From: G Meyers

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: Rich Dukes; Sammataro, Sam; Ben Bruner; John E. Cuttino (jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com)
Subject: Notice of Appeal

Date: Monday, January 26, 2026 5:18:40 PM

Attachments: 2026-01-26 - 1605 - Proof of service for Notice of appeal with email to counsel copy.pdf

2026-01-26 - 1543 - Notice for service on counsel - with attachments - 79pp copy.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Attached please find a Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service in
these three consolidated cases from Charleston County. Note
there is a related pending appeal and a related non-pending
appeal.

The Notice will be filed also with the clerk of court in Charleston
County.

The appellate fee of $250 will be forwarded to the clerk of court
for the Court of Appeals.

Gregg Meyers
Attorney At Law

843-324-1589
attygm@gmail.com

This email is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521 and is legally privileged.
The Information contained in this communication is confidential, is subject to the attorney-client privilege or other
privileges, may constitute inside information, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. It is the property of
Gregg Meyers. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately by
return e-mail, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments.
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The State of South Carolina
In The Court of Appeals

Appeal from Charleston County
Hon. William C. McMaster 111, Circuit Court Judge

Case Nos. 2022-CP-10-04031
2019-CP-10-05892
2018-CP-10-05802

John Doe 305, Julie McDonald, and Richard McDonald, Appellants

V.
Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC, and
The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr.,
David K. Haller, and Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2022-CP-10-04031)
And

Jane Doe 304, Appellant
V.

Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC,

The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,

Bishop Of Charleston, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, and

Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2019-CP-10-05892)
And

Robert Chimento, Appellant
V.

Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC,

The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,

Bishop Of Charleston, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, and

Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2018-CP-10-5802)

Proof of Service

I hereby affirm that I have served upon counsel for the defendant/respondent a copy of
the enclosed





Notice of Appeal, with attachments
by sending a copy of the documents electronically, on January 26, 2026 to:

Richard S. Dukes, RDukes@turnerpadget.com
Sam Sammataro, SSammataro@turnerpadget.com
Ben Bruner, BBruneer@brunerpowell.com

John Cuttino, jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com

A copy of the email to counsel by which the Notice of Appeal and its attachments was sent to
counsel is attached to this Proof of service, as directed by the South Carolina Supreme Court
order of April 24, 2024.

This Notice of Appeal has been filed with the South Carolina Court of Appeals

by causing a copy of the document to be filed electronically, pursuant to the electronic filing
order of the South Carolina Supreme Court of April 24, 2024 by sending the notice and its
attachments by email to:

ctappfilings@sccourts.org

A copy of that transmission of the Notice to the court was also copied to counsel.

A copy of the notice of appeal will be filed with the clerk of court for Charleston County by
filing the document, and its attachments, electronically through the court’s e-file system as a
notice of appeal to the Circuit Court.

Done January 26, 2026
s/ Gregg Meyers
Gregg Meyers
114 4" Ave NW
Byron MN 55920
843-324-1589
attygm@gmail.com
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M G Mma |I G Meyers <attygm@gmail.com>
Notice 2

1 message

G Meyers <attygm@gmail.com> Mon, Jan 26, 2026 at 3:48 PM

To: Rich Dukes <rdukes@turnerpadget.com>, "Sammataro, Sam" <ssammataro@turnerpadget.com>, Ben Bruner
<bbruner@brunerpowell.com>, "John E. Cuttino (jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com)" <jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com>

Counsel:

Another Notice of Appeal is attached. It seems pages from the first I sent
earlier had somehow electronically jumbled.

The attached Notice in:
2022-CP-10-04031 (John Doe 305 et al)
2019-CP-10-05892 (Jane Doe 304)
2018-CP-10-5802 (Chimento)

It should have 79 pages. And be in order. Please let me know if you find it
otherwise.

Gregg Meyers
Attorney At Law

843-324-1589
attygm@gmail.com

This email is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521 and is legally privileged. The
Information contained in this communication is confidential, is subject to the attorney-client privilege or other privileges, may
constitute inside information, and is intended only for the use of the addressee. It is the property of Gregg Meyers.
Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying of this communication or any part thereof is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
If you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail, and destroy this

communication and all copies thereof, including all attachments.

ﬂ 2026-01-26 - 1543 - Notice for service on counsel - with attachments - 79pp.pdf
2660K
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The State of South Carolina
In The Court of Appeals

Appeal from Charleston County
Hon. William C. McMaster 111, Circuit Court Judge

Case Nos. 2022-CP-10-04031
2019-CP-10-05892
2018-CP-10-05802

John Doe 305, Julie McDonald, and Richard McDonald, Appellants

V.
Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC, and
The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr.,
David K. Haller, and Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2022-CP-10-04031)
And

Jane Doe 304, Appellant
V.

Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC,

The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,

Bishop Of Charleston, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, and

Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2019-CP-10-05892)
And

Robert Chimento, Appellant
V.

Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC,

The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,

Bishop Of Charleston, of whom Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, and

Richter and Haller, LLC, are Respondents

(2018-CP-10-5802)

Notice of Appeal

Plaintiffs John Doe 305, Julie McDonald, Richard McDonald, Jame Doe 304 and Robert

Chimento hereby appeal orders and judgments of the Honorable William C. McMaster, 111 filed





in these consolidated actions on November 6, 2025 (three orders and three judgments),

December 5, 2025 (three orders and three judgments) and December 30, 2025 (3 orders and 3

judgments).

A copy of each order and judgment is attached.

Related to this appeal is the present pending appeal identified as Appellate Case 2023-

000720, a class action involving civil actions 2006-CP-18-01310, 2006-CP-18-01311, and 2006-

CP-18-01636, each from Dorchester County, and civil actions 2005-CP-10-02053, 2005-CP-10-

03293, and 2005-CP-10-04913, each from Charleston County.

Another related appeal, although not a presently pending appeal, is the South Carolina

Supreme Court decision in Doe v. Bishop, 407 S.C. 128, 754 S.E.2d 494 (2014).

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Gregg Meyers
Gregg Meyers
217 Lucas Street F-1
Mt. Pleasant SC 29464
843-324-1589
attygm@gmail.com

Other counsel of Record:

Rich S. Dukes

Sam Sammataro

Turner Padget Graham & Laney, PA

PO Box 22129

Charleston, SC 29413-2129
RDukes@turnerpadget.com
ssammataro@turnerpadget.com

Counsel for Respondent Bishop of Charleston

Ben Bruner

Bruner Powell Wall & Mullins LLC

PO Box 61110

Columbia, SC 29260-1110
BBruner@brunerpowell.com
Cclark@brunerpowell.com

Counsel for class counsel Lawrence Richter and
Richter & Haller, LLC

John Cuttino

Gallivan, White and Boyd
1201 Main Street
Columbia SC 29201
jeuttino@gwblawfirm.com

Counsel for class counsel David K. Haller





Attachment
Appeal is Taken From:

Orders of
November 6, 2025
and
December 30, 2025
And, if valid,
Orders of December 5, 2025

The orders are attached in chronological order





FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Charleston
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2022CP1004031
John Doe 305 et al Lawrence E Richter, Jr et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

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

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

[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[_] Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); |:| Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

[ ] other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[_| Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[_] Bankruptcy;

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

[ ] other

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

HAffirmed; [_] Reversed; [ ] Remanded;

Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: |:| See attached order (formal order to follow) @ Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

10

Defendants Lawrence E. Richter, David K. Haller, and Richter & Haller, LLC's Motion to Dismiss came before this Court on
October 7, 2025. Gregg Meyers was present on behalf of the Plaintiff. Benjamin Bruner was present on behalf of Defendants
Lawrence E. Richter and Richter & Haller, LLC. John Cuttino was present on behalf of Defendant David K. Haller. After careful
consideration of the materials filed and the arguments of the parties, Defendants' Motion to Dismiss is GRANTED for lack of
service pursuant to Rule 3 and Rule 4, SCRCP. Defense counsel is to prepare a formal Order within 10 days.

It is so Ordered.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends [0] does not end the case. [ ] See Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 11/05/2025 .

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 1 of 2

TEOY00TdD220Z#aASYD - SYATd NOININOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV SE:0T 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





Court Reporter:

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

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2

TEOY00TdD220Z#aASYD - SYATd NOININOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV SE:0T 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





Case Caption:
Case Number:

Type:

Charleston Common Pleas

John Doe 305, plaintiff, et al VS Lawrence E Richter Jr, defendant, et
a
2022CP1004031

Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

William C. McMaster, |11

Electronically signed on 2025-11-05 14:39:58 page 3 of 3

TEOY00TdD220Z#aASYD - SYATd NOININOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV SE:0T 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Charleston
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2019CP1005892
Jane Doe 304 et al Lawrence E Richter, Jr et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

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

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

[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[_] Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); |:| Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

[ ] other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[_| Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[_] Bankruptcy;

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

[ ] other

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

HAffirmed; [_] Reversed; [ ] Remanded;

Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: |:| See attached order (formal order to follow) @ Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

10

Defendants Lawrence E. Richter, David K. Haller, and Richter & Haller, LLC's Motion to Dismiss came before this Court on October 7, 2025.
Gregg Meyers was present on behalf of the Plaintiff. Benjamin Bruner was present on behalf of Defendants Lawrence E. Richter and Richter &
Haller, LLC. John Cuttino was present on behalf of Defendant David K. Haller. After careful consideration of the materials filed and the
arguments of the parties, Defendants' Motions to Dismiss are GRANTED. This Court agrees with the reasoning contained in Judge J. C.
Nicholson's Order filed August 11, 2017 in connection to Case No. 2010-CP-10-04175, which discusses and disposes of the same causes of
action asserted in this case. Defense counsel is to prepare a formal Order within 10 days.

It is so Ordered.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends [0] does not end the case. [ ] See Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 11/05/2025 .

Bishop of Charleston

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 1 of 2

268S00TdO6T0Z#ASYD - SY3ITd NONINOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV 80:TT 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





Court Reporter:

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

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2

268S00TdO6T0Z#ASYD - SY3ITd NONINOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV 80:TT 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





Case Caption:
Case Number:

Type:

Charleston Common Pleas

Jane Doe 304, plaintiff, et al VS Lawrence E Richter Jr , defendant, et
a
2019CP1005892

Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

William C. McMaster, |11

Electronically signed on 2025-11-05 14:41:18 page 3 of 3

268S00TdO6T0Z#ASYD - SY3ITd NONINOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV 80:TT 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Charleston
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2018CP1005802
Robert Chimento Lawrence E Richter, Jr et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

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

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

[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[_] Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); |:| Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

[ ] other
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[_| Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[_] Bankruptcy;

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

[ ] other

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

HAffirmed; [_] Reversed; [ ] Remanded;

Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: |:| See attached order (formal order to follow) @ Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

10

Defendants Lawrence E. Richter, David K. Haller, and Richter & Haller, LLC's Motions to Dismiss came before this Court on October 7, 2025.
Gregg Meyers was present on behalf of the Plaintiff. Benjamin Bruner was present on behalf of Defendants Lawrence E. Richter and Richter &
Haller, LLC. John Cuttino was present on behalf of Defendant David K. Haller. After careful consideration of the materials filed and the
arguments of the parties, Defendants' Motions to Dismiss are GRANTED. This Court agrees with the reasoning contained in Judge J. C.
Nicholson's Order filed August 11, 2017 in connection to Case No. 2010-CP-10-04175, which discusses and disposes of the same causes of
action asserted in this case. Defense counsel is to prepare a formal Order within 10 days.

It is so Ordered.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends [0] does not end the case. [ ] See Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 11/05/2025 .

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 1 of 2

208S00TdO8T0Z#3ASYD - SY3ATd NONINOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV L0:TT 90 AON G20¢ - d311d ATIVOINOHLDO3 13





JULIE J. ARMSTRONG
CLERK OF COURT, C.P. & G.S. ,1 :
- 100 BROAD STREET, SUITE 106 H ﬂ clerkofcourt.charlestoncounty.org

CHARLESTON, SC 29401-2258
RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

CHARLESTON
B COUNTY H

SOUTH CAROLINA

GREGG E. MEYERS
114 4TH AVE NW
BYRON MN 55920-1232

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT/ORDER PURSUANT TO RULE 77 SCRCP
Order/Defts Motion to Dismiss is Granted

CASE NO: 2022CP1004031
John Doe 305 , plaintiff, et al VS Lawrence E Richter Jr, defendant, et al

This judgment was entered on the 06th day of November, 2025, and notice mailed first class on Friday,
November 07, 2025, to all counsel of record and/or all parties entitled to receive notice.

You may view and download this document at http://clerkofcourt.charlestoncounty.org or obtain a
copy in person at the Clerk of Court’s Office during regular Charleston County business hours.
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