From: Hocker, Donald B.

To: Jeff Davis; jdavis@apogeetax.com; Justin Novak; Geoffrey Chambers

Cc: Janeen Toby; Court Of Appeals Filings

Subject: Davis v. Connelly, et.al. 2020-CP-36-00382 and 384/Appellate No. 20240002049
Date: Sunday, January 18, 2026 3:19:05 PM

Attachments: Davis v. Connelly Fourth Order signed.pdf

All: Enclosed please find this court’s Order, dated January 18, 2026. | am filing it with the Court
of Appeals. Janeen, | would request that you upload the Order to my Queue in the efiling
system. (dbh)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

JIN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF NEWBERRY )

JEFFERSON DAVIS, JR. )
)
Plaintiff )
VS. )
) ORDER
CHAD CONNELLY, et.al. ) 2020-CP-36-00382 AND 384
JAPPELLATE NO. 20240002049
Defendants )
)

This Order is being issued without a hearing and is the fourth Order issued
by this Court since The South Carolina Court of Appeals (COA) issued its Order
on December 20, 2024.

Since the last Order of this Court, dated May 29, 20235, it was anticipated
that a hearing on the Stay/Writ of Supersedeas would be scheduled by November
2025 based upon the opinions of the Plaintiff’s treating physicians as to the
Plaintiff’s medical treatment and recovery. When the Court attempted to schedule a
hearing for this month, the Plaintiff responded that he would be unable to attend
because of his current undergoing of chemotherapy treatment. Of course, this
Court can not say that the Plaintiff’s medical condition has not changed but it
appears that there is a possible contradiction in the opinions of the treating

physicians and what the Plaintiff says now. (See Order of May 29, 2025). In that
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Order this Court summarized the anticipated timeframe when the Plaintiff would
be able to reengage in activities and/or experience full recovery.

This Court, quite frankly, is at a loss at why the Plaintiff’s need for
continued chemotherapy currently exists when four doctors agreed that activities
could be met and the Plaintiff would experience full recovery at least by now.

In addition, this Court has been more than lenient with the Plaintiff
concerning his medical condition and this case much, I am sure, to the chagrin of
the Defendants and their attorneys. I will delay this case for a short period of time
and will require sworn Affidavits from the Plaintiff’s treating physicians outlining
the following:

1. A full explanation why the Plaintiff is now undergoing chemotherapy
treatment which is potentially contrary to the recovery opinions of Drs. Chung,
Brickley, Trocha, and Werntz (See aforementioned May 2025 Order);

2. A full explanation why current chemotherapy treatment prevents the
Plaintiff from appearing in Court;

3. Afull explanation of the Plaintiff’s current and future ability to engage in
normal activities;

4. A full explanation of Plaintiff’s cancer prognosis.

5. These Affidavits shall be provided to the Court and counsel on or before
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February 19, 2026.

SO ORDERED.

| DONALD B. HOCKER

| CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE
|

|

' Laurens, South Carolina
\ Date: 1-18-26






