carolina, shown and designated as the 0.19 acre
parcel on that certain plat entitled “A Boundary Survey of Lots B20, B21, and B22,
Widewater Road, A Section of Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton Head Island,
Beaufort County, South Carolina” prepared by Costal Surveying Co., Inc., Antoine
Vinel, SCRLS #9064, dated April 16, 1998 and recorded in the Office of the
Register of Deeds for Beaufort County, South Carolina in Plat Book 67 at Page 42.
Said land measures ten (10.00”) feet on its northern side, five hundred forty-eight
and thirty-hundredths (548.30”) feet on its ecastern side, sixteen and eight-
hundredths (16.08”) feet on its southern side, and five hundred fifty-five and forty-
hundredths (555.40°) feet on its western side. For a more detailed description as to
courses and distances, metes and bounds of the above-described land, reference is
had to the above-mentioned plat of record.

The above properties can also be shown by reference to that certain plat recorded
in Plat Book 12 at Page 60.

Property Address: 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926

. Any and all right, title, and interest of Craig Bright in and to the following, whether
now owned or existing or owned, acquired or arising hereafter (collectively, the
“Personal Property, Business Assets”);

i. Investment account with Charles Schwab, account ending in -3481;

ii. CrisCraft boat, located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South
Carolina 29926;

iii. All motor vehicles, including but not limited to a Bentley and a Ferrari,
located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926;

iv. All Equipment, Fixtures, Furniture, General Intangibles, Inventory, and, to
the extent not otherwise included, all Proceeds and products of any and all
of the foregoing, located at 19 Sheridan Park Circle, Bluffton, SC 29910, at
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that business operation known as Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’,
owned and operated by Bennies, Inc., a South Carolina corporation owned
by Craig Bright, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220; and

. Craig Bright’s fifty-percent (50%) ownership interest in BNC Holdings,
LLC, a South Carolina limited liability company, pursuant to S.C. Code
Ann. § 15-19-220.
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: Diana Januraf/k/aDiana Bright VS Craig Bright
Case Number: 2020CP0701753

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2023-11-29 14:57:49 page 4 of 4
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit D

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Email from Craig Bright to John Boretti, dated
Nov. 28, 2023






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit E

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Order addressing the amendment of the Warrant
(“Amended Order”)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff,

AMENDED ORDER

V.

Craig Bright,

Defendant.

This matter came before the Court for hearing on October 9, 2024, upon (1) Plaintiff’s Verified
Second Motion for Contempt and/or Motion for Rule to Show Cause (Violation of Warrant of
Attachment by Defendant Craig Bright) filed on September 25, 2024; and (2) Defendant’s Motion and
Memorandum in Support to Vacate and Discharge the Ex Parfe Warrant of Attachment (Real
Property, Personal Property, and Business Assets Owned by Craig Bright) filed on November 29,
2023. Present at the hearing were Justin P. Novak, Esquire, and M. Dawes Cooke, Esquire, as counsel
for Defendant Craig Bright, and Thornwell F. Sowell, I11, Esquire, and Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik,
Esquire, as counsel for Plaintiff Diana Janura. After careful consideration of the parties’ arguments
and submissions, this Court hereby revises and amends the Warrant of Attachment filed on November

29, 2023, as follows:

1. The Five Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($500,000.00) that Defendant Craig
Bright has placed in escrow for this litigation shall remain in escrow pursuant to the
existing escrow agreement unless otherwise ordered by the Court.

2. The funds contained within all of Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage
account(s) with Charles Schwab shall remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s
investment brokerage account(s) held at Charles Schwab except that Defendant Craig
Bright may purchase, sell, trade, exchange, transfer, convey, and/or otherwise dispose
of the securities, cash, bonds, and other types of investment instruments held in the
account(s) as long as the proceeds (including any securities, cash, bonds, or other types
of investment instruments purchased or exchanged for) or losses of any such
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transaction remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage account(s)
with Chatrles Schwab. Defendant Craig Bright may also use the securities, cash, bonds,
and other types of investment instruments held in the individual investment brokerage
account(s) with Charles Schwab to lessen the amount of the pledged asset line of credit
owed by Defendant Craig Bright to Charles Schwab. This provision shall remain in
effect until further Order of this Court or the conclusion of this litigation.

The Warrant of Attachment is expressly modified as follows:

a.

With respect to the real and personal property located at 24 Widewater Road,
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926, identified and described as Lot
B22, 1.50 acres, Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton Head Island, on a plat
recorded in the Beaufort County Records in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and the
0.19 acre parcel on that certain plat entitled “A Boundary Survey of Lots B20,
B21, and B22, Widewater Road, A Section of Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton
Head Island, Beaufort County, South Carolina” dated April 16, 1998, and
recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Beaufort County, South
Carolina, in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and known as Tax Map No. R510-010-
000-0093-0000, as described in Attachment “A” to the Warrant of Attachment
(the “House”), Defendant shall be permitted to sell the House subject to the
following conditions: (1) the transaction must be supervised and the closing
conducted by Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC, including the
distribution of all proceeds; and (2) all proceeds of the sale shall be used first
to pay off any mortgage(s) or lien(s) on the House. The balance of all proceeds
shall be deposited in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley
Patterson & Helms, LLC. Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all
closing documents to Plaintiff within ten (10) days of closing;

With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s CrisCraft Boat located at 24
Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926 (the “Boat”),
Defendant shall be permitted to sell the Boat subject to the condition that any
and all proceeds from the sale shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the
Boat. The balance of all proceeds shall be deposited in an escrow or trust
account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC. Defendant Craig
Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to Plaintiff within ten (10)
days of any sale of the Boat;

With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s motor vehicles, including but not
limited to the Bentley, Ferrari, and motorcycles located at 24 Widewater Road,
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926, Defendant shall be permitted to
sell his motor vehicle(s) subject to the condition that any and all proceeds from
the sale(s) shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the motor vehicle that
has been sold. The balance of all proceeds from the sale(s) shall be deposited
in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC.
Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to
Plaintiff within ten (10) days of the sale of any motor vehicle(s);
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d. With respect to all Equipment, Fixtures, Furniture, General Intangibles,
Inventory, and, to the extent not otherwise included, all proceeds and products
of any and all of the foregoing, located at 19 Sheridan Park Circle, Bluffton,
SC 29910, at that business operation known as Casual Living, Fireside and
Grillin’, owned and operated by Bennies, Inc. a South Carolina corporation
owned by Defendant Craig Bright, Defendant shall be permitted to purchase
and sell any inventory of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’, and to operate
and conduct the business of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ and Bennies,
Inc. in the normal course. Defendant shall provide copies of monthly financial
statements for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff
on a monthly basis. Additionally, Defendant is ordered to provide the latest
tax returns for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff
within ten (10) days of the entry of this Order.

Defendant Craig Bright, and any entity in which he has an interest, is hereby enjoined
from creating, establishing, founding, merging, or purchasing an interest in any entity
in which he does not currently own an interest from the date of this Order until the
termination of this litigation. Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he
currently has an interest, may transfer, sell, or otherwise dispose of any other real
property, personal property, assets, or liability within the ordinary course of business,
subject to Plaintiff’s approval which shall be exercised in good faith. Further, pursuant
to this Court’s order on November 21, 2023 that Defendant answer all discovery
regarding his net worth, Defendant is ordered to provide a verified list of all entities
in which he has any interest and to provide all financial records and documentation of
such entities, including for any purchase, exchange, transfer, sale, or other disposition
of any other real property, personal property, asset, or liability from the date of this
otrder through the termination of this litigation. Defendant is once again ordered to
answer all discovery (specifically discovery regarding his net worth) in accordance with
this Court’s prior orders, and he is further ordered to supplement and verify all
discovery pursuant to Rule 26(e), SCRCP.

Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he has an interest, shall not
remove any of his assets from South Carolina nor assign or dispose of any of his assets
other than as permitted in Paragraphs 1 and 2 until further order of this Court or the
termination of this litigation. He shall not remove any assets from South Carolina nor
assign or dispose of any of his assets so as to knowingly reduce his personal net worth,
until further order of this Court or the termination of this litigation.

This Order is entered without prejudice to any right or claim of either party pursuant
to S.C. Code § 15-19-10 ez seq., including the parties’ respective contentions as to the
propriety of the Warrant of Attachment, the sufficiency of the bond posted in support
of the Warrant of Attachment, or Defendant’s violations of the Warrant of
Attachment while it was in place.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: Diana Bright , plaintiff, et al VS Craig Bright
Case Number: 2020CP0701753

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2024-10-17 16:10:50 page 4 of 4
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit F

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Motion to Strike Defendant’s Answer and
Counterclaims and Eighth Motion to Compel
(“Motion to Strike™)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff ) PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
) DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
VS. ) COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH
) MOTION TO COMPEL
Craig Bright, )
)
Defendant )
)

The conduct Defendant has exhibited in this case—including his blatant disdain for this
Court and its orders, the rules of discovery, and Plaintiff’s rights—would be unfathomable in any
other civil case. For the more than four years this case has been pending, his disrespect for the
law, the Court, and the judicial process has been constant. If this behavior is permitted to continue
unchecked, this case will never end, and that is exactly what Defendant wants. The longer this
case drags on, the longer Defendant can keep Plaintiff tethered to him and continue to harass,
defame, and terrorize her with impunity as he has done relentlessly since their divorce in 2016,
including during the entire pendency of this case. It is time for the madness to stop and for
Defendant to be held accountable for his failure to comply with and numerous violations of this
Court’s orders. Accordingly, Plaintiff Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright, by and through her
undersigned counsel, moves this Honorable Court for an order striking Defendant’s Answer and
Counterclaims, holding Defendant in default, and issuing an award of attorney’s fees and costs
pursuant to South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 37(b).

The Court has issued written orders granting Plaintiff’s first three motions to compel, and

an oral ruling on November 21, 2023 granting Plaintiff’s motion to compel Defendant to produce
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his financial records and information regarding his net worth.! Defendant has disregarded each
and every one of these orders. In Griffin Grading & Clearing, Inc. v. Tire Serv. Equipment Mfg.
Co., Inc., 334 S.C. 193, 511 S.E.2d 716, under very similar facts, the South Carolina Court of
Appeals upheld the trial court’s order striking the defendant’s answer after it failed to meaningfully
comply with four prior orders of the court compelling discovery. The trial court, in striking the
Defendant’s answer, found that Defendant’s “pattern of non-compliance and discovery abuse
constitutes . . . evidence of bad faith and willful, intentional disobedience[,]” and that Defendant’s
“misconduct [was] more than egregious.”” Id. at 198, 511 S.E.2d at 718. The Court of Appeals
affirmed, noting “[i]f there was ever a case where striking a party’s pleading was an appropriate
sanction, it is this case where the record is full of multiple, egregious discovery abuses that blocked
the opposing party’s attempts to conduct meaningful discovery.” Id. at 199, 511 S.E.2d at 719.
The circumstances of this case mirror those in Griffin. Discovery has been ongoing for
years, and Defendant has taken every opportunity to frustrate baselessly Plaintiff’s attempts to
discover relevant and necessary information. Defendant has also refused to comply meaningfully
with numerous orders of the Court compelling him to produce documents and information, each
of which was issued more than a year ago. As in Griffin, Defendant’s “pattern of non-compliance”
and “multiple, egregious discovery abuses that blocked [Plaintiff’s] attempts to conduct
meaningful discovery,” have created a situation where there is “no less drastic sanction [that]
would be effective in this case.” Id. In fact, Defendant’s conduct is even more outrageous than
that in Griffin because Defendant has not only disregarded and refused to comply with the Court’s

discovery orders, but he has also taken affirmative actions to violate the Warrant of Attachment

! The Court issued a written order on May 20, 2024, confirming the ruling issued at the hearing on
November 21, 2023.
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on multiple occasions. Defendant’s behavior goes far beyond merely not cooperating in discovery.
Up to now, Defendant has manipulated and controlled the pace of this case through his obstinance
and obstructionism, wasting the valuable time and resources of the Court and Plaintiff while
preventing this case from moving any closer to a final resolution. It is the Court, not Defendant,
who has the authority and responsibility to ensure this case—Ilike every other case—proceeds in
an efficient and timely fashion. Defendant has usurped the purview of this Court long enough.
Therefore, pursuant to Rule 37(b)(2)(C), Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaims should be struck
and Defendant held in default.

Further, although liability is deemed admitted once Defendant is in default, Plaintiff is still
entitled to and in need of the discovery that is the subject of her additional discovery motions
before this case can proceed to trial on the issue of damages. As laid out in Plaintiff counsel’s
letter to the Court dated November 6, 2024, there are numerous outstanding motions, all addressing
Defendant’s repeated and continued misconduct, including his disregard for and violation of this
Court’s orders.> For the court’s convenience, each of those motions is consolidated and
incorporated herein, and a summary of the issues raised in each of the motions is provided below:

e Plaintiff’s Amended Motion for Sanctions Due to Spoliation of Evidence filed September

6, 2023:3 During his deposition, Defendant admitted to deleting relevant text messages after this

2 The only motion in Plaintiff’s counsel’s November 6™ letter which does not directly address
Defendant’s misconduct is Plaintiff’s Motion to Dismiss Defendant’s Counterclaims filed January
10, 2024. That motion will be moot if the Court grants this motion and strikes Defendant’s Answer
and Counterclaims. Accordingly, Plaintiff does not include that motion in this consolidation.

% While this motion was not expressly addressed in Plaintiff’s counsel’s November 6™ letter,
Plaintiff is incorporating it in the instant motion because it highlights yet another example of
Defendant’s blatant abuse of the discovery process and an order has yet to be ruled on this matter.

3
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case began. Accordingly, Plaintiff filed this motion seeking sanctions for spoliation. The Court

heard the parties’ arguments on this motion on September 7, 2023, but no ruling has been issued.*

e Plaintiff’s Fifth Motion to Compel filed November 10, 2023: The only outstanding issue
concerns Plaintiff’s request for the amount of money Defendant spends on illegal drugs and the
Fifth Amendment’s application, if any, to this interrogatory. The Fifth Amendment issue has been
fully briefed by both parties. If Defendant chooses to invoke the Fifth, Plaintiff is entitled to an
instruction at trial that the jury may draw any inference it sees fit from Defendant’s invocation.

¢ Plaintiff’s Sixth Motion to Compel filed November 10, 2023: At the hearing on November

21, 2023, Plaintiff’s counsel explained this motion was filed to request Defendant comply with the
duty to supplement his discovery responses given that trial was scheduled to proceed imminently.
In response, Defendant’s counsel stated, “We will adhere to the South Carolina rules and
supplement as we get things.” (Exhibit B, Transcript from Nov. 21, 2023 Hearing at 69:12-13.)
Rule 26(e), SCRCP provides, in pertinent part, that “requests for discovery under Rules 31, 33, 34,
and 36 shall be deemed to continue from the time of service until the time of trial of the action so
that information sought, which comes to the knowledge of a party, or his representative or attorney,
after original answers have been submitted, shall be promptly transmitted to the other party.”
(emphasis added). While Defendant has provided some supplemental documents since the hearing

almost a year ago, Plaintiff’s concern remains that Defendant is not turning over all relevant and

* Defendant has already failed to produce one smoking gun. See Exhibit A, Nov. 28, 2023 Email
from Defendant to John Boretti (requesting advice on how to remove assets from Defendant’s
name and the impact of filing bankruptcy to hide funds from Plaintiff in violation of the Warrant
of Attachment). This email was produced by SouthState Bank in response to Plaintiff’s subpoena
but was not included in Defendant’s production of his communications with John Boretti and
SouthState. One can only imagine what other communications there are between Defendant and
Robert Rini, Chris Bright, and who knows who else that Defendant has destroyed, deleted, or
simply refused to produce.
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responsive documents to his attorneys, particularly in light of counsel’s statement at the hearing
that they will supplement “as [they] get things.” See supra, footnote 4. Defendant cannot avoid
his duty by deleting, destroying, or simply failing to turn over relevant evidence to his counsel.

e Plaintiff’s Request for Emergency Hearing and Initial Response to Defendant’s Motions to

Quash filed December 14, 2023: Plaintiff subpoenaed John Boretti (Defendant’s banker), Bright

Holdings, LLC (an entity owned entirely by Defendant), and Robert Rini (Defendant’s personal
friend and real estate agent). Defendant moved to quash all three subpoenas, despite none of the
subpoenaed parties objecting. The relevance and importance of the information sought from each
of the subpoenaed parties is readily apparent from other discovery ordered and/or produced in this
case. Documents from SouthState Bank and John Boretti are highly relevant to Defendant’s net
worth and his general disregard for the law and court orders. See Exhibit A, Nov. 28, 2023 Email
from Defendant to John Boretti. Documents regarding Bright Holdings, LLC are squarely relevant
to Defendant’s net worth and have been ordered to be produced by this Court numerous times,
most recently in the Amended Ordered entered October 17, 2024, attached as Exhibit C. Robert
Rini was on notice of the Warrant as evidenced by the fact he filed an affidavit in support of
Defendant’s Motion to Dissolve, and yet has repeatedly acted with and on Defendant’s behalf to
aid Defendant in violating and evading court orders, including the Warrant of Attachment. (See
Exhibit D, March 20, 2024 Letter from Biff Sowell to Dawes Cook and Justin Novak attaching
screen shot of a listing of Defendant’s Ferrari for sale by Rini for $232,000.) The documents
requested from Rini are relevant and necessary to further establish evidence of Defendant’s net
worth and his disregard for the law and court orders. Defendant’s refusal to withdraw his motions
to quash these subpoenas—absent any valid grounds to object or prevent the production of the

requested documents, especially in light of the information that has already been discovered—is
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yet another example of Defendant’s improper attempts to abuse and frustrate the discovery process
to deprive Plaintiff of information to which she is fully entitled under the law and which will be
crucial evidence at trial.

e Plaintiff’s Emergency Motion for Defendant to be Held in Contempt and for Sanctions

filed January 8, 2024: The subject of this motion is Defendant’s failure to produce all documents

and information related to his net worth. The pertinent requests were served on Defendant on
November 2, 2023, and the Court ordered Defendant to produce this information at the hearing on
November 21, 2023—over a year ago. While Defendant has produced some information pursuant
to the Court’s order, Defendant has repeatedly refused to verify his answers to interrogatories
purporting to identify all of Defendant’s accounts and financial information. Plaintiff has strong
reason to believe that there are additional accounts or sources of income which Defendant has not
disclosed, particularly in light of Defendant’s recent purchase of a $370,000 Ferrari which must
necessarily have been made in cash by assets of Defendant not subject to the Warrant of
Attachment. (See Exhibit E, Plaintiff’s Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant’s Motion for
Reconsideration filed October 30, 2024.) Defendant’s refusal to provide all information
concerning his net worth and to verify information he has already provided over a year after the
Court ordered him to do so is, frankly, absurd.

e Plaintiff’s Seventh Motion to Compel filed April 29, 2024: Plaintiff has requested all

communications between Defendant and Rini,> and Defendant and his brother, Chris Bright. Rini
attempted to help Defendant violate the Warrant of Attachment by listing Defendant’s Ferrari for

sale. Similarly, Chris Bright tried to move Defendant’s $500,000 boat which is also subject to the

® This request overlaps with the subpoena to Rini which sought all communications between
Defendant and Rini from January 1, 2023 to present. (See Exhibit F, Subpoena to Robert Rini.)

6
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Warrant. Based on the known activities of these individuals, Plaintiff strongly believes there are
documents and communications between them and Defendant which are responsive to Plaintiff’s
discovery requests and should be produced. Defendant has raised no legitimate argument as to
why these documents should not be produced, nor has he provided any response to this request.

e Plaintiff’s Verified Motion for Rule to Show Cause filed August 13, 2024: This motion

addresses Defendant’s multiple violations of the Warrant of Attachment. Defendant’s only
defense, which his counsel raised at the hearing on October 9, 2024, is that Defendant did not
actually sell any of the assets subject to the Warrant. Nevertheless, the mere attempt to dispose of
assets which Defendant knew were subject to the Warrant of Attachment violates the Warrant and
constitutes contempt of court for which Defendant has yet to suffer any consequences or sanctions.

e Plaintiff’s Verified Second Motion for Contempt and/or Motion for Rule to Show Cause

filed September 25, 2024: Plaintiff’s last pending motion addresses Defendant’s most egregious

violation of the Warrant of Attachment—executing a contract for the sale of his house at 24
Widewater Road, the very first item listed in the Warrant. Defendant executed the contract before
the Court modified the Warrant to permit the sale of the house. Accordingly, Defendant’s actions
were in direct and knowing contravention of the requirements of the Warrant and subject
Defendant to sanctions for his blatant contempt of this Court and its orders.

This case was filed over four years ago. All of Plaintiff’s prior motions to compel have
been granted. Plaintiff’s pending motions are no different—the information and production sought
to be compelled thereby are non-objectionable and, more importantly, are squarely at issue in this

case and will be evidence introduced and necessary to try the case as to damages.®

® To the extent Defendant has any objections to the information and documents sought in Plaintiff’s
pending discovery motions, they are not valid discovery objections. At best, they are objections
as to the admissibility of the discovery, and such trial objections are premature at this stage.

7
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Even when Defendant has provided information, he has refused to verify any of his
interrogatory responses. That alone is deeply troubling given that all the information should be
fully within Defendant’s personal knowledge, and he should have no problem verifying it if it is,
in fact, complete and accurate information as he claims. Similarly, the document productions
Defendant has made have been incomplete or partial productions. Once again, this case is on the
precipice of trial, and Plaintiff needs this discovery so that her experts have sufficient time to
prepare. Plaintiff should not be punished by having to scramble on the eve of trial when Defendant
has been under order of this Court to provide this information and documentation for over a year.
At this point, the outstanding discovery issues must be brought to a head, and Plaintiff is entitled
to an order compelling the production of and responses to all her outstanding discovery requests
outlined above.

Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court issue an order striking
Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaims as a sanction for Defendant’s gross discovery abuses and
contempt of court hereto, holding Defendant in default, compelling Defendant to produce any and
all responsive documents and information to Plaintiff’s outstanding discovery requests addressed
in Plaintiff’s pending motions, including supplementing any prior responses or production, finding
Defendant has improperly deleted or destroyed relevant evidence, and granting Plaintiff’s motion
for spoliation sanctions, including granting an adverse inference jury charge on that issue. Plaintiff
also requests the Court issue an award of reasonable attorney’s fees and expenses in connection
with this motion and all seven previous motions to compel necessitate by Defendant’s misconduct.

This motion to compel is made pursuant to Rule 37, SCRCP, and is based upon the

pleadings and deposition testimony, answers to interrogatories and requests for production, and
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any other discovery herein, any affidavits submitted in this matter, and any memoranda of law to

be submitted before this motion is heard.

SOWELL & DURANT, LLC

By:  s/BessJ. DuRant
Thornwell F. Sowell 111, SC Bar No. 5197
bsowell@sowelldurant.com
Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920
bdurant@sowelldurant.com
Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik, SC Bar No. 102719
cgimenez@sowelldurant.com
1325 Park Street, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 722-1100

Attorneys for Plaintiff Diana Janura

Columbia, South Carolina
November 25, 2024
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.

Craig Bright,

N N N N N N N N N N

Defendant

Exhibit A

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH MOTION TO
COMPEL

Nov. 28, 2023 Email from Defendant Craig
Bright to John Boretti (requesting advice on how
to remove assets from Defendant’s name and the

iImpact of filing bankruptcy to hide funds from
Plaintiff in violation of the Warrant of
Attachment)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit B

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH MOTION TO
COMPEL

Excerpt from Transcript from Nov. 21, 2023
Hearing, page 69
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT 2020-CP-07-01753

DIANA JANURA, F/K/A AS DIANA

—_— — — — — — — — — — — — — — ~— ~—

BRIGHT,
PLAINTIFF,
Vs. TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
CRAIG BRIGHT,
DEFENDANT.

~

November 21, 2023
Columbia, South Carolina

BETFORE:

THE HONORABLE JOCELYN NEWMAN, JUDGE.

APPEARANTCES:

BIFF SOWELL, ESQ.
BESS DURANT, ESOQ.
Attorney for the Plaintiff

ALLISON BURNS, ESQ.
JUSTIN NOVAK, ESQ.
Attorney for the Defendant

Proceedings by Karen Ambroziak
Transcribed by Penny M. Johnson
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69

THE COURT: Thank you.

Okay. A sixth motion to compel?

MS. DURANT: Yes, Your Honor. This one is just
straightforward. Because we thought we were going to trial,
we just needed the Defendant to supplement everything. I
think we're on supplement 15 and the majority of those
documents are from the Defendant. We haven't received any
supplemental production from the Defendant and we're Jjust
asking that they -- now that the trial is probably -- just
that they keep up with their duty to supplement. That's all
we're asking for.

MR. NOVAK: We will adhere to the South Carolina rules
and supplement as we get things.

THE COURT: Okay. Good enough.

What else was there?

MR. NOVAK: You want to do Katherine Ferguson?

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, this is Defendant's motion for
Rule to Show Cause and order to compel. We pled both Rule
to Show Cause and order to compel because there is an
ambiguity rule, but I think we're covering our cases. As
the Court knows, Katherine Ferguson is the attorney for
Diana Janura in the Family Court matters. I believe that
she's been representing Ms. Janura since 2018 --

Is that right? 1It's been a while.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit C

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH MOTION TO
COMPEL

Amended Order entered October 17, 2024 revising
Warrant of Attachment
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff,

AMENDED ORDER

V.

Craig Bright,

Defendant.

This matter came before the Court for hearing on October 9, 2024, upon (1) Plaintiff’s Verified
Second Motion for Contempt and/or Motion for Rule to Show Cause (Violation of Warrant of
Attachment by Defendant Craig Bright) filed on September 25, 2024; and (2) Defendant’s Motion and
Memorandum in Support to Vacate and Discharge the Ex Parfe Warrant of Attachment (Real
Property, Personal Property, and Business Assets Owned by Craig Bright) filed on November 29,
2023. Present at the hearing were Justin P. Novak, Esquire, and M. Dawes Cooke, Esquire, as counsel
for Defendant Craig Bright, and Thornwell F. Sowell, I11, Esquire, and Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik,
Esquire, as counsel for Plaintiff Diana Janura. After careful consideration of the parties’ arguments
and submissions, this Court hereby revises and amends the Warrant of Attachment filed on November

29, 2023, as follows:

1. The Five Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($500,000.00) that Defendant Craig
Bright has placed in escrow for this litigation shall remain in escrow pursuant to the
existing escrow agreement unless otherwise ordered by the Court.

2. The funds contained within all of Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage
account(s) with Charles Schwab shall remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s
investment brokerage account(s) held at Charles Schwab except that Defendant Craig
Bright may purchase, sell, trade, exchange, transfer, convey, and/or otherwise dispose
of the securities, cash, bonds, and other types of investment instruments held in the
account(s) as long as the proceeds (including any securities, cash, bonds, or other types
of investment instruments purchased or exchanged for) or losses of any such
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transaction remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage account(s)
with Chatrles Schwab. Defendant Craig Bright may also use the securities, cash, bonds,
and other types of investment instruments held in the individual investment brokerage
account(s) with Charles Schwab to lessen the amount of the pledged asset line of credit
owed by Defendant Craig Bright to Charles Schwab. This provision shall remain in
effect until further Order of this Court or the conclusion of this litigation.

The Warrant of Attachment is expressly modified as follows:

a.

With respect to the real and personal property located at 24 Widewater Road,
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926, identified and described as Lot
B22, 1.50 acres, Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton Head Island, on a plat
recorded in the Beaufort County Records in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and the
0.19 acre parcel on that certain plat entitled “A Boundary Survey of Lots B20,
B21, and B22, Widewater Road, A Section of Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton
Head Island, Beaufort County, South Carolina” dated April 16, 1998, and
recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Beaufort County, South
Carolina, in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and known as Tax Map No. R510-010-
000-0093-0000, as described in Attachment “A” to the Warrant of Attachment
(the “House”), Defendant shall be permitted to sell the House subject to the
following conditions: (1) the transaction must be supervised and the closing
conducted by Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC, including the
distribution of all proceeds; and (2) all proceeds of the sale shall be used first
to pay off any mortgage(s) or lien(s) on the House. The balance of all proceeds
shall be deposited in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley
Patterson & Helms, LLC. Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all
closing documents to Plaintiff within ten (10) days of closing;

With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s CrisCraft Boat located at 24
Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926 (the “Boat”),
Defendant shall be permitted to sell the Boat subject to the condition that any
and all proceeds from the sale shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the
Boat. The balance of all proceeds shall be deposited in an escrow or trust
account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC. Defendant Craig
Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to Plaintiff within ten (10)
days of any sale of the Boat;

With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s motor vehicles, including but not
limited to the Bentley, Ferrari, and motorcycles located at 24 Widewater Road,
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926, Defendant shall be permitted to
sell his motor vehicle(s) subject to the condition that any and all proceeds from
the sale(s) shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the motor vehicle that
has been sold. The balance of all proceeds from the sale(s) shall be deposited
in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC.
Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to
Plaintiff within ten (10) days of the sale of any motor vehicle(s);
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d. With respect to all Equipment, Fixtures, Furniture, General Intangibles,
Inventory, and, to the extent not otherwise included, all proceeds and products
of any and all of the foregoing, located at 19 Sheridan Park Circle, Bluffton,
SC 29910, at that business operation known as Casual Living, Fireside and
Grillin’, owned and operated by Bennies, Inc. a South Carolina corporation
owned by Defendant Craig Bright, Defendant shall be permitted to purchase
and sell any inventory of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’, and to operate
and conduct the business of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ and Bennies,
Inc. in the normal course. Defendant shall provide copies of monthly financial
statements for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff
on a monthly basis. Additionally, Defendant is ordered to provide the latest
tax returns for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff
within ten (10) days of the entry of this Order.

Defendant Craig Bright, and any entity in which he has an interest, is hereby enjoined
from creating, establishing, founding, merging, or purchasing an interest in any entity
in which he does not currently own an interest from the date of this Order until the
termination of this litigation. Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he
currently has an interest, may transfer, sell, or otherwise dispose of any other real
property, personal property, assets, or liability within the ordinary course of business,
subject to Plaintiff’s approval which shall be exercised in good faith. Further, pursuant
to this Court’s order on November 21, 2023 that Defendant answer all discovery
regarding his net worth, Defendant is ordered to provide a verified list of all entities
in which he has any interest and to provide all financial records and documentation of
such entities, including for any purchase, exchange, transfer, sale, or other disposition
of any other real property, personal property, asset, or liability from the date of this
otrder through the termination of this litigation. Defendant is once again ordered to
answer all discovery (specifically discovery regarding his net worth) in accordance with
this Court’s prior orders, and he is further ordered to supplement and verify all
discovery pursuant to Rule 26(e), SCRCP.

Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he has an interest, shall not
remove any of his assets from South Carolina nor assign or dispose of any of his assets
other than as permitted in Paragraphs 1 and 2 until further order of this Court or the
termination of this litigation. He shall not remove any assets from South Carolina nor
assign or dispose of any of his assets so as to knowingly reduce his personal net worth,
until further order of this Court or the termination of this litigation.

This Order is entered without prejudice to any right or claim of either party pursuant
to S.C. Code § 15-19-10 ez seq., including the parties’ respective contentions as to the
propriety of the Warrant of Attachment, the sufficiency of the bond posted in support
of the Warrant of Attachment, or Defendant’s violations of the Warrant of
Attachment while it was in place.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
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€59/ T020dD020#3ASYD - SYA1d NONNOD - 14O4NVYEE - INd 8Z-% 44 200 #20< - AT 1Id ATIVIINOM LT T



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.

Craig Bright,

N N N N N N N N N N

Defendant

Exhibit E

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH MOTION TO
COMPEL

Plaintiff’s Memorandum in Opposition to
Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration filed
October 30, 2024
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff, ) PLAINTIFF’'S MEMORANDUM IN
) OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S
V. ) MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
) OF ORDER REGARDING WARRANT
Craig Bright, ) OF ATTACHMENT
)
Defendant. )
)

Plaintiff Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright (“Plaintiff”), by and through her undersigned
counsel, submits her memorandum in opposition to Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of
Order Regarding Warrant of Attachment (“Motion”). This Motion should be denied summarily
because none of these issues were argued with respect to any of the motions that were argued
before this Court. Patterson v. Reid, 318 S.C. 183, 185, 456 S.E.2d 436, 437 (Ct. App. 1995) (“A
party cannot for the first time raise an issue by way of a Rule 59(e) motion which could have been
raised at trial.”); Kan Enters., Inc. v. S.C. Dep’t of Rev., 420 S.C. 596, 608, 803 S.E.2d 882, 888
(Ct. App. 2017) (“In its order denying Kan’s Rule 59(e), SCRCP, motion, the ALC found Kan did
not raise these arguments at the hearing when it had the opportunity to do so, and thus, they were
unpreserved. We affirm the ALC’s conclusion.”). Defendant’s Motion is the first time these
issues have been raised; therefore, this Motion fails and must be denied.

Next, this Motion should be denied because it runs contra to the evidence. The Motion’s
premise is the modified Warrant of Attachment “cripple[s] [Defendant] financially[.]” (Mot. at
2.) This statement cannot be true. Defendant bought a $370,000 Ferrari a few months ago. He
sold a commercial parcel for $1.1 million months ago. And he has sold a lot in Colleton River

Plantation. Finally, he receives a steady stream of income from his business, Bennies. The
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question becomes if Defendant cannot live off the $1.1 million sale of his commercial property,
what is Defendant doing with his money? Of course, the answer is unknown, but what is known
is that Defendant lives an extravagant lifestyle for someone crying poor. This Court rightly issued
its Warrant due to Defendant’s actions.

Despite Defendant’s actions, Plaintiff will agree to some slight modifications to address
Defendant’s counsel’s fair points, which are raised in paragraphs 1 and 4 of the Motion. Plaintiff
will also address the flaws in paragraphs 2 and 3 of Defendant’s Motion.

First, Plaintiff will agree to Burr Forman to conduct the closing of Defendant’s house,
provided that Barnwell Whaley supervises the closing and monitors the disbursement of funds.
Both firms have fine reputations, and Plaintiff has confidence in both to ensure that Defendant will
not be able to scheme in any real estate transaction with both firms involved.!

Second, all proceeds from the sale of any motor vehicles and any boats being deposited
into Defendant’s trust account must stand. Defendant claims he needs funds to “pay monthly
expenses such as taxes, child support, legal fees, and utilities.” This argument is disingenuous at
best. The Warrant has been in place since November 2023 and Defendant has never claimed to
have an issue paying his taxes or any other expenses prior to this point, despite the fact that all of
his assets attached by the Warrant have been frozen for almost a year. Defendant did not raise this
issue in his Motion and Memorandum in Support to Vacate and Discharge the Warrant of
Attachment (“Motion to Vacate”), nor in his Counterclaims against Plaintiff. Interestingly,

however, Defendant explicitly recognized in his Motion to Vacate that the Warrant “has frozen

! Plaintiff, however, has no confidence in Defendant’s ability to remain honest and upright during
the closing process. Plaintiff believes that Defendant is borrowing as much as he can against his
house to get cash for it to be sent elsewhere. Thus, Defendant, upon information and belief, is
stripping the equity out of his house and putting the funds elsewhere.

2
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Bright’s ability to borrow money for himself and his businesses.” (Mot. to Vacate at 4.)
Consequently, any purchases made by Defendant since the Warrant was issued—including the
purchase of the $370,000 Ferrari a few months ago—must necessarily have been made in cash by
assets of Defendant not subject to the Warrant. In addition to the Ferrari, Defendant spends
approximately $6,595 per month on rent, upon information and belief at The Row in Chicago,
Illinois, (see address search listing address as Exhibit A, and printout of property located at address
with similar price), and he spends thousands every month on cocaine. Ex. B, Facebook messenger
from Craig Bright to Christina Scalese, dated March 29, 2023. He also travelled to Paris near or
during the Olympics, went on a safari, and purchased box seats to see U2 at the Sphere in Las
Vegas. (See Craig Bright’s Instagram pictures and a Facebook post, attached hereto as Exhibit
C)

This does not include all of the conduct and expenditures about which Plaintiff has no
knowledge. Defendant’s lifestyle is unlike most and, based on Defendant’s own acknowledgement
in his Motion to Vacate, is currently being funded by cash not subject to the Warrant. If Defendant
chooses to spend those funds on Ferraris and extravagant trips rather than his taxes and expenses,
then any hardship he claims now falls at his own feet and is not the result of any undue burden
caused the Warrant, in its original form or as modified. To seriously argue that the Warrant will
“cripple” him financially is simply incredulous. All proceeds from the sale of his boat and motor
vehicles must be deposited into Defendant counsel’s trust account pursuant to the modified
Warrant.

Third, Defendant’s business acumen is called into question if he is arguing that he cannot
produce monthly financial statements for Bennies. If he is not examining his monthly financial

statements, his company is either booming or falling apart. His business operates in Quickbooks.
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It takes less than 5 minutes to generate and produce financial statements. Even if a bookkeeper
has to reconcile his books, it should take 30 minutes to generate and produce the financial
statements. Most likely, he does not want Plaintiff to see the details from month to month. From
a timing perspective, if this case is to be tried in January, he would only have one quarter of
financials to produce. This is different than four months of statements. Regardless, there is a
discovery request outstanding seeking this information. He is required to produce and supplement
this information. The raising of this issue raises more concerns for Plaintiff that he is trying to
hide more information.

Fourth, Plaintiff will agree that Defendant does not have to seek her permission for any
transaction under $10,000. However, Defendant must engage in this practice with some modicum
of honesty. For example, he cannot sell one of his many watches valued over $100,000 in ten
increments of $10,000. Furthermore, all requests for transfers, sales, or disposals must go through
Plaintiff’s counsel and Defendant’s counsel. Defendant may not directly contact Plaintiff.

CONCLUSION

Defendant has brought the Warrant on himself. It is due to his words and actions that he
is being restrained. The Warrant was properly issued. Even with the Warrant in play, Defendant
still found a way to purchase a $370,000 Ferrari. Defendant cannot credibly argue he is (or is
about to be) crippled financially, particularly when he clearly has access to at least $370,000 even
while his assets subject to the Warrant have been frozen. Maybe he should look to the source of

those funds first, before complaining to this Court once again.
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Columbia, South Carolina
October 30, 2024

SOWELL & DURANT, LLC

By:  s/Bess J. DuRant
Thornwell F. Sowell 111, SC Bar No. 5197
bsowell@sowelldurant.com
Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920
bdurant@sowelldurant.com
Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik, SC Bar No. 102719
cgimenez@sowelldurant.com
1325 Park Street, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 722-1100

Attorneys for Plaintiff Diana Janura

€59/ T020dD020&#3ASYD - SYA1d NONNOD - 14O4NVYEE - INd $Z-% 68 200 720< - AT 1Id ATIVIINOM LT T



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.

Craig Bright,

N N N N N N N N N N

Defendant

Exhibit A

PLAINTIFF’'S MEMORANDUM IN
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER
REGARDING WARRANT OF ATTACHMENT

Address search listing address and printout of
property located at address with similar price
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Historical Person Locator

Craig_Bright

This data is for informational purposes only.

Finder Information

Name:
Address:

SSN:
Date of Birth:

Historical Person Locator

RIGHT, CRAIG J

850 N RANDOLPH ST
ARLINGTON, VA 22203-1978
ARLINGTON COUNTY
XXX-XX-XXXX

03/1970

This data is for informational purposes only.

Finder Information

Name:
Address:

SSN:
Date of Birth:

Historical Person Locator

RIGHT, CRAIG J

164 N PEORIA ST APT 3903
CHICAGO, IL 60607-2376
COOK COUNTY
XXX-XX-XXXX

03/1970

This data is for informational purposes only.

Finder Information

Name:
Address:

SSN:
Date of Birth:

Historical Person Locator

RIGHT, CRAIG J

24 WIDEWATER RD

HILTON HEAD ISLAND, SC 29926-2064
BEAUFORT COUNTY

XXX-XX-XXXX

03/1970

This data is for informational purposes only.

Finder Information

Name:
Address:

SSN:
Date of Birth:

Historical Person Locator

RIGHT, CRAIG J

22 BALLYBUNION WAY
BLUFFTON, SC 29910-4977
BEAUFORT COUNTY
XXX-XX-XXXX

03/1970

Page 9 of 12
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CHICAGO / WEST LOOFP

2 Bedroom, 2 Bath

164 N. Peoria St Chicago, IL 60607

Overview
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SIMILAR APARTMENTS

WEST LOOP The Row Fulton Market

2 Bedroom, 2 Bath

Price Available
$6,595 01/09
VIEW UNIT >
~
a
THE ROW

Overview

€59/ T020dD020&#3ASYD - SYA1d NONNOD - 14O4NVYEE - INd $Z-% 68 200 720< - AT 1Id ATIVIINOM LT T



WEST LOOP The Row Fulton Market

3 Bedroom, 2.5 Bath

Price

$9,195

Overview

(a4
[a

o
THE ROW

Available

Now

VIEW UNIT >
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WEST LOOP The Row Fulton Market

3 Bedroom, 3.5 Bath, Penthouse

Price

$15,995

VIEW ALL >

Available

Now

VIEW UNIT >

(a4
[a

o
THE ROW

Overview
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DK< Email Book a Tour

LOS ANGELES

SAN FRANCISCO

WASHINGTON DC

WEST PALM BEACH

SEARCH APARTMENTS >
PARKING >
<1 EMAIL
REFER A FRIEND >
RESIDENT RESOURCES >

NY FAIR HOUSING NOTICE »
BLOG )

& BH ©

[a

it

THE ROW

Overview CONTACT AGENT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.

Craig Bright,

N N N N N N N N N N

Defendant

Exhibit B

PLAINTIFF’'S MEMORANDUM IN
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER
REGARDING WARRANT OF ATTACHMENT

Facebook messenger from Craig Bright to
Christina Scalese, dated March 29, 2023
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Craig Bright H

| have so many funny stories you'd appreciate lol

Mar 29, 2023 10:22:35pm

Do a lot of people In Colleton do blow

Mar 29, 2023 10:22:09pm

| always have
All
Drugs in my house

Mar 29, 2023 10:21:48pm

| appreciate the honesty

Mar 29, 2023 10:21:42pm

He hates it
Mar 29, 2023 10:21:26pm

| spend thousands every month

Mar 29, 2023 10:21:25pm

A little he knows
Mar 29, 2023 10:21:20pm

No!
Mar 29, 2023 10:21:09pm

o
3
o
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit C

PLAINTIFF’'S MEMORANDUM IN
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER
REGARDING WARRANT OF ATTACHMENT

Craig Bright’s Instagram pictures and a
Facebook post
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‘In&tﬂ.gflﬂm m Sign Up

cbright696 = Follow ee

chright696 Getting ready for
Olympics!

Ow

E jetzeus89 | was there yesterday! [}'{]
g Ow Reply

Qv W

T likes

June 7

Log in to like or comment.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753

Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,
Plaintiff
VS.
Craig Bright,

Defendant

N N N N N N N N N N

Exhibit F

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO STRIKE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS AND EIGHTH MOTION TO
COMPEL

Subpoena to Robert Rini
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Rule 45, South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedures, Parts (c) and (d):

(c) Protection of Persons Subject to Subpoenas.

m
PROOF OF SERVICE r
O
SERVED DATE FEES AND MILEAGE TO BE TENDERED TO WITNESS UPON 5'
DAILY ARRIVAL o
PLACE COOYES [INO  AMOUNT$ =
>
SERVED ON MANNER OF SERVICE ;
SERVED BY TITLE E
[ILA]
O
DECLARATION OF SERVER .
150
o
| certify that the foregoing information contained in the Proof of Service is true and correct. N
Executed on g
SIGNATURE OF SERVER <
- o
ADDRESS OF SERVER g
&
U
<
w
m
>
(-
T
o)

(1) A party or an attorney responsible for the issuance and service of a subpoena shall take reasonable steps to avoid imposing undue burden or
expense on a person subject to that subpoena. The court on behalf of which the subpoena was issued shall enforce this duty and impose upon the partm
or attorney in breach of this duty an appropriate sanction, which may include, but is not limited to, lost earnings and a reasonable attorney's fee.

(2}(A) A person commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying of designated electronically stored information, books, papers, documents oO
tangible things, or inspection of premises need not appear in person at the place of productlon or inspection unless commanded to appear for
deposition, hearing or trial. A party or an attorney responsible for the issuance and service of a subpoena for production of books, papers and

documents without a deposition shall provide to another party copies of documents so produced upon written request. The party requesting copies shallo
pay the reasonable costs of reproduction. T
s

-
(B) Subject to paragraph (d)(2) of this rule, a person commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying may, within 14 days after service of the >
subpoena or before the time specified for compliance if such time is less than 14 days after service, serve upon the party or attorney designated in the
subpoena written objection to inspection or copying of any or all of the designated materials or of the premises—or to producing electronically stored

information in the form or forms requested. If objection is made, the party serving the subpoena shall not be entitled to inspect and copy the materials orx>
inspect the premises except pursuant to an order of the court by which the subpoena was issued. If objection has been made, the party serving the

subpoena may, upon notice to the person commanded to produce, move at any time in the court that issued the subpoena for an order to compel the
production. Such an order to compel production shall protect any person who is not a party or an officer of a party from significant expense resulting fro@
the inspection and copying commanded.

#3IASVO

(3)(A) On timely motion, the court by which a subpoena was issued, or regarding a subpoena commanding appearance at a deposition, or production o
inspection directed to a non-party, the court in the county where the non-party resides, is employed or regularly transacts business in person, shall
quash or modify the subpoena if it:

€5.702.0d002

(i) fails to allow reasonable time for compliance; or

(ii) requires a person who is not a party nor an officer, director or managing agent of a party, nor a general partner of a partnership that is a party, to
travel more than 50 miles from the county where that person resides, is employed or regularly transacts business in person, except that, subject to the
provisions of clause (c)(3)(B)(iii) of this rule, such a person may in order to attend trial be commanded to travel from any such place within the state in
which the trial is held; or

(iii) requires disclosure of privileged or otherwise protected matter and no exception or waiver applies; or

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden.

(B) If a subpoena:

(i) requires disclosure of a trade secret or other confidential research, development, or commercial information, or

(ii) requires disclosure of an unretained expert's opinion or information not describing specific events or occurrences in dispute and resulting from the
expert's study made not at the request of any party, or

SCCA 254 (05/2015) (See Rule 45, South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, Parts (c) & (d) on pages 2 and 3)



(iiii) requires a person who is not a party nor an officer, director or managing agent of a party, nor a general partner of a partnership that is a party, to
incur substantial expense to travel from the county where that person resides, is employed or regularly transacts business in person, the court may, to
protect a person subject to or affected by the subpoena, quash or modify the subpoena or, if the party in whose behalf the subpoena is issued shows a
substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship and assures that the person to whom the subpoena
is addressed will be reasonably compensated, the court may order appearance or production only upon specified conditions.

{d) Duties in Respoending to Subpoena.

(1)(A)A person responding to a subpcena to produce documents shall produce them as they are kept in the usual course of business or shall organize
and label them to correspond with the categories in the demand.

(B) If a subpoena does not specify the form or forms for producing electronically stored information, a person responding to a subpoena must preduce
the information in a form or forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) A person responding to a subpoena need not produce the same electronically stored information in more than one form.

(D) A person responding to a subpoena need not provide discovery of electronically stored information from sources that the person identifies as not
reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel discovery or to quash, the person from whom discovery is sought must
show that the information sought is not reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. If that showing is made, the court may nonetheless
order discovery from such sources if the requesting party shows good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b)(6)(B). The court may specify
conditions for the discovery.

(2){A) When information subject to a subpoena is withheld on a claim that it is privileged or subject to protection as trial preparation materials, the claim
shall be made expressly and shall be supported by a description of the nature of the documents, communications, or things not produced that is
sufficient to enable the demanding party to contest the claim.

(B) If information preduced in response to a subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as trial preparation material, the person making
the claim may notify any party that received the information of the claim and the basis for it. After being notified, a party must promptly return, sequester,
or destroy the specified information and any copies it has and may not use or disclose the information until the claim is resolved. A receiving party may
promptly present the information to the court under seal for a determination of the claim. If the receiving party disclosed the information before being
notified, the receiving party must take reasonable steps to retrieve the information. The person who produced the information must preserve the
information until the claim is resolved.
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Exhibit 1

Any and all documents and correspondence related to 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head
Island, South Carolina.

Any and all emails and text messages between you and Craig Bright from January 1,
2023 to the present.

Any and all documents, correspondence, emails, and text messages regarding Craig
Bright from January 1, 2023 to the present.

Any and all documents, correspondence, emails, and text messages regarding your being
a witness at the trial of this action.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit G

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Hearing Transcript, Feb. 19, 2025



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA DOCKET NUMBER
2020-CP-07-01753
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
DIANA JANURA F/K/A DIANA BRIGHT,
Plaintiff,

vVS.

CRAIG BRIGHT,

Defendant.

—_— — — — — — — — ~— ~— ~— ~—

February 19, 2025
MOTIONS HEARING
B EF ORE:

The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Presiding Judge.

C OURT:

South Carolina Circuit Court 14

TRANSCRTIBETD B Y:

Barbie Teboe, Transcriber

Legal Eagle
107 LeGrand Blvd.
Greenville, SC 29607
864-467-1373
transcripts@legaleagleinc.com



APPEARANCE S:

BESS DURANT, Esquire

BIFF SOWELL

Sowell and DuRant, LLC

1325 Park Street, Suite 100
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Attorneys for the Plaintiff
JUSTIN NOVAK, Esqg.
Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC
P.0O. Drawer H
Charleston, South Carolina 29402

Attorney for the Defendant
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PROCEEDTINGS

(Whereupon, the following proceedings started at 0:25:55)

THE COURT: This is Diana Janura versus Craig Bright,
2020-CP-07-01753.

Yeah, court administration was probably confused as to
why I asked for jurisdiction on a week that I already had
jurisdiction, but here we are.

I don't know i1if we're waiting on anybody or -- I see
Ms. Durant, Mr. Sowell, and Mr. Novak.

MR. NOVAK: I don't believe we're waiting on anybody from
my side.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. NOVAK: If Ms. Durant -- (indiscernible) .

THE COURT: All right. Pause. Something is wrong with
my sound.

(Pause for technical issues.)

THE COURT: Okay. Good.

MR. NOVAK: So you have --

THE COURT: Mr. Novak, you were going to say something?
Yes, sir.

MR. NOVAK: Can you hear me now?

THE COURT: I can.

MR. NOVAK: Okay. Sorry to echo a Verizon commercial.

THE COURT: I remember those. Nobody else seems to

remember those. Can you hear me now? Good.
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MR. NOVAK 5

MR. NOVAK: We are all -- we have everybody from our
side. So if Mr. Sowell and Ms. Durant are prepared to go
forward, we are.

MS. DURANT: And we are, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Where do we start, folks?

MR. NOVAK: I think probably the first place to start is
the two motions regarding the Warrant of Attachment.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. NOVAK: As the Court knows, the original warrant was
issued in November of 2023. We made a motion on
December 23rd, 2023, that it should be discharged and wvacated.
Everything within that motion is still our position and I just
wanted to incorporate that into my argument.

But I'm going to focus a little bit more today on the
motions for reconsideration after the Court modified the
Warrant of Attachment. And by an amended order on October
17th, 2024, we made a timely motion to alter/amend. That was
filed on, I think, October 28.

And then the Court has not addressed that motion yet. We
filed a subsequent motion on December 19th, 2024, to
alter/amend. That essentially argues that the terms that were
addressed in the Motion for Reconsideration from October
should be further modified because of changes in
circumstances, primarily based on the sale of and disposition

of Mr. Bright's house, as was addressed in the modification of
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MR. NOVAK 6

the warrant.

So the - this is really kind of a fairly simple matter
from our standpoint, beyond kind of the issues that we raised
initially. The purpose of a warrant of attachment, Your
Honor, is to prevent a party from dissipating specific assets,
or moving them to an inaccessible place, and not generally
constrain a party from paying monthly expenses, you know,
instead of securing and, you know, paying monthly expenses or
kind of living their life to secure an unliquidated,
contested, tort claim.

In this case, the Warrant of Attachment filed on October
17th, 2024, the modified warrant, continues to do that,
despite Mr. Bright already securing assets in my firm's trust
account to satisfied a very large judgment. There is
currently $2,694,834.21 in my firm's trust account. The --
that amount is the combination of the proceeds of the sale of
his home, the Widewater Home that was addressed in the

warrant, as well as $500,000 that was previously put in there,

specifically put in place to secure any Jjudgment -- to pay any
judgment on behalf of -- that happens to occur on behalf of
Ms. Janura. And that, Your Honor, was a -- the result of a

negotiation with Mr. Bright before I got involved in the case
with a homeowner's insurance policy. They took the policy
proceeds and put that into the trust account right about when

we got involved, in the event that Ms. Janura gets a judgment
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for settlement in this matter. And specifically for that, it
cannot go to be paid for legal fees. It is specifically there
for that purpose. So that's pretty extraordinary, Your Honor,
in a case, to have an unliquidated, contested tort claim

secured by $500,000, let alone, now, you know, almost $2.7

million.

The -- so we're asking for a modification of the Warrant
of Attachment in a couple specific requests -- specific
aspects. And I don't know if Your Honor has a copy of the
warrant -- of the order in front of you, but Paragraph 2 --

THE COURT: I do.

MR. NOVAK: -- addresses -- I'm sorry —-- Paragraph 3
specifically -- 3(a) addresses Mr. Bright's -- the sale of
Mr. Bright's home. That is no longer an issue. That home was

disposed of and those proceeds are within my firm's trust
account. So we would ask that that be taken off.

And in light of the $2.7 million dollars that's sitting
in the -——- my firm's trust account, pursuant to the
restrictions of the Warrant of Attachment, we ask that
Mr. Bright -- Paragraph 2, addressing Mr. Bright's Charles
Schwab account, that that be lifted entirely. You know, $2.7
million in this account in this instance is sufficient and
extraordinary to secure any potential judgment.

And so as you may recall, Mr. Bright uses that trust --

that Charles Schwab account to trade -- he's an active trader
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of stocks and securities. And that's essentially how he makes
his money. And so he -- right now, that is a closed system,
so he can now trade in it, but he can't take any funds out of
it for daily or monthly expenses, such as child support, to
pay his taxes, and things like that. So the -- any proceeds
he makes in that account now, he cannot use.

I'd also point out that my Firm's Trust account doesn't
bear any interest. So you've got $2.7 million sitting in a
trust account in an environment where you're seeing 5, 6, 7
percent interest rates, easily knocking any interest. And so
it's just sitting there. And we think that's unfortunate as
well.

But we ask that he be able to access the Charles Schwab
account and then have those restrictions lifted.

THE COURT: Let me -- let me correct you, just for
purposes of the record.

MR. NOVAK: Yeah.

THE COURT: I hope that your trust account really does
bear interest, it's just not payable to --

MR. NOVAK: That might be the case, Your Honor. Thank
you.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. NOVAK: Separate.

THE COURT: Yeah. All monies held in trust are supposed

to be in an IOLTA account.
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MR. NOVAK: Yes, they are.

THE COURT: So -- right.

MR. NOVAK: My mistake.

THE COURT: It does bear interest.

MR. NOVAK: Thank you for correcting me.

THE COURT: It just goes to the Bar Foundation and other
charitable organizations. Okay.

MR. NOVAK: Thank you, Your Honor. I also need to be
saved from myself. So I appreciate it.

THE COURT: Right. You're welcome.

MR. NOVAK: So Paragraph 3(b) and (c) address
Mr. Bright's boat and motor vehicles. We think, again, within
the -- in light of the money in the trust account, that those
restrictions should be lifted. And that -- Paragraphs 4 and
5, that our requests for the restrictions on his business
entities and assets also be lifted.

The (indiscernible) of our position here, Your Honor, is
that the Warrant of Attachment does not permit Mr. Bright to
access funds to pay his monthly expenses. He is being heavily
burdened and constrained by not being able to pay utility
bills and things like that through the money that is outside
of that trust account and through his -- through the
operations of his business and life normally. So we'd ask
that those restrictions be lifted.

The warrant also provides that plaintiff must approve all
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transfers, sales, or disposals of any real property, personal
property, or assets. We believe that that is overly
restrictive as well. And we would ask that a value threshold
be placed on that. Right now, that's all personal property,
Your Honor. So, you know, we would ask that that value
threshold be placed at $25,000; anything in excess of that,
he's got to get permission for. Because I don't know if that
was the Court's intent, that every time he did anything that
the plaintiff had to sign off on it. So we would also ask
that that be -- that that be modified to reflect some type of
value threshold, and we would suggest $25,000.

THE COURT: Okay. Good enough.

All right. That's it, Mr. Novak?

MR. NOVAK: Yes. You know, again, we incorporated all of
our original, kind of, you know, motion -- regarding the
motion to discharge. But other than that, yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

All right. So Mr. Sowell, Ms. Durant, at this point, you
know, it's of course, a moving, ever-changing landscape, but
at this point, the Widewater home has been sold, that money's
in trust in addition to the $500,000.

So 1s this $2.7 million not sufficient? I mean, the —--
in other words, I'm asking, at least the Court was more
concerned when he might sell this and he might sell that. And

you don't want all the assets gone and him just liquidating
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everything. But now we've got certain cash secured. Can we
not let him go on it -- everything else?

MS. DURANT: May it please the Court, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. DURANT: Bess DuRant, on behalf of Diana Janura.

And the short answer to your question is, "No." And let
me explain why. We just found out -- and in your amended
order regarding the Warrant of Attachment, you said that
Mr. Bright has to verify all of his answers to
Interrogatories, one of which was to list all of your bank
accounts. And then you also, in your amended order, said,
"Mr. Bright, you have to verify not only your answers to
Interrogatories, but you're going to have to verify your list
of all the entities you want." He has done neither.

We have -- and that's crucial, crucial for our net worth
calculation, because we've got Mark Hobbs, and Mr. Bright is
just refusing to verify all the bank accounts he owns.

Now, what -- why is that so important? We Venmoed -- I
mean, we subpoenaed Venmo, and lo and behold a brand new bank
account pops up from JP Morgan. So all of our fears regarding
Mr. Bright are coming to fruition. They keep happening over
and over and over. He bought -- he represented in his motion
that they paid -- that his ability to lend money has been
frozen -- or not frozen, but essentially, he can't lend -- or

he can't get any money any more through a loan. Well, then, a
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few months later, he goes out and buys a $370,000 Ferrari.
The question becomes, "Where in the world did he get that
money if all his accounts are frozen?"

Which leads us to the conclusion that he's got cash or
another bank account bank accounts, plural, that he's not
disclosing to us. And that prevents us from calculation, not
only net worth, but just blatantly violating not only your
initial warrant, then your amended order regarding the
warrant, and then your order on various discovery motions
dated May 20th of 2024, which you ordered him to disclose all
of his net worth. He is still actively hiding assets from us.

And I hear Mr. Novak's point that they've got $2.7
million in trust, but we believe the punatives in this case
are going to be substantial; we believe the actuals are going
to be substantial. In Beaufort County -- I know I've probably
said this until I'm blue in the face, there's a $50 million
verdict on a defamation case. So, no, those monies are
insufficient.

And, then, when you look at Mr. Bright's repeated,
repeated violations of your -- your orders, Your Honor, we
just can't let this warrant be gutted, because it's the one
thing that's protecting Mr. Bright from running off to -- now,
I'm not saying he's going to do this, but we have a fear that
he is going to run off, dump cash out of state, dump cash in,

you know, Caymans Islands, whatever, because he's already sent
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MS. DURANT 13

an email to John Boretti, his banker, saying, you know,
deplete myself and make myself judgment proof. And he's going
to dump money in LILICs.

So the answer -- the short answer to your question is,
"No," about the $2.7 million.

But if I may --

Do you have any other further questions? Or may I
address Mr. Novak?

THE COURT: No. Whatever you would like me to know.

MS. DURANT: Okay.

Well, what Mr. Novak did is he combined 2 motions. One
was a Motion for Reconsideration that he filed on October
30th, 2024. And I agree with him that that was timely filed.
But he -- the grounds under that motion are not what he just
argued to you today.

What he did -- or what Barnwell Whaley did was then they
filed a second motion for consideration dated December 19th,
2024, which was untimely. It is an improper successive of
Rule 59 (e) motion for which there's a plethora of case law
that says you can't do that. And then the substance of that
second motion for reconsideration is what he just articulated
to you, which is that, you know, he wants the restrictions --
Mr. Bright wants the restrictions from Charles Schwab to be
lifted in full. He wants the boat and the motor vehicles to

be released from the warrant. And he wants all restrictions
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from the business entity and assets to be lifted in full. 1In
other words, this is just another motion to vacate the
warrant. He wants to gut the warrant. And that motion, Your
Honor, is untimely. It is barred as a matter of law; not only
under Rule 59(e), but as, you know, just the common law that
says you cannot file successive Rule 59 (e) motions. And
that's what Mr. Bright has done.

Now, regarding the motion that was timely filed, we say
that, procedurally, it's still improper because none of the
grounds in the rule in the timely filed, Rule 59(e) motion,
were argued to you. None of them. Not one. They've -- so
they've -- I think this is the third time today that I've
heard that this warrant is excessive. They've probably -- or
I'm sorry, not excessive; extraordinary motion -- their motion
to vacate, their motion to -- or their counter claims, and now
their motions for reconsideration.

You have successively ruled that the warrant is going to
stand. So when they argue in the timely filed motion that the
defendant is financially crippled and that the warrant has --
and this is quote -- the warrant has "frozen Bright's ability
to borrow money for himself and his business."

But like I Jjust said, he bought a $370,000 Ferrari.

He -- we believe he pays about $7,000 a month in rent.

We know he spends thousands of dollars on drugs each month

according to a Facebook post that he made. We saw a picture
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of him in Paris during the Olympics. We saw him at a safari
in Africa. And we saw him in box -- or what he called "owner
seats" at U2 in the Sphere in Las Vegas. So while the warrant
might cripple my lifestyles -- monthly expenses, it cannot
cripple his, because he's going out living an -- to use the
word extraordinary —-- extraordinary life. So his monthly
expenses, to claim that they are somehow impacted, it might be
true, but it's because he lives such the extraordinary
lifestyle.

So respectfully, I don't think you can consider any of

the grounds in the motion that Mr. Bright filed in January --

I'm sorry —-- December 19th, the second motion for
reconsideration. And the first motion for reconsideration,
Your Honor, those issues were never presented to you. So as a

matter of law, that motion should be denied as well.
THE COURT: Okay.
Well, to be fair, the extraordinary remedy argument has

been made consistently. And I'm trying to skim this motion

right now. I do see the word "extraordinary" in the October
28th motion, although it's not referring to -- it's not used
in the same context, necessarily. But that's been their

position all along.
MS. DURANT: Sure.
THE COURT: And this motion does contain the arguments.

He -- it doesn't permit him to access funds.
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Listen, he might live a lavish lifestyle, but is he not
entitled to do that?

MS. DURANT: Sure. Absolutely. But he's got the
resources because he paid $370,000 for a Ferrari after his
assets had been frozen. I find it somewhat incredible to
argue he cannot pay monthly expenses when he's buying a
$370,000 car.

THE COURT: Sure. And maybe that's not quite accurate,
that he's unable to pay monthly expenses. But irrespective of
that, should he not as a free, American citizen have the
authority to do with his money what he wants to, whether it's
buy a $370,000 Ferrari or spend $3.7 million on a new home?

MS. DURANT: Any other case, yes. But we've got the
Boretti email where he says he's going to deplete his
individual self from assets and he's going to put all the
money in the LLCs. Had he not uttered that and had he not
uttered in the jailhouse phone calls to his mother that he was
going to deplete himself of assets, different story. If he
had not broadcast to third parties that he wanted to make
himself judgment-proof, I might tend to agree with you. But
this is a different case.

THE COURT: But isn't that where supplemental proceedings
come in and -- I mean, there are plenty of people who have
judgments against them that are judgment-proof -- or claim to

be. Right? And then you go before the Master in Equity or a
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special referee or even the circuit court perhaps, and have
those supplemental proceedings to figure out, where is your
money; where did it go?

I mean, I just feel like we've already made some headway

in securing $2.7 million. That's above and beyond. That's
extraordinary in itself. Do we need to tie him up any
further?

MS. DURANT: I've —— I have to -- well, one, we're not

tying him up any further. The Warrant of Attachment is what
we've been operating under since November 29th, 2023. And he
still had, you know, assets, resources at his hands to do what
he wants to do. He is not being tied up.

And with respect to your question of supplementary
proceedings, again, I think that's fair in a regular tort case
when you do not know -- when the plaintiff does not know that
the defendant is actively concealing, hiding assets.

And I've been back to this point that we just found about
a new bank account at JP Morgan. I mean, that -- to me that's
just repeated, pattern, continuous, whatever you want to call
it. He is continuing to thumb his nose at the court orders.
And if he's willing to do it after he's been busted, caught
red-handed, my fear is, what is going to happen when there's
not a court order holding his feet to the fire.

Now, if he's going to keep violating the order -- and I

think that's a problem for us to deal with down the road, the
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warrant —-- but to let him out from under it because all he's
done is bad behavior? 1It's almost, in my mind, sanctioning
his conduct. ©Now that might be a statement too far, but I'm
not really sure it is. We keep proving his violations of your
warrant, which goes a little bit to our Motion to Strike. But
I beat that dead horse a little too much with you this
morning.

THE COURT: Well, I just think the Warrant of Attachment
is not meant to be punitive. And so to the extent that he's
violated certain orders, that he's not fully participated in
discovery; there are other remedies for that. There are
contempt remedies and, you know, maybe striking an answer.
Who knows? We'll get there. But the Warrant of Attachment's
not meant to be punitive. So to the extent that it -- you
would argue it needs to stay in place because he's violated
other court orders, I don't know that that's an acceptable
argument.

MS. DURANT: I -- he -- I like your pushback there. I
like it, because it triggered another thought of mine.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. DURANT: And I apologize if I'm just talking like
we're discussing something.

THE COURT: No, it's fine.

MS. DURANT: But, you know, Mr. Novak said something to

the affect of, "Well, he can't pay this; he can't pay that;
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he's constrained." We have no evidence of that. There is no
affidavit from a CPA, there's no affidavit from a financial
advisor, nothing.

Now, I've had all faith in Mr. Novak. But do I have any
faith that his client's telling the truth? None. And for --
I mean, we just have no evidence that he's being constrained.
I don't think it's punitive. But it is -- it does serve as a
measure to protect a plaintiff from the defendant fleeing the
state -- which he's already done. He's already admitted he's
in Chicago -- and absconding with his assets. And he is
actively engaging in running away from South Carolina with his
assets.

This JP Morgan -- Ms. Kelly, our paralegal, looked up JP
Morgan yesterday on the Secretary of State's website in South
Carolina. They have no physical presence here. That's where
his money his —-- upon information we believe. We don't have
the documents yet.

THE COURT: Sure.

MS. DURANT: But when we talked to the gentleman at JP
Morgan, he was going to try to get us some documents before
this hearing, but he just couldn't do it. But that's not in
South Carolina. The warrant is to protect our client,

Ms. Janura.
THE COURT: Mr. Novak, let me hear from you.

MR. NOVAK: Thank you, Your Honor.
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There are a couple points I want to hit there. And I
first point out that this reply brief that raised the JP
Morgan account and these allegations, I didn't get that until
this morning because it came through last night while I was in
a meeting. And so, you know, to the extent that the Court
would like a reply or allow us to respond to that, we'd ask
for some time to do that.

But I don't necessarily know -- I think Ms. DuRant kind
of is making my case for me in a certain sense in that, you
know, our position is that these allegations of violations of
orders and things like that and whether Mr. Bright is credible

or telling the truth, all of that, you know, we can get into

that specifically on the particular orders. But she's kind of
putting the cart before the horse in a large respect. You
know, our position is that, you know, these allegations -- and

we can talk about them when we talk about this motion to
strike -- are unfounded and baseless in that Mr. Bright hasn't
violated the orders. So you know, she's arguing from a
position where, by putting the cart before the horse, that
Mr. Bright is guilty; that Mr. Bright had violated -- that her
client's entitled to some kind of claim -- you know, some kind
of damages.

This is a -- as the Court knows from the 35 plus motions
that have been filed, it's a pretty highly contested claim.

It has been for a while. And so this idea that we're --
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you're —-- that the Warrant of Attachment to your point should
be punitive and should do -- you know, secure the biggest
verdict that they could possibly get -- is unfounded. That's
not the purpose of a Warrant of Attachment. The purpose of a
Warrant of Attachment, if you go back and look at the statute
and the cases, it's -- if you're trying to take a train car
from South Carolina out of state and somebody's got a lien on
the train car, you know, the Court can say, "Go bring that
train car back,"™ or "you can't move it." It's, you know,
specific assets that are threatened to be moved out of the
state, anticipated.

Now, in this case, and we, again, we've got a highly
contested tort claim. You know, there's been no finding
against Mr. Bright for anything. He's already got $2.7
million secured, which is extraordinary.

And so, you know, we -- I would also point out that the
two pillars on which this warrant -- the evidence -- the --
this Warrant of Attachment was based is a phone call that
Mr. Bright had with his mother in -- when he was incarcerated,
saying that he's going to get out of town for a while. We

tend to, you know, skip over that. And the idea that he

wanted to get away -- Ms. Janura wants —-- as repeatedly has
argued, that she wants him out of his life -- out of her life.
And he's trying to get -- he's trying to leave the situation

so that there's no more conflict directly. And she's trying,
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then, to use it against him.

And the second piece of evidence was that he was -- that
he listed his house for sale. That house has not sold. So,
you know, the two pieces of evidence on which the Warrant of
Attachment was originally based, are -- we -- as we argued in
our motion to discharge, not sufficient, but one of them has
at least gone away. The -- Ms. DuRant tends to -- is basing
her argument on that her client needs to secure this because
this might happen or they have a fear that this is going to
happen. That is not the basis for constraining Mr. Bright's
assets, particularly when he's got the $2.7 million in the
trust account which can't be moved.

So the -- I would also point out that these claims of
paying the car -- buying a Ferrari, or traveling to the
Olympics, or, you know, going to those things, a lot -- the
dates on those activities, I'd be -- I don't have them in
front of me, but if Ms. DuRant does, I would love to see
those. Because we're talking about a constraint over time on
somebody —-- this Warrant of Attachment's been in place since
November 2023, right. So we are a year and a half into this
at this point. And Mr. -- and the circumstances has changed.
Mr. Bright has put down $2.7 million into the trust account.

The -- to the point that there was no evidence that he's
being constrained, Mr. Bright filed an affidavit with our

original motion -- in support of our original motion, which
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sets forth how this Warrant of Attachment is going to and will

affect him -- that has affected him in that period -- in the
one-month period of time. So there is evidence there.
And I think that it's -- you know, I know we don't have

res ipsa loquitur here in South Carolina, but, you know, the
thing kind of speaks for itself when you've got such onerous
provisions restricting somebody's freedom to operate when
there is no judgment against them, they've not been
incarcerated, no jury has found them guilty of anything; there
are no sanctions in place for, you know, any punitive aspect
that would be this -- though that is entirely inappropriate.
So all of this is putting the cart before the horse, Your
Honor.

To the jurisdictional grounds regarding the filing of
motion, our position is that the Rule 59 motion was timely
filed. Ms. DuRant agrees with that. It addressed -- if you
look at it, paragraphs 3(a), (), (c), (d), (e) and 4 of the
Warrant of Attachment, it made the same general arguments that
we made previously. It -- the only marked difference is the
change in circumstances from the sale of the house and placing
those $2-point-whatever million dollars worth of proceeds into
the trust account and that change in circumstances.

So we would argue that because the Court had not heard
that Motion to Reconsider, that the second Motion to

Reconsider is appropriate. The Court can treat it as a
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Memorandum in Support if they want to. The successive motions
for reconsideration are when a Motion for Reconsideration is
denied and then somebody tries to stay the time for an appeal
by filing a subsequent Motion for Reconsideration. It's not
applicable to this case in which the Court retains
jurisdiction over the motion because that Motion to Reconsider
was timely filed. So that 10-day period has been tolld.

It is -- maybe we should have formed it as a
supplemental, you know, Motion for Reconsideration, but we
think that that -- the Court can entirely consider it here.
And I think as everybody knows, we're trying to get this case
moving forward and address these issues. And we would argue
that that's an appropriate use, is whether the Court wants to
treat it as a memo, you could do that as well.

But I would also put in there that under the statute that

addresses warrants of attachment, 15-19-80 -- or 15-19.10 and
so forth; 15-19-300 specifically says that -- it provides for
motions to discharge or amend a Warrant of Attachment. So,

you know, we would also be able to move under that. And what
would result is that we're just going to file another motion
to have it heard and have to kick this can down the road when
we're here arguing and talking about the same items.

So we would ask that the Court modify the Warrant of
Attachment based on the change in circumstances, based on our

arguments, everything in our original motion.
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And the last point I'll make, because I know the Court is
short on time, but the -- and there's a lot to talk about --
but the Court made the point that supplementary proceedings,
other things are available. The Statute of Elizabeth is
available for fraudulent transactions, anything like that. We
would argue that there are plenty of remedies available to a
plaintiff beyond access to $2.7 million sitting in a trust
account if there potentially is some type of verdict or
decision above and beyond that. That -- this again, putting
the cart before the horse, getting to and assuming that there
is a verdict or assuming that the best case scenario for what
plaintiff wants to have happen, happens; I think is an
appropriate —-- is an inappropriate way to look at a statute
that is for a very specific purpose.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes.

Ms. DuRant, anything else? Mr. Sowell?

MS. DURANT: Your Honor, just quickly.

I'd have to disagree with Mr. Novak's recitation of the
differences between his two motions for reconsideration. The
first motion just talks about -- actually, hold on -- that
he's taken extraordinary measures to put $500,000 in escrow
and that he shouldn't have to give monthly statements from
Bennies, and that he has a threshold of $25,000 to get our

approval.
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It wasn't until the second Motion for Reconsideration
where he essentially asked for the warrant to be lifted. And
that he asked in Paragraph 2 for the restrictions on Charles
Schwab to be lifted in full. Paragraph 3(a), he wants the
warrant to be modified to reflect the sale of the residence;
Paragraph 3(b) and (c), he asked for the boat and the motor
vehicles to be released from the warrant; and 4 and 5 he wants
restrictions on all his business entities and assets to be
lifted in full. That's quite, quite different than the first
Motion for Reconsideration. That -- to me, those are
completely different. And I don't think you can turn his
second Motion for Reconsideration into some sort of memo or
supplemental memo.

Anyway. I'll be quiet in that retort. And thank you for
your time in these motions.

THE COURT: Absolutely.

Yes, sir.

MR. NOVAK: Quickly, Your Honor, if you look at the first
motion for reconsideration, the last sentence says, "For these
reasons and others which Bright may offer at future argument,
Bright respectfully moves the Court to alter/amend its order."

I think it's pretty clear that the intent of the motion
was there and we're not in that -- I think we're making a
distinction here without difference. And it's -- it serves

only to drag this case on further rather than have a
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disposition of these issues at this point in time when we're
all here, prepared to talk about them.

THE COURT: Okay.

Before I announce my ruling on those two motions, let's
talk about the Motion to Strike the Answer, because that -- I
don't know, maybe could change things. Because if I were to
grant that, then she's entitled to some judgment. And that
might, I don't know, color my view in some manner.

Because you do have a point, Mr. Novak. At this point, I
mean, he -- there's no judgment against the man. He's just a
litigant just like any other litigant, any other party
defendant in a case. It may be different if he's in default,
though, because the answer's been stricken.

So let's talk about that, Ms. DuRant.

MS. DURANT: Thank you, Your Honor.

I'm going to ask Ms. Kelly to bring up your latest
amended order, dated October 17th, 2024.

May she share our screen with you?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: Thank you.

(Pause.)

MR. NOVAK: Bess, this is the October 17th order?

MS. DURANT: Yes.

MR. NOVAK: Okay.

(Pause.)
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MS. DURANT: I’m losing my voice, Your Honor. I'm
talking too much.

THE COURT: I can't imagine that.

MS. DURANT: Let me get some more water.

All right. Your Honor, this is your amended order from
the -- unfortunately, I had to miss the hearing. I think it
was with you, Mr. Sowell, Ms. Gimenez-Kaushik, Mr. Novak, and
Mr. Cooke.

THE COURT: I can't see it. I don't know if that's just
my screen. I Jjust see a big, gray --

MR. NOVAK: I also cannot see it.

MS. DURANT: Okay.

THE COURT: Yeah. It's big, gray rectangle.

MS. DURANT: Technology can be your best friend or your
worst enemy.

THE COURT: So it is screen-sharing. And I initially saw
the WebEx page, but the document is not there. The cursor is
there.

Oh, there we go.

MR. NOVAK: I can see 1it.

MS. DURANT: Scroll up to the top, please, Ms. Kelly.

You'll see, Your Honor, this is your amended order --

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. DURANT: -- from October 17th, 2024.

And I'm going to ask Ms. Kelly to scroll down -- and keep
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going.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: You know, Your Honor, we seek a Motion to
Strike for the numerous violations, not only of your orders,

but of Warrants of Attachment which, to me, carried a much

greater -- I don't know -- substance to it.
But if you look at Paragraph 4 -- Ms. Kelly highlighted
it for you -- this is where you are enjoining Mr. Bright from

creating any entities because we have the fear that he's going
to syphon all of his funds into other LLCs or entities, which
he indicated he was going to do to Mr. Boretti.

Note that first highlight language of yours. It says —--
I'm going to have to get up close because I don't have my
glasses on —-- "Further, pursuant to this Court's order, on
November 21st, 2023, that defendant answer all discovery
regarding his net worth. Defendant is ordered to provide a
verified list of all entities to which he has any interest."”

Let's just stop there. We have not received a verified
list of all his entities. And keep in mind, that's our big
fear. And he said he was going to do it in his email to John
Boretti.

Then you go on to say, "Defendant is to provide all
financial records and documentation of such entities." We
don't have those documents. We have some documents from

Bright Holdings. We have some bank statements from them. But



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MS. DURANT 30

we went in the public record and found that he sold -- Bright
Holdings sold a $1.1 million piece of property. We don't have
any of the documents related to that sale.

Apparently, he's also got additional property of Bright
Holdings for sale listed on the MLS, and we don't have any of
those documents. And that's just some of the documents we
don't have, which are pretty big zingers to me. If you are
divesting yourself of property in South Carolina and you're
not disclosing it? Big deal.

Then you go on to say, and this is kind of my big
(indiscernible) to the extent that's still a word, at the very
bottom, you say, "Defendant is once again ordered to answer
all discovery, specifically discovery to discover his net
worth, in accordance with this Court's prior order."™ You
already ordered him to do it. He's still not doing it. "And
he is further ordered to supplement and verify all discovery
pursuant to Rule 26 (e) SCRCP."

I can't count how many times I have asked Mr. Bright to
verify his Answers to Interrogatories. You ordered him to do
it. He has not done it. And may I suggest it is exactly for
the reason like we just discovered with JP Morgan. I can't
say that, but I know -- I mean, answers verified takes about 5
minutes. He's refusing to do it.

Now, what Mr. Novak says in response is that the Rules of

Civil Procedure don't require that. That's just wrong. Rule
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26 (e) says you got to do it. Your order -- and I think it's
also in 33, it might say that you have to provide them under
oath. So not only do the Court rules require you to do, your
order of October 17th, 2024, says, "Mr. Bright, verify your
answers." In fact, you say, "Verify your discovery." You
don't even limit it to the answers. He refuses -- I'm going
to sound a little bit like Jackie Chiles from Seinfeld. But
he respectfully is devious, deceptive, and destructive to this
case. And this is it. I can't put this in bigger,
highlighted, sparkling, glowing letters, his refusal to verify
is disturbing to us.

Then, if you go down to Paragraph 5, Your Honor, you say,
"Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he has
an interest, shall not remove any of his assets from South
Carolina." It's our understanding -- now, just our
understanding, we don't have definitive proof, that JP Morgan
has no physical presence in South Carolina. We know that he
now has a bank account there. And that it was connected to
his Venmo account in May of 2024, after your warrant.

We kept scratching our heads, going, "Where in the world
is he getting $370,000 to buy a Ferrari?" I know you-all are
tired of hearing me say that. But it's stuff like this that
we go, "Something is going on. Something smells wrong in the
state of Denmark." And it's because he's refusing to give us

the information that you not only ordered in May 20th, 2024 --
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actually you ordered it May -- November 2021 -- I'm sorry,
November 21, 2023, right before Thanksgiving when you had that
horrific day of motions with us. You told him -- or you told
Mr. Novak the following -- and this is from the transcript of
your November 21st, 2023 hearing.

Do you have it? Yeah.

Ms. Kelly's going to pull it up for you really quickly.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: And, again, this is a discussion between
you, me, and Mr. Novak in which you granted our motion to
compel about net worth.

MS. KELLY: Can you see this?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: Okay.

Just to give you prelude, we're discussing a time frame.
And I said, "Thirty days is, you know, fine, Your Honor."

But Mr. Novak goes on to say —--

Hold on, let me slide down a little.

Show her what Mr. Novak said, please.

Can you see that, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: So he's asking, you know, "Five years, we've
got to give tax returns, load documents, all that stuff,"
because it's going to take time. And so 30 days. And then

for some reason we need additional time, we can contact the
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Court.

And then look at your response, Your Honor, please.

(Pause.)

THE COURT: So you warned Mr. Bright, "don't drag your
feet." And that was at November 21st, 2023.

Now, I will gladly admit Mr. Bright has produced some
financial documents to us. But the law of reasonable
probabilities including his Venmo account, now we know about
his JP Morgan account. He's buying a fancy car. Where is the
money for all of that? Where's it coming from? It sure isn't
being reflected in the financial documents that we're getting.

So if Amy can go back -- or Ms. Kelly can go back to your
order. And back to Paragraph 5.

I'm sorry.

We contend that he is removing assets from the state of

South Carolina, specifically JP Morgan. You prevent him from

doing this. You also prevent him from knowingly reducing his
personal net worth. Again, we don't have evidence of it yet
because he's not giving it to us. But we sure do believe it's

happening, like I said, just based on the doctrine of
reasonable probabilities. Because he's getting money from
somewhere to live this extravagant lifestyle.

And, if we'll go back, please.

So, Your Honor, in the most recent order that you've

issued, he has violated it numerous times.
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Now, let's look at the original Warrant of Attachment,
please, Ms. Kelly.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: This is the warrant that you issued, Your
Honor, November 29th, 2023.

And if you'll scroll down, please, Amy.

That part -- or (a) is his former residence over at
Widewater Way, I believe it's called. Now, let's get down to
his personal property in this section (b). Let's look at that
CrisCraft boat. You seized any and all right, title, and
interest of Craig Bright in his (ii), CrisCraft boat.

I got a telephone call from the Beaufort County Sheriff's
Office, telling me that somebody is trying to remove Mr.
Bright's boat. I emailed Mr. Novak and Mr. Cooke, and they
said, "Stop. Please stop." And I instructed -- well, I
didn't instruct. I told the sheriff, "Do whatever you've got
to do, but this warrant exists."

And then Mr. Bright himself emailed me about this
CrisCraft boat, claiming that it had damage to the boat,
damage to the dock. I never saw any evidence of it.

But the point here, Your Honor, is that what -- but for
law enforcement, that boat would be out of Beaufort County.
Luckily, the Sheriff's Office caught on and said, "Let me call
Ms. DuRant." And they dutifully called Ms. DuRant. And we

were able to at least stop that from getting out of Beaufort
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County.

Now, point Number 3 might be the most egregious. All --
any of all right, title, and interest of Craig Bright and all
motor vehicles, including but not limited to a Bentley and a
Ferrari.

Amy, will you please pull it up -- the Ferrari?

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: ©Now, Your Honor, this is a Facebook post
from Robert Moose Rini, who is Mr. Bright's personal friend,
his real estate agent, and now his car dealer. Fortunately,
my client's husband was just scrolling through Facebook and
found this, while your original warrant was still in play.
This is about as bold as it gets. You are using your friend
to sell your car on a public web page.

You see it's a 2017 Ferrari. Ms. Kelly highlighted it
below. This is Mr. Bright's car, and he tried to sell it
under the cover of night, through his best bud, Robert Rini.

All right. Let's go back to the Warrant of Attachment.

Under little (iii), he also sent -- Mr. Bright also sent
an email to Katherine Ferguson, our client's family court
lawyer, saying that he had the motorcycle sold, another
violation of your warrant.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: And now, if we can go back to your initial

order from May 20th, of 2024. I'm just trying to bring it
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home.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: This is the order, Your Honor, that resulted
from the November 1, 2021 hearing. I mean, you can't be any
clearer. "Plaintiff's Fifth Motion to Compel -- and that's
the Motion to Compel regarding net worth -- is granted in
part. Plaintiff is entitled to all information sought in
Plaintiff's Fifth Motion to Compel, however, the time
limit --" You just limit it from 10 years to 4 years.

And then, again, you say, "They are due on December 21st,
2023. We are still here, asking for all net worth documents.
Still here. What's that, a year and a half later? And, you
know, it's not only orders that he's violating. He's
violating court rules and just the basic rules of fair play of
discovery.

Amy, can you bring back up that Facebook post?

Mr. Rini -- Robert Rini, I've subpoenaed him a while ago.
And Mr. Bright uses Mr. Rini. That Mr. Rini filed an
affidavit. I believe it was in support to dissolve the
warrant or in support of the counterclaims. I can't remember.
But when I subpoenaed Mr. Rini, Mr. Bright moved the quash the
subpoena. This guy is actively selling his house -- which was
at the time in violation of your warrant. Then he's actively
selling Mr. Bright's car for him.

And then after I found out about it, I sent a letter to
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Barnwell Whaley and say, "Hey, please give me all documents
regarding this attempted sale."” And I hear nothing. I have
not received one document from Mr. Rini; not one. He has
called me several times -- or not -- he's probably called me
twice. But he has uttered no objection to the subpoena. I
mean, Mr. Rini, as far as I know, he's ready to produce. But
the second we find some bad behavior regarding Mr. Rini,
motions to quash come down.

And the same thing is true with Chris Bright, who is Mr.
Bright's brother. He was trying to help get the boat moved
out of the jurisdiction of Beaufort County. Chris Bright owns
a boat part store. I don't know what Mr. Chris Bright was
planning on doing with Mr. Craig Bright's boat. But if you
look at Mr. Chris Bright's website, there is nothing about
repairing boats. But I moved -- or I subpoenaed him, and I
also asked Barnwell Whaley for documents regarding the
attempted removal of the boat from Mr. Bright's house and
received not one document about those -- that incident.

Dawn Costello, another person for whom we're having
trouble getting information from Mr. Bright from. We sent
Mr. Bright a discovery request for all communications with Ms.
Costello. He produced very minimal documents. I've seen many
more from Ms. Costello than from Mr. Bright. And I'm just
scratching my head, going, "Where are these documents between

Mr. Bright and Ms. Costello."
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She's the one, Your Honor, that had those horrible things
said about her that Mr. Bright -- about their sexual

relationship, but also Mr. Bright represented that she was

going to be a witness for him in an email that -- or a text,
I'm sorry —-- that he sent to our client, Ms. Janura. So if
you —-- if the party himself is saying, "This person's going to

be a witness,”™ I'm entitled to all kinds of discovery
regarding Ms. Costello; and I have yet to receive it.

Mr. Boretti, he's the gentleman that Mr. Bright sent the
email to say that he was going to render himself judgment-
proof. ©Now, Mr. Bright has produced the subpoenaed records to
us. But he's not taking down His Motion to Quash. And that
just might be a procedural thing that, if they take down their
Motion to Quash, then I know that they have produced
everything that they have with respect to Mr. Boretti. But
with the Motion to Quash still outstanding, I still don't know
if everything's been produced.

But same is true for Bright Holdings. Bright Holdings we
have subpoenaed and you have ordered Bright Holdings to
produce everything. Again, they have produced documents -- or
statements from South State and TD Bank. But we know that
Bright Holdings has sold real estate, including a parcel for
roughly $1.1 million and have no documents regarding it.

And then, finally, I Jjust kind of resort back to my

common sense, law or reasonable probabilities argument, which
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is, due to defendant's continued disobedience of Court orders
and the Court's rules, we have every reason to believe that
there are other documents outstanding. For example, JP
Morgan, the attempted sale of the Ferrari, the attempted sale
of the boat, emails with John Boretti. And again, I go back
to my motif for the neon sign in blinding lights: there's a
reason he's not verifying his Answers to Interrogatories.
There's a reason he's not providing a verified list of all the
entities of which he has an interest.

And for those reasons, Your Honor, we request that you
strike his answer. His conduct is nothing but bad faith,
willful disobedience of your court's orders and these court's
rules, and gross indifference to the rights of Ms. Janura. I
believe we've satisfied every justification to strike his
answer and counterclaims because this behavior should not
receive the imprimatur of any court.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Mr. Novak.

MR. NOVAK: Thank you, Your Honor.

It's going to take me a couple minutes to go through
this, so I just wanted to let you know.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. NOVAK: -- before we get started. I know we've been

going for about an hour or so.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. NOVAK 40

THE COURT: Actually. Yeah. Maybe this is a good 3-
minute break place.

MR. NOVAK: Okay.

THE COURT: Before you get into it. Yeah.

Let's just take 3 minutes. 1I'll be right back with you.

MR. NOVAK: Great.

(Recess from 1:28:37 to 1:33:02.)

THE COURT: Do we need to wait for Ms. Stratta?

MR. NOVAK: We can proceed.

THE COURT: I mean, I'm happy to wait. I Jjust didn't

know.
MR. NOVAK: Maybe give her 30 seconds.
THE COURT: Yeah. Sure. That's fine.
MS. DURANT: Judge Newman, just for some housekeeping.
THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.
MS. DURANT: We filed -- and excuse me, I'm sucking on a
cough drop. But we filed memos in opposition to the motions

under consideration.

THE COURT: Uh-huh.

MS. DURANT: And -- okay. Just wanted to make sure you
got those and that you have our -- and you got our reply. I
think your law clerk replied to that.

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: Reply to our Motion to Strike.

Perfect. That's all I wanted to clarify. Thank you.
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MR. NOVAK: And along those lines, Your Honor, I'm going
to be -- in response to the Motion to Strike, we filed a memo
on the December 10th that goes through in pretty good detail
our responses to each one of the allegations filed in the
original Motion to Strike. The -- again, the reply memorandum
that we -- that was filed yesterday at, like, 4:26, I think.
I didn't get to read until this morning because I had other
commitments yesterday evening. So we would ask for 10 days or
something to -- some of that time to file a reply to that
because they include new allegations that weren't raised in
the motion -- original Motion to Strike.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, I think that includes, I guess,
there was a subpoena to JP Morgan Chase, you know, we haven't
seen —-- we have seen the response to -- JP Morgan Chase's
response. This is all a kind of new issue for me. So if
we've got 10 days to respond to that, I'd appreciate it.

THE COURT: Sure. Okay. No problem.

All right. Let me hear your arguments, Mr. Novak.

MR. NOVAK: All right. Thank you, Your Honor.

The -- I'm going to go back to my little theme from the
last argument, which is, with all due respect, I think
Ms. DuRant is putting the cart before the horse a bit on this
Motion to Strike. Because the Motion to Strike is based

largely on motions -- individual motions that are pending
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before the Court regarding discovery.

I think she says in her reply brief that I did see -- or
in the original Motion to Strike that this is basically a
consolidation of a bunch of discovery motions that are -- have
been filed or are pending. And I'll go through those. And
they're gone through in our memorandum.

But we submit -- the defendant would submit that it would
be much better use of everybody's time to address those
motions prior to a universal motion to strike, particularly
when they involve Motions to Quash which have been filed
regarding subpoenas that have not been determined what the
extent to which the subpoenas are objectionable or not and
things like that. And this will make a little bit more sense,
I think, as we go through this. But --

THE COURT: Well, let me pause you here and ask whether I
should even be deciding this motion. And, of course, you saw
my email. And as I was going through the Motions for
Reconsideration, those were with respect to the Warrant of
Attachment. And then Ms. DuRant said, "Well, you also need to
hear this one."™ Sure. Fine. Except, should I? Because in
order to decide this Motion to Strike, do I not, by necessity,
have to make some decision on other pending motions that would
otherwise maybe be for --

MR. NOVAK: I think Your Honor's correct, in that, if you

go through their Motion to Strike and our reply -- our
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response, you're going to get a list -- you have a list of
prior motions that are pending. And much of the behavior for
this speculative non-compliance is, as you heard Ms. DuRant
argue —-- we sent a subpoena to Dawn Costello. They sent --
what I would argue is a very broad subpoena with a lot of
language regarding personal relationship Mr. Bright had with
another person. And Mr. Bright has a right to file a Motion
to Quash and have that Motion to Quash heard and disposed of
before a judgment is made about, you know, the Motion to
Quash.

So I think you're right in the sense that in order to
truly, you know, address this motion, you would have to go
through every single motion -- discovery motion that was
raised as a grounds for the Motion to Strike and make factual
determinations not only regarding whether, you know, plaintiff
was entitled to those documents -- well, you know, defendant
has also filed motions and plaintiff has filed Motions to
Quash as happens in discovery. But you have to make those
determinations, but then you would also have to make the
determination whether the -- Mr. Bright intentionally,
willfully did that -- you know, didn't comply and all of those
things, which are necessary to determine, you know, whether a
Motion to Strike should be granted or not. So I think we're
putting the cart way before the horse in this kind of

consolidated Motion to Strike which requires a lot of factual
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determinations on a bunch of pending motions and things like
that. So if --

THE COURT: Yeah. So let's pause there and go back to
Ms. DuRant.

Yes, ma'am?

MS. DURANT: Your Honor, you can grant this motion to
strike based on the orders you already issued. I was just
gilding the 1lily, icing the cake, with all the other
obstacles, I'll put it politely, that Mr. Bright has pled
before us regarding discovery. You can't avoid he's not
verifying Answers to Interrogatories. You can't ignore he's
not producing a verified list of all the entities he owns.
You can't ignore he tried to sell his boat. You can't ignore
he tried to sell the Ferrari.

On that alone, he has violated three, count them,

three -- well, three with respect to net worth. He's violated
three of your orders. The other two, the boat and the car,
he's violated your Warrant of Attachment. That alone merits

striking his answer.

THE COURT: Without considering these other pending
motions?

MS. DURANT: Yes, Your Honor. I was just putting the
icing on the cake just to show how egregious it's become.

MR. NOVAK: That -- the issue with that, Your Honor, is

that's not the motion that Ms. DuRant filed. Ms. DuRant filed
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a comprehensive motion that incorporates a lot of other
motions that are pending and other activities. And so I've
got to respond to everything. And so that draws us into a
discussion about all of -- and a determination of all of these
issues on all of these pending motions.

And we would -- obviously, we disagree with Ms. DuRant
that Mr. Bright has violated these three orders that she
refers to. But it still gets us to a position where, before
the Court right now, is a motion that includes a lot of facts
and a lot of argument, consolidating what I would argue is
probably, you know, a fairly long time to go through all of
this -- all of these things, and then have the Court make
factual determinations on whether they were complied, whether
this violated an order, whether it -- you know, was reasonable
or not. But then, also, to make those determinations as to
the intent Mr. Bright had in all of that -- and I've got a
motion that -- I've got to respond to all of these things. So
I don't know how the Court addresses it without addressing
everything.

MR. SOWELL: Your Honor --

MS. DURANT: Your Honor --

MR. SOWELL: I want to make one brief --

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Mr. Sowell?

MR. SOWELL: Can you hear me?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.
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MR. NOVAK: I'm sorry. I can't hear Mr. Sowell.

MR. SOWELL: Okay. I'll come up there.

Mr. Novak is never able to hear me. So I'll try to --

THE COURT: You aren't as soft spoken.

MR. SOWELL: -- bring myself forward.

I don't know how Mr. Novak or Mr. Bright or anybody else
on that side can circumvent the Court's order over a year ago
that he verify his Answers to Interrogatories, that he provide
documents related to his net worth, a calculation of his net
worth.

So all of this about these Other Motions to Compel, these
subpoenas and all, that's one thing. But the other thing is,
he's just thumbing his nose at the Court. He's saying, "I do
not have to follow the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure."

I've been reading, while we took the break, what I could
about verifications. Everybody who's ever pontificated about
that says they must be verified, as if that were necessary.
This is plain as a bell in the rules.

And, Your Honor, he's -- he just totally ignores the
Court's orders as if he is some sort of special person not
subject to the Court's orders.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

Mr. Novak?
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MS. DURANT: Your Honor, if I may tag along.

THE COURT: What's up?

MS. DURANT: I'm willing to strip the Motion to Strike of
all the discovery that you have not ruled on and limit just to
your orders.

THE COURT: Okay.

What say you, now, Mr. Novak?

MR. NOVAK: Well, I'd like to be clear as to what their
exact arguments are about orders outside -- and what they're
limiting it to.

And I still have the sense that -- you know, they make
the argument -- they make the argument about -- that they
raised regarding the provision of the JP Morgan documents,
their account doesn't comply with the order. You know, I've
not seen the JP Morgan documents. I've not been provided with
the subpoena response that they have. And I've got to address
that.

But also, much of their argument is that in not
responding to this discovery that we sent, he violated your
order. And so I don't know how we get to whether he violated
your order and what his intent was without analyzing whether
the discovery responses and pending Motions to Quash and all
of those things are resolved.

So I'm unsure (indiscernible) we proceed without dealing

with everything. And if the Court wants to deal with
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everything, we can deal with everything. But I think it's a
much more intensive proceeding.

And again, Ms. DuRant's motion says, this motion is
essentially a consolidation of all of these other motions that
haven't yet been decided or are in different states of
disposition. So, you know, I don't know how -- see how we
separate the two.

THE COURT: Well, she starts out, "The Court issued
written orders granting plaintiff's first three motions to
compel an oral ruling, and he's disregarded all of that.

She's saying even if you stop there, but we can go on because
there are, you know, other things: the Warrant of Attachment
or whatever, I mean, without getting to all of the other
motions -- all the other discovery issues.

She's saying, "He's done enough already, even if we only
go with the orders that I've issued, the Warrant of
Attachment, the failure to verify discovery -- which is in the
rule. He was ordered to do it, ordered a second time to do
it. I mean, that either happened or it didn't, right? And
they don't have it; it -- I mean, it didn't happen. It hadn't
been produced. That in itself is a huge violation. She's
saying we don't even have to go to the rest of the stuff to
compel, you know, him to produce this, that or the other.

MR. NOVAK: What's Bess -- so what specifically am I

addressing, then? The warrant? The -- if Ms. DuRant could
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tell me what specific things that she is maintaining in her
motion, outside of everything else, then I can address those.
But I'm at a loss with, you know, if he -- they allege that he
violated the order by not, you know, disclosing a net worth
document in discovery, then we've got to go look at the
documents that were disclosed and produced and see whether
they satisfied that or not.

And so I'm kind of at a loss as to what I'm responding to
at the moment. So if she could clarify that, maybe we can
proceed. But --

THE COURT: Let's do that. Yeah.

MS. DURANT: He violated the warrant on the amended order
by -- in the amended order, the Rules of Civil Procedure by
failing to verify his Answers to Interrogatories, he violated
the warrant by failing to verify his entities that he has an
interest in, he violated the Court's order by entering into a
contract to sell his house, he violated the Warrant of
Attachment by trying to sell the Ferrari under the cover of
night, he violated the warrant by trying to sell his
motorcycles and maybe even selling his motorcycles. He
violated the warrant by attempting the move the boat from his
property.

And I'll just leave it at that, even though we know --

And to clarify the record, Your Honor, we do not have a

response from JP Morgan. We don't have an official document
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yet. We just received a phone call from JP Morgan saying that
they have documents and they want an extension.

So I'll just leave it at that for right now. And we can
argue all the discovery motions at a later time, but I
think -- actually, I think we can't because I hope you strike
the answer. But, I mean, Jjust the violations of your orders
alone -- and the Court's Rules of Civil Procedure warrant
striking his answer and counterclaims. I'll make it that
simple.

THE COURT: Okay.

Mr. Novak.

MR. NOVAK: Well, so I'm going to respond to -- so I'm
responding to the alleged failure to verify the discovery
responses, the -- to provide the list of entities, and then
the house, the Ferrari, the motorcycles, and the boat; is that
correct?

MS. DURANT: Yes.

MR. NOVAK: Okay.

MS. DURANT: TIf that suits the Court.

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. NOVAK: Okay. Okay.

(Pause.)

MR. NOVAK: Here we are. Okay. Thank you, Your Honor.

I was looking --

So all of those are alleged to have violated the Warrant
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of an Attachment that was issued on October 17th, 2024,
correct?

MS. DURANT: I'm sorry, Justin. What did you say?

MR. NOVAK: So all of those activities are alleged to
have violated either the Warrant of Attachment on October
17th? 1Is that correct? Or are they -- are you also dealing
with the motorcycles, the Ferrari, and all that other stuff?
Was that the prior Warrant of Attachment?

MS. DURANT: I'm talking about those violations of three
orders. The first order is the order of various discovery
motions and renewed motion to dismiss for lack of subject
matter and Jjurisdiction filed by this court on May 20th, 2024.
I'm talking about, number 2, the Warrant of Attachment filed
in this court on November 29th, 2023, and the amended order
filed in this court on October 17th, 2024.

(Pause.)

MS. DURANT: And the Civil -- Rules of Civil Procedure
being violated as well.

MR. NOVAK: Okay.

(Pause.)

MR. NOVAK: All right.

I'm going to proceed, Your Honor. But I'm just going to,
for the record, object because I still don't believe, based on
the discovery orders and other motions that are pending on

those or addressing those, how I can deal with those orders.
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Your Honor.
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ant of Attachment issue. But the prior -- for

now -—-—

All right. Let me pull up this order.

My apologies, Your Honor.

That's fine.

So —-- let's see. Okay. I think I'm ready,

Yes, sir.

: And, you know, maintaining that objection,

ward.

- regarding the verification issue, which I

e forefront of the Court's mind, on the Warrant
as you can see, the provision that Ms. DuRant
in Paragraph 4 of that Warrant of Attachment.
d it says that -- halfway through, that,

his Court's order on November 21st, 2023, that
answer all discovery regarding his net worth,"
rder to which Ms. DuRant referenced, was to

- the information regarding his net worth.
Bright, I don't believe has issued -- has --

statement of net worth, per se, but he has

ocuments necessary to compile and get --have a
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sense of his net worth. And this is essentially the same
argument that we had at the motion hearing, was to provide
that.

So we believe that Mr. Bright has complied with the
document -- with the necessary discovery by producing certain
documents that are responsive to that discovery request as
ordered by the Court.

So the -- and the order also provides that --

THE COURT: Well, let me ask this: did he provide a
verified list of all entities in which he has any interest?
MR. NOVAK: I believe we -- we have -- I believe we have
disclosed all of the entities in which Mr. Bright has an

interest.

THE COURT: A verified list of all entities in which he
has any interest? Has that been done?

MR. NOVAK: I don't know that we've provided a verified

list. I'd have to refer to Ms. Stratta on that, whether we've
had a -- provided a verified list and what that verification
looks 1like.

I guess, you know, when I read the -- when I read

Paragraph 4 of the last sentence, it says, "Defendant is once
again ordered to answer all discoveries, specifically

discovery regarding his net worth." There's a list attached
to our reply of all of the documents that we have replied to

and supplemented with that, in that, for the Court's
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reference.
The -- it is a little over a page long and it gives Bates
label production documents. So, for example, Defendant's

supplemental responses to plaintiff's aforesaid discovery
requests regarding our request for clarification on what they
mean by net worth to allow us to provide the calculation and
completely respond to the discovery. And we provided
defendant's income tax returns, Bennies income tax returns,
information pertaining to his corporate banking; and that's
Craig -- C. Bright 1001 through 1358. So if -- over 350 pages
of documents.

THE COURT: Wait. You asked for a clarification on the
use of the phrase, "net worth"?

MR. NOVAK: Correct.

THE COURT: You-all don't know what net worth means? I
mean, that's an objective thing that any accountant, CPA, or
attorney, most -- maybe not every John Doe on the street, but
there's an objective way to determine your net worth. That
doesn't need -- I don't know why that needs clarification.

MR. NOVAK: Well, and I would -- I would argue that
there -- I don't know that it's as straight forward as that,
but particularly when you have the documents that we've -- you
know, that we've disclosed.

So, you know, we've given the -- we've given all his

federal income tax returns, but his company, Bennies, income
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tax returns and all the information referring to his corporate
banking. We supplemented that with production of his -- again
we published additional tax returns from Bennies, B and T
Holdings, financial statements from his Bentley, you know, his
TD bank statements. We've provided -- and those are C. Bright
1359 through 1855, so another, you know, what, 500 pages of
documents.

We provided them the additional financial statement from
his Charles Schwab accounts and financial declarations that
were submitted to the family court. That is 1856 through
4,861.

We provided a supplement that -- Bennies financial
statements and loans from South State Bank that was 4862 to
6,026.

We provided 6 supplemental responses that included

Bright -- his financial statements and listed the numbers of
all the personal, business, and loan accounts. That -- those
are from John Boretti's -- those are Boretti production.

That's 1 through 10,227.

We provided supplemental responses containing his emails
and documents exchanged with Mr. Boretti, who, of course, is
his banker, as you may recall. And those are C. Bright 6,027
to 7,185.

We provided deeds to -- and the property tax info

regarded to 229 Ceasar Place in Hilton Head. That's C. Bright
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7, 186 to 7,198.

We provided a second supplemental responses containing
communications from him to Dawn Costello, which they were
interested in. I think we filed a Motion to Quash that
provides the documents C. Bright's 7,199 through 7,227.

We provided custodial supplemental responses to
plaintiff's first set of requests for production of documents
containing the subpoena response received from a Nicolas A.
Rend, a psychiatrist, post-trauma resources 7,228 through
7,232. We also provided a supplemental responses that --
well, that goes into some other issues I think they took off
the table.

The -- we produced the '23 -- we supplemented the 2023
corporate tax returns for Bennies in October that was
C. Bright 7233 to 7278, as well as financial statements from
Bennies Inc, Casual Living, Fireside Grill, as those were
going forward as asked for in the Warrant of Attachment.

In addition, since our reply, we've since served Bright's
7th and 8th supplemental responses containing the December
2024 to January 2025 financial statements for Bennies.

The argument that we have provided some financial
documents, I think, is somewhat misleading in that there are
thousands of pages of documents -- financial documents related
to —-- that we have produced.

THE COURT: Sure.
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MR. NOVAK: Now, the question I think the Court has is
whether those are verified or not.

THE COURT: Well, it -- I mean, before I -- I guess,
before I even get there -- or I guess, in tandem with that,
the question -- so he was ordered to produce these -- we'll
call them hundred documents. I don't know. I don't know how
many pages. I have no idea. Right?

I said, "You must produce these 100 things."

Your response to me just now is, "Well, we gave them
40,000 pages of documents." And I'm just -- I'm making up
numbers here.

My question is, "That's great. But were these 100 he was
ordered to produce part of those 40,000?" Because otherwise,
it's a red herring. You're trying to distract me over here,
"We gave them a bunch of stuff."

No. No. I'm trying to get it -- did you give the stuff
you were ordered to give?

MR. NOVAK: Yes. We believe we did.

THE COURT: Okay. So there is a verified list of all

entities in which the defendant has an interest?

MR. NOVAK: Yes, Your Honor. We -- if you recall on my
reference, in the -- let's see.
(Pause.)

THE COURT: Was 1t some of these Bates-labeled documents

that you just referenced?
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MR. NOVAK: Yes. Yes. So —--

THE COURT: Okay. Who verified that list?

MR. NOVAK: I don't know whether that particular response
was verified.

THE COURT: So then you did not provide a verified list?

I'm asking did you give him --

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor --

THE COURT: -- the green sweater, and you say, "Oh, I
gave him a sweater."

Was it green?

Well, no, it was red.

Well, so you didn't give him a green sweater.

MR. NOVAK: Right. So, Your Honor, the -- let's go to --
if we look at Rule 11, which is Rule 11 (c), which addresses
verifications, right. We've got, "Affidavits and
verifications authorized or committed under these rules shall
be written statements or declarations by his party or attorney
of a record of a witness sworn or -- to or from by an officer
authorized to administer ocaths that the affiant knows that it
to be true to his own knowledge except that those matters
stated information and belief. And to -- as to those matters,
he believes them to be true."

So we responded to those documents. We have not
submitted a separate verification of all of those, other than

the responses to discovery requests. The --
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THE COURT: So let me say this -- and I almost feel like
I shouldn't have to because we've had hearings on this in the
past -- the whole point of the verification is that -- I am
not gquestioning your professional responsibility whatsoever.
The fact of the matter is, you can only work with the
information that you know, that your client gives you. That's
the nature of the relationship, right?

And your answer -- you're not a litigant in this case.
The purpose of the verification is for the party, the
litigant, to attest under oath that this is all there is. I
got no more to give you. And you simply cannot do that.
That's why the verification is required. That's why
Interrogatories need to be -- I call it a verification, but
the Rule says, "Under oath," by the party, not by counsel.

Of course, you have a Rule 11 responsibility, an ethical
responsibility, a professional responsibility, all these
responsibilities to do your level best and to not send false
or misleading documents, to verify within the scope of your
ability to verify certain things. But you're not the party.

He -- and, in this case in particular, I have no doubt
that Mr. Bright has accounts that you know nothing about,
which is the point. That -- so you can make a list all day
long with what he tells you. And I don't know your
relationship with him. I mean, I'm obviously making

assumptions. But that's the point.
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So I get Rule 11. I get you've done everything you can
do. But it's not your case. You're not the party in the
case. And so we've got to get the responsible party -- not
professional responsibility, but the party to the litigation
to attest to certain things. Your attestation is meaningless
for these purposes. Now, it's meaningful with respect to
professional responsibility, malpractice, all of those things,
right? But with respect to the actual information, the
substantive information that's gathered, your verification
doesn't mean anything. You're limited.

MR. NOVAK: And I understand that, Your Honor, but if you
look at the language of the order, it says, "Defendant is once
again ordered to answer all discovery, specifically discovery
of his net worth, in accordance with the Court's prior
orders.”" We believe that he has done that. We believe that
he has satisfied that based on all of the supplemental
discovery that we have done and what we have provided.

The -- it goes on to say, "He is further ordered to
supplement and verify all of discovery pursuant to Rule 26 (e),
South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. 26 (e) deals
specifically with supplementation. It has nothing to do with
verification of -- it doesn't reference that, "you need to
authorize this verification," and any of that.

So, you know, our understanding of the order -- of that

portion of the order, regarding the verification, was to
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supplement and -- the discovery and get it -- not that we
needed a separate, supplemental verification from Mr. Bright
for every single discovery response. Because I don't think
that's how the order necessarily reads.

But the -- if the Court, you know, wants -- and the
plaintiff in their memo, also, they cite a bunch of federal
law regarding the -- you know, this provision for verification
in the rules and all of that stuff. The -- there is no
specific requirement in South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure that requires every response —-- discovery response
to be verified, other than in, you know, pursuant to Rule
11(c). So --

THE COURT: No. No, no, no.

Let's go back to answers to interrogatories Rule 33,
those must be answered under ocath. It's not your oath.

MR. NOVAK: Right.

THE COURT: It's the party must answer them under oath.
And so that's why I say, "I keep calling it a verification."
You can call it whatever you want to. But there needs to be a
sworn attestation by the party that these answers are true and
correct.

MR. NOVAK: I disagree that Rule 33 requires every single
response to contain a written verification by the party and
not the attorney -- and not the signature of the attorney.

THE COURT: Oh. Okay.
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And, I mean, we can debate that or not. But let's go
your way. I ordered it be done.

MR. NOVAK: And we believe that we complied with that
order.

THE COURT: Okay.

"Each interrogatory —--"

MR. NOVAK: But discover --

THE COURT: "-- shall be answered separately and fully in
writing under ocath."

What does that mean? Separately and fully, in writing,
under oath.

MR. NOVAK: Correct, Your Honor. That each question
needed to be responded to separately and in writing and under
oath.

THE COURT: You can't leave out under oath.

MR. NOVAK: Yeah. But that is not the same as having a
separate verification of each, signed by a party, of each
discovery response.

THE COURT: He doesn't have to sign his -- if there are
30 discovery requests, he doesn't have to sign his name 30
times. He will say, "I've read the foregoing document with
answers to Interrogatories 1 through 30, and they are true and
correct, and I swear under oath."”

MR. NOVAK: If that was the Court's intent in the Warrant

of Attachment, we will obtain a written verification from
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Mr. Bright for the discovery responses that have been
submitted and those going forward. But that was not our
understanding of the intent of the order when it was issued.
THE COURT: Do we have the transcript of -- would you --
Ms. Kelly. Ms. Kelly's in there. Would you email me
that transcript?
THE COURT: Ms. Durant, you wanted to say something.
I would just like to have it. Because I feel like we've

had this conversation before.

Go ahead.
MS. DURANT: -- judging. If I may make a very sub-point,
I've probably sent -- and I'm having Ms. Kelly pull -- maybe

about four or five letters to Barnhill and Whaley, saying,
"Please verify Your Answers to Interrogatories," and have
received nothing.

And also, I'm looking at their reply to our Motion to
Strike, and they blatantly state, "Verification of Bright's
responses by him personally is not required, pursuant to the
Rule -- South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure."

And to now say that they didn't understand your order was
requiring verifications, to me, is (indiscernible). And I
will say no more.

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, the first time that Ms. DuRant
has pointed to the Warrant of Attachment as the basis for

having to verify the discovery responses is in the reply that
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they filed yesterday, I believe.

MR. SOWELL: No.

Your Honor, we asked for them at the hearing, when you
had the hearing. And then you issued the order. This is
balderdash of the grossest form. I mean, we can read.

Mr. Novak can read.

(Counsel confer.)

MS. DURANT: Your Honor, Ms. Kelly's looking to see if we

have a transcript. Regrettably, I missed that hearing because
I was at my sister's wedding. But if you'll give us a minute
we can find this. But --

THE COURT: Sure.

MS. DURANT: -- the point I want to make is, it's too
late. 1It's too late. This is just more of Mr. Bright's
behavior of claiming that he doesn't understand, when it
couldn't be clearer.

THE COURT: Yeah. I'm just confused.

MS. DURANT: (indiscernible) .

(Pause.)

THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr. Novak. I know you have other
points to argue.

MR. NOVAK: Yes, Your Honor.

You know, what I will do is I'll just address the -- you
know, whether the sale of his house, the Ferrari, the

motorcycles, and the boat -- the moving of the boat were
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violations of the Warrant of Attachment. We don't believe
that those are violations of the Warrant of Attachment. We
have addressed those in a previous motion.

But, quickly, you know, the plaintiff alleges,
essentially, that with regard to the house, that Mr. Bright,
somehow violated the Warrant of Attachment by listing his
house for sale. The Warrant of Attachment specifically says
he can't dispose of the property and -- and that -- I've
forgot language here.

THE COURT: He's permitted to sell the house, subject to
certain conditions.

MR. NOVAK: Right. But I think they're referring to in
all -- in to deference on the prior Warrant of Attachment.

THE COURT: Okay. I'm sorry.

MR. NOVAK: Which is attached to his house.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. NOVAK: And so if you're -- essentially, if you read
that, it says you can't dispose of the house. You can't sell
the house. What they were complaining about was his marketing
the house, was his listing it for sale, specifically through
Mr. Rini, but gaging -- leaving the house on the market was
not a violation of the order. It would be entering a contract
and closing that contract to sell the house. And that didn't
occur.

Mr. Bright had made interest in reasons for listing the



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. NOVAK 66

house, one which was to support a potential motion for damages
under the Warrant -- if the Warrant of Attachment was
discharged, that he would have an idea of what the difference
was between what the market value of his house was at the time
and what it had been prior to the entry of the Warrant of
Attachment.

As you may recall, pursuant to Mr. Rini's affidavit and
Mr. Bright's affidavit, he had had the house listed, the
Warrant of Attachment was entered, and then he got a lowball
offer on the house, like the next day or shortly thereafter.
Because I think he had listed it for $5 million or so and then
he got an offer of, like, less than $3 million or something.
I'll have to defer to the specific numbers.

But he had the house listed on the market, but he did not
violate the Warrant of Attachment because he never sold the
house until he was permitted to, based on the modified Warrant
of Attachment. So we don't believe that listing the house for
sale is a violation of the Warrant of Attachment, and he had
legitimate reasons for doing so: to keep it on the market in
case the warrant was lifted at some point or -- and to gain
the market value of the house and that knowledge in case the
Warrant of Attachment was discharged. So listing the house
for sale is not a -- was not a violation of the first Warrant
of Attachment. And Mr. Bright did not wviolate that.

THE COURT: All right.
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MR. NOVAK: Mr. Bright also listed his -- you saw from
the Facebook post which was from a year or two ago, the --
sorry, the Ferrari was listed for sale on the Facebook post by
Mr. Rini. This was also addressed in a previous motion. But,
again, the listing of sale for that piece of property is not a
violation of the Warrant of Attachment. The Warrant of
Attachment prevented Mr. Bright from selling that -- selling
that. And he did not sell it.

And also, the motorcycles; the alleged violation of the
Warrant of Attachment regarding the motorcycles is from an
email that Mr. Bright sent, saying about -- you know, being in
Hilton Head and, you know, he wants to dispose of his
motorcycles —-- or I believe it says -- I think -- and Bess can
probably pull this up. She probably has it in front of her.
But the language of the email is, you know, I've disposed
of -- or I'm disposing of my motorcycle. He never disposed of
his motorcycles. So again, there was no violation of the
Warrant of Attachment because there was no disposition of
those motorcycles or transfer of them.

And regarding the boat, there was another motion related
to this. Mr. Bright's CrisCraft boat was tied to a dock --
was tied up at a dock at his house. The dock was damaged and
was causing damage to the boat. So Mr. Bright had wanted to
take the boat out of the dock and get it repaired.

Plaintiff objected to that because the place he wanted to



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. NOVAK 68

get it repaired was in a different county. And so they -- Mr.
Bright never moved his boat and got it out of the water and
got it repaired. Instead, he wanted to, with his brother,
take it and get it repaired. And the plaintiff would not let
him do that, even though it was causing ongoing damage to the
dock and to the boat. And so he also wanted to have the dock
repaired as well.

There was no violation of the Warrant of Attachment by
doing that, by simply wanting to take it out and move it to a
place to get it repaired. Well, and Ms. DuRant continually
argues that, well, he wanted to do this, and if we didn't step
in and all of that, that they would have done that.

We don't agree that, you know, a moving a boat to a
repair shop in a separate county within South Carolina
violates the Warrant of Attachment. But in the end, it never
got moved out of the water. So there was no violation of the
Warrant of Attachment.

So we disagree that those are grounds for any motion to
strike for sanctions in this case, let alone that they -- the
rise to the level of something that would show that he would
have disregarded and -- willfully disregarded the order of the
Court. The —-- so our position on those is fairly simple. You
know, this doesn't rise to the level of any type of flagrant
disregard -- no matter how often Ms. DuRant uses that term and

complains about things that are -- that they have fears of,
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that they speculate about, that they guess about. The --those
are not actually violations of the order. We don't believe
that Mr. Bright had -- has violated the order. And that,
particularly for, you know, those five instances regarding
personal property that were also -- that are subject to the
Warrant of Attachment.

Additionally, the Warrant of Attachment has been -- was
modified after that, it's October 17th, but the -- we also
don't -- we don't agree and we'll argue that his failure to
verify these -- the discovery responses was a willful
violation of the Court's order in this case.

As the Court well knows from the Griffin case, you know,
a sanction is something that is pretty severe -- a sanction of
striking an answer is a pretty severe sanction. In
determining the appropriateness of a sanction, the Court needs
to consider factors as the precise nature of the discovery,
the discovery posture of the case, willfulness, degree of
prejudice, and all of those things. And sanctions need to be
aimed at a specific conduct of the party sanction and not go
beyond the necessity of the situation to foreclose a decision
on the merits of the case.

And again, we have a highly contested, unliquidated tort
claim here, Your Honor. The sanctions about which they're
referring regard -- all raise from violation -- alleged

violations of, essentially, this Warrant of Attachment and the
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previous order regarding the net worth discovery. The
plaintiff -- the defendants made a good faith effort to meet
those orders by producing all of these documents that he has.
There's no bad faith here. There's no willful disobedience.
There's no gross indifference to the rights to justify such a
sanction.

Again, what we have is this lumping all of these fears
and allegations and speculations about what might be occurring
into a -- a motion to strike his answer which is the most
severe sanction you can grant in a case like this. And
ignoring what Mr. Bright has done to comply with those orders
to show his good faith and the fears and speculative arguments
that Ms. DuRant has made today regarding what might happen do
not rise to the level of a being sanctioned at all, let alone
having his answer stricken.

The -- again, in addition, we've got a lot of this, you
know, argument based on prior motions that are pending and
motion to quash that -- Mr. Bright has every right to file a
motion to quash a subpoena that he thinks is overly broad or
designed to harass. He has a right to do that and he has a
right to get a disposition of that motion.

And I think it's imprudent to move to this, you know,
this level of sanctions or motion to strike or consideration
of this without having dispositions of all those pending

discovery motions because I think it goes to Mr. Bright's
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effort -- good faith efforts to comply with the orders of the
court, their willfulness factors, the -- whether there's some
disregard here or whether the sanction -- any potential

sanction would be directed specifically at the conduct that
allegedly violated the order.

So we don't think it's appropriate, Your Honor. And I've
gone on for way too long now. So I appreciate the Court's
indulgence in my getting reoriented as to the modified motion
and then working through it as best I can. I appreciate the
Court's time.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

Ms. DuRant?

MS. DURANT: Thank you, Your Honor. 1I'll be brief.

you know, I heard Mr. Novak say, "Well, this doesn't rise
to the level, we're talking a lot about fear, supposition,
etc." You know what does rise to the level and what is not
related to fear or supposition? It's the lack of verification
of Answers to Interrogatories, the lack of verified list of
the entities in which he has an interest, the fact that he had
a -- putting the house on the market was not our issue. It
was the fact that he got a contract on the house without
disclosing it to us. Luckily, our client is a real estate
agent and she found that on MLS. That's when we ran to you,
seeking your help, saying, "Stop. Stop. Stop. Stop. Stop."

So he's getting a contract on the house.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. NOVAK 72

What also is not fear and what rises to the level of
striking is trying to sell the Ferrari. What also rises to
the level of striking an answer is saying that he sold
motorcycles.

And the response to that is, "Well, he says he sold them,
but he really didn't sell them." So we're supposed to -- I
mean, I don't know what to do with that, quite frankly. He
said he sold them. The fact that he tried to move the boat
and but for law enforcement, he would have accomplished it.

You know, he tries to wrap himself of a blanket of,
"Well, I don't know better." Back to Mr. Sowell's word, that
is Balderdash.

And I ask that you please strike his answer and his
counterclaims. I'll also ask for an award of attorney's fees
and that you permit an opportunity to submit an affidavit of
attorney's fees.

And with that, I will say no more.

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, I'd be remiss. I just have one
thing that Ms. DuRant kind of reminded me of.

Regarding -- as you may recall, I think it was October
9th or so, you had a hearing on their Motion for Rule to Show
Cause regarding the -- and the Warrant of Attachment. At that
motion hearing, which was, you know, only a couple months ago
at this point, Ms. DuRant raised these issues regarding sale

of the house, the Ferrari, the motorcycles, and the boat, and
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the Court decided not to grant sanctions at that point. They

-- the -- and so the Court has considered these. None of

those facts have changed since disposition of that motion

which resulted in the amended warrant -- that motion hearing

resulted in the amended Warrant of Attachment.

So we would also submit that the Court has determined

those issues and looked at them and did not agree with a

sanctions award or anything at that time, so that that would

not be an appropriate basis at this point to do that because I

think the Court's already addressed it.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. DURANT: Judge —-- Judge Newman?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: Real quick point.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. DURANT: Will you pull up that order?

Mr. Novak said I already presented these arguments. I

did not present.
of family time,
THE COURT:
MR. NOVAK:
MS. DURANT:
that?
THE COURT:

MS. DURANT:

I was up in Nantucket having my full share

both good and bad.

Well, you and Mr. Sowell are --
Sorry, Your Honor, for my --

We are both the same? Are you going to say

(Indiscernible.)

Don't put me -- don't put that on me.
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THE COURT: You're so closely connected that --

MS. DURANT: That's true.

THE COURT: -- the speech of one is the speech of the
other.

MS. DURANT: I was just giving Mr. Novak a hard time.

MR. NOVAK: Yeah, we have -- Your Honor, Bess and I have
a long history. We went to college together and law school
together.

MS. DURANT: Double whammy.

THE COURT: Goodness gracious.

MS. DURANT: Double whammy.

MR. NOVAK: And college and law school were a lot farther
away from me than I wish they were at this point in my life.

THE COURT: Yeah. Me too.

MS. DURANT: Judge, can you see this?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. DURANT: This is your amended order.

Check out this last paragraph, paragraph 6: "This order
is entered without prejudice to any right or claim to either
party pursuant to S.C. Code 15-19-10, blah, blah, blah, or
defendant's violations of the Warrant of Attachment while it
was in place."

So we have every right to continue to argue that. So
with that, I will finally be -- well, maybe not finally be

quiet unless Mr. Novak has anything else to say.
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MR. NOVAK: Yeah. I —-

And, Your Honor, Jjust in response to that, these are
again -- are not violations of the Warrant of Attachment for
all the reasons that we argued. And so we would -- with
respect to the Court's time, we would submit that the Court
determined that back in October.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

Mr. Novak, given that Ms. DuRant has limited the grounds
for her motion, do you still need 10 days to reply to their
reply?

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, I would ask for those 10 days
just so that I can make sure whether I need them or not.

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. NOVAK: And if I don't need them, I will email the
Court and counsel and say that we don't have any further
submission.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. NOVAK: But the --

THE COURT: That's good enough.

MR. NOVAK: As you know, the verification issue came up
in that reply. So we'd like to -- you know, probably, we'd
like to address that.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

Okay. I'll give you that 10 days.
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MR. NOVAK: Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. DURANT: Your Honor, may I be presumptuous enough to
ask for if we can submit an affidavit of attorney's fees?

THE COURT: Feel free to do that.

MS. DURANT: Okay.

THE COURT: Yes.

Okay. All right. So I'll wait for -- to hear from
Mr. Novak and then we'll go from there. I'll get you a
decision after that, really on both matters. And that is a
reconsideration of the Warrant of Attachment and the Motion to
Strike. Okay?

MR. NOVAK: Your Honor, you're -- Your Honor's going to
handle those together?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. NOVAK: Okay.

THE COURT: Although I don't know if it's necessary. But
I'll —- it's still mulling in the back of my head. So, yeah.
I'll handle both of those together.

MS. DURANT: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. NOVAK: Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. DURANT: Thank you.

MR. SOWELL: Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, folks.

(At 2:32:48, the hearing concluded.)

END OF TRANSCRIPT.




77

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSCRIBER

State of South Carolina

County of Beaufort

I, BARBIE TEBOE, a court-approved transcriber, do hereby
certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate, and complete
Transcript of Record of the proceedings and evidence
introduced in the trial of the captioned case, relative
appeal, in the Court of Common Pleas for Beaufort County,
South Carolina, on the 19th day of February, 2025.

I further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel, nor

interest to any party hereto.

April 24, 2025

Barbie Teboe,
Transcriber



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-002577

Diana Janura f/lk/a Diana Bright.............ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiice i e e e e e JApPEllant,

Craig Bright, ... ..o e e e e e RESPONdEN.

Exhibit H

MEMORANDUM OF LAW REGARDING
APPEALABILITY OF ORDERS

Order dated May 20, 2024 from
Hearing on Nov. 21, 2023



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright, )
)
Plaintiff, ) ORDER ON VARIOUS DISCOVERY
) MOTIONS AND RENEWED MOTION
V. ) TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF SUBJECT
) MATTER JURISDICTION
Craig Bright, )
)
Defendant. )
)

This matter is before the Court on numerous discovery motions and a Renewed Motion to
Dismiss for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction. A hearing on the below hearings before this Court
on November 21, 2023. Thornwell F. Sowell and Bess J. DuRant appeared on behalf of Plaintiff
Diana Janura, and Justin P. Novak and Allie M. Burns appeared on behalf of Defendant Craig
Bright. The Court, having reviewed the motions, memoranda regarding the same, affidavits, and
hearing the parties’ positions on the motions, hereby rules as follows:

1. Defendant’s Renewed Motion for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction is DENIED.

2. Plaintiff’s Motion to Supplement Complaint is GRANTED.

3. Plaintiff’s and Peter Janura’s Motion to Quash Subpoena to Town of Hilton Head
and/or for Protective Order is GRANTED in part. Defendant is not entitled to any information
regarding Peter Janura’s salary or other payments or his medical records, but Defendant is entitled
to documents regarding Mr. Janura’s training or certification. The Court will review in camera
the documents produced by the Town of Hilton Head Island and determine which documents
Defendant may have.

4. Plaintiff’s Fifth Motion to Compel is GRANTED in part. Plaintiff is entitled to all

information and documents sought in Plaintiff’s Fifth Motion to Compel; however, the time limit
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in Interrogatories Numbers 19 and 20 and Requests for Production Numbers 23, 27, and 28 are
limited from ten years to five years. Answers to these interrogatories and responses to the requests
for production are due on or before December 21, 2023 (30 days from the date of the motion
hearing). Additionally, this Court is reserving judgment on whether Defendant has to answer
Interrogatory #23 which asks, “How much money do you spend on illegal drugs (including
marijuana) each month for the past five years?” Defendant’s counsel expressed Fifth Amendment
concerns at the hearing. Therefore, this Court requests briefing on this issue. Defendant has until
December 6, 2023 (15 days after this motion hearing) to file his brief regarding his Fifth
Amendment concerns. Plaintiff has 10 days to respond, making her brief due on or before
December 18, 2023.

5. Plaintiff’s Sixth Motion to Compel is rendered moot as Defendant’s counsel
acknowledges that Defendant has a duty to timely supplement his discovery answers and
production.

6. Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash Subpoenas to David Shatz and Chris Gomez is rendered
moot as to Chris Gomez as Plaintiff’s counsel acknowledged Plaintiff’s ground for the motion to
quash his subpoena was due to lack of time with a then-pending trial date of the week of December
4. Regarding the subpoena to David Shatz, this Court orders that the motion to quash is granted
with the exception of the 2019 amended tax return. All financial information can be redacted with
the exception of the information regarding the rental income in 2019 from Plaintiff’s Hilton Head
Island rental property. The produced information shall be subject to a confidentiality order agreed
to by the parties. Further, Defendant is entitled to depose Mr. Shatz with respect to the rental
income from 2019 and the resulting amendment in 2021.

7. Defendant’s Motion to Quash Subpoena on Dawn Costello & for Protective Order
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is DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

, 2023

, South Carolina

Jocelyn Newman
Judge for Designated Complex Case
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Beaufort Common Pleas

Case Caption: Diana Januraf/k/aDiana Bright VS Craig Bright
Case Number: 2020CP0701753

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2024-05-19 15:45:10 page 4 of 4
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