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Healtheare, Inc. administered care to Ms. Gee at the Amara Place nursing facility where Ms. Gee
resided.

5. On December 29, 2019, the hospice nurse went to Amara Place at 7:10 p.m. and
provided comfort care to Ms. Gee and instructions to the employees of Amara Place regarding care
of Ms. Gee. [ am informed and believe that the hospice physician was contacted (o prescribe Ativan
and Morphine for Ms. Gee. At approximately at 12:15 a.m., December 30, 2019, our hospice nurse
returned to Amara Place and requested that Amara Place employees administer the Ativan and
Morphine to Ms. Gee. The Amara place employees refused to administer the morphine and Ms.
Gee was pronounced dead at approximately 12:47 a.m., on December 30, 2019. Our hospice nurses
did not have access to Ms. Gee’s medication because the medications were under the exclusive
and total control of Amara Place.

6. Despite requesting they provide the medications, Amara Place refused. Ms. Gee
was subsequently pronounced dead at 12:47 a.m., on December 30, 2019. | am informed and
belicve that the All Seasons hospice nurses did everything appropriately but could not administer
medication which they did not have in their possession, and they do not carry scheduled
medications with them. See generally Paragraphs 12 through 16 of the Notice of Intent to File Suit.

7. The Proofs of Service filed by Plaintiff (Plt. Exhibits 2 and 5) contend that All
seasons Healtheare, Inc., was served with the Notice of Intent to File Suit on December 16,2022,
and served with the Summons and Complaint on June 26, 2023. T'he documents attached Plaintiff's
certificates of service do not have my signature and I did not authorize any other person to accept
service for me. I do not know who signed the return receipts, and [ do not know of any agent or

employce of All Scasons Healtheare, Inc. that received or signed for these alleged mailings. | am

the Registered Agent tor service of process and did not sign the retumn
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receipts. [ am informed and believe that | have never been properly served with either the Notice

of Intent to File Suit or the Summons and Complaint.

Seaasiithay

Heather McCloy

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME
this_} 2% day of March, 20044 (4™
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ELECTROMICALLY FILED - 2024 Mar 12 5:18 PM - RICHLAND - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2023CP4003086

EXHIBIT C
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9590 9402 ?739bL 2055 4955 24

mamm- |l B

First-Class Mail
FPostage & Feas Pald

United States ® Sender: Please print your name, address, and ZIP+4® in this box®
Postal Service
Elizabsth C Moultrie, Senior Paralegal
WKASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS
P O Box 1476

Columbia SC 29202-1476

F LY L YL R S P R ER Y VPG TR TR

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

B Complete ltems 1, 2, and 3.

B Print your name and address on tha raverse
so that we can return the card to you,

m Artach thia card to the back of the mallpiace,
_or on the front if apace permits.

I

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY
A, Signpiu
L‘h‘?i Addrassea

B Huc: w fPﬂﬂfﬂd Name) C. Date of Delivery

(s | 12l

"3, Anlicia Addrasasd ta:

H. McCloy, as RA for Service af.
Process for All Season’ Healthearg:
Inc. _
7142 Woodrow St
Irmo, South Carolina 29063

. ls dsﬁivnry firass diforoatiom flam 17 LJ Yes
I YES, anter dellvery addreas belows [ No

3. Bervice Typa 0 Priorty Mail Express®
1 Adult Signatum L1 Raglatored Mail™
0 Adult Signatura Rastrictad Dallvery O Acglatersd Mall Reatteted
rified Mall@ Deiivary
T Cawtifea) Mal Ristriztod Dolfvery 17 Rignatura Conlirmation™
9580 8402 7386 2055 4855 28 Callect on Delivery O Slgnature Gonfirmatian

P Adlala klismbkae Timngfir o g8l inlwll

13 Colloct on Deitvery Rostricted Dellvery  Reatricted Dellvary

Y017 OkLOD 0000 1954 22499

il L
il Rosidcted Deftvery

T " i

PS8 Form 3811, July 2020 PSN 7530-02-000-8053

Domestic Reluin Racalpl «
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ELECTRONMNICALLY FILED - 2024 Mar 12 5:18 PM - RICHLAND - COMMOMN PLEAS - CASE#2023CP4003086

EXHIBIT D
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Jenniter Murphy, as Personal Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis
Gee,

Plaintiff,
V.

All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, All
Seasons Healthcare, Inc., and TWG
Polo Road, LLC d/b/a Mill Creek
Manor, LLC f/k/a Amara Place at
Columbia,

)
)
)
)
)
;
) PROOF OF SERVICE
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )

I, Elizabeth C. Moulltrie, do hereby certify that on the 26th day of June 2023, | scrved
upon Defendant ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, LIC, a true and comrect copy of the
SUMMONS & COMPLAINT and Plaintiff’s First Discovery Requests by Certified Mail,
Return Receipt Requested, Restricted Delivery to H. MeCloy, as Registered Agent for Service
of Process for All Seasons Healtheare, LLC, as evidenced by United States Postal Form 3811,
postmarked 26 June 2023, and received in my office on 28 June 2023, attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference. S
L .

M[,:fff f_,"""f- ) _,__u.\rf.- e i

’

b
g

Elizabeth C. M&Rru
June 30, 2023

Columbia, South Carolina.
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United States * Sendor: Pleass print your name, address, and ZIP+4® In this box® | o=
Postal Service B
Elizabeth C Moultrie, Senior Paralegal o
KASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS
P O Box 1476
Columbia SC 29202-1476 =
Nee E
¢ Y
£
jul

O

b ":.‘E_“}E “”Hlll:’l]”ll]ll'll]l]]”’iii”llhh”i“]]l'h]]l'llr”il:li;] i

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY:
' B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. o
® Frint your name and address on the roverse / } R ‘,Jéf' j.\g.a,m
80 that wa can return the card to yoll. HIE Adoassee
| Attach this card to the back of the matiplece, ‘ i i ﬁ’ ) . Date of Dallvery
or on the front if space permits. J SN L | (#
1. Article Addressed to: T D. ls dulivery address different from item 17 O Yas

H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for H YES, enter delivery addross below: [ No
Service of Process
for All Season' Healthcare, 7+
7142 Woodrow 5t
Irmo, South Carolina 29063

3, Serviou Type 01 Priofity il Expross®

E A 1 U1 Adull Signaiws O Rpgisierss Maim™
O Adull Slgnature Rnstricled Delivery (D Rogiaternd Mall Reslrlcled
& orties voih n] g;;:;::m GonflrmationT=
5 4002 7 34 V5 L 1t il Restdcted Dali
9590 9402 7398 2055 4958 94 Carled Vil Fosiictsd Dy A e
5 Arviela NI 3 Collect on Dalvery Restricied Dollyery estricted Dollvery
2. Article Number (Transfer from sorvice label) = pre
7022 2410 0001 3098 4858 YA e Daey
S Form 3811, July 2020 PEN 7530-02-000-9053 Domestic Return Recsipt |
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Jennifer Murphy, as Personal ) Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis )
Gee, )
)
Plaintiff, ) Plaintiff’s Supplemental Memorandum in
) Response to Defendant All Season’s
V. ) Healtheare, Ine.’s Motion for Summary
) Judgment or Motion to Dismiss
All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, All )
Scasons Healtheare, Inc., and TWG )
Polo Road, L.1.C d/b/a Mill Creek }
Manor, LLC. {/k/a Amara Place, )
)
)

Defendants.

Plaintiff, by and through undersigned counsel, submits this supplemental memorandum in
response to Defendant All Season’s Healtheare, Inc.’s supplemental memorandum for summary
judgment filed on March 12%, 2024, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court deny Defendant All
Season’s llealthcare Inc.’s motion for dismissal or summary judgment because this delendant was

properly served in a timely manner.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant All Scason’s lealthcare, Inc.’s arguments for dismissal and/or summary
judgment revolve around service and statute of limitations. The statute of limitations in this matter
was December 30™, 2022, Plaintiff filed the Notice of Intent on November 11, 2022, within the
slatute of limiations deadline. Defendant All Scason’s llealthcare, Inc. was properly served with
the Notice of Intent on December 16", 2022, Filing and service of the Notice of Intent tolled the

statute of limitations.
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ARGUMENT AND LAW

Rule 4(d)(8) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure states service is effective
when Plaintiff serves process “by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested and
delivery restricted to the addressee.” Plaintiff mailed the Notice of Intent using the United States
Postal Service's “Certified Mail Restricted Delivery” option. As shown below, the United States
Postal Service explains that Restricted Delivery “allows the mailer to direet delivery only to the
addressee or the addressec’s authorized agent.” As a result, Certified Mail Restricted delivery

complies with Rule 4(d)(8).
&« &} 23 fag.usps.cem/s/article/What-is-Restricted-Delivery

Sond Raoeive 8ho

=L USPS.COM

How can w

Search for a topic

FAQs Home » Sending Mail & Packages » Insuranos & Cxira Sarvices

What is Restricted Delivery?

Salacting Rastrictad Delivery allows the maller to direct dalivery only to the addresses or the addressoe's authorized agent.

Defendant cites to a case in the Court of Common Pleas in Charleston County, Zanin v.
Carolina Specialty Products Inc. In Zanin, the Court granted summary judgment in favor of the
defendant because service of the Amended Complaint was “defective because it was not served by
restricted delivery.” In that case, Plaintill Zanin filed a Memorandum in Opposition to Summary

Judgment on August 27", 2012, with exhibits (See, Exhibit A). In that memorandum, Plaintiff

Page 2 of 5
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admits they did not check the “restricted delivery” box, located in the bottom right of the green
card, when they sent the Amended Complaint by certified mail. (Ex A, pg 3). Because the restricted

delivery box was not checked, Plaintiff Zanin did not comply with Rule 4(d)(8).

The facts in Zanin are wholly inconsistent with the facts in this matter. As shown below,

Plaintiff checked the “restricted delivery” box when the Notice of Intent was mailed to Defendant

All Season’s Healthcare, Inc, and pursuant to the United States Postal Services® definition of

restricted delivery, Plaintiff fully complied with Rule 4(d)(8). Defendant mistakenly asserts it is
the sender’s job to check “addressec™ in the top right box of the green card when sending the mail
Certified, Restricted Delivery. However, as you can see in the photo below, the directions for that
box are to “complete this section on delivery.” Thus, the recipient [ills out that box and identifies
themselves as agent or addressee. When the recipient signed this card on December 16", 2022,

service was effective.

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION OMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. A. Bignatu
M Print your name and address on the raverse ‘\/1 %%LM‘ g gﬁﬂﬂ‘t
so that we can retumn 1he card to you. Addresses
B Aftach this card to the back of the mailplece, B. Hec W !'F"ﬂfﬂd NW’W) C. Date jf Delivery
or on the front if space permits. s 4"-;-6 ) \ 21 G
1. Ariiclo Addressed to: D. Is delivery &didress differentrom item 17 L Yes

If YES, enler delivery address below: O No

H. McCloy, as RA for Service gf .
Process for All Season® Healthcass:
Inc. -
7142 Woodrow St
Irmo, South Carolina 29063

3. Servico Typo O Priority Ml Express®

O Adult Signatura O Reglstered Maoil™
[J Adult Signature Restricted Delivery o HEHlsl.nmﬂ Mall Restricted
find Mali®
: Caortlfied Mall Restrictad Daliv 0O &ignatura Confimation™
9580 9402 7396 2055 4955 28 B N N Baenaie Soren
L Ty ——— [ Caollect an Delivary Restricted Dellvery Restricted Dallvery
7017 OkLO 000D 1954 EE"H ﬂ:m,mmn.mw
PS Form 3811, July 2020 PSN 7530-02-000-9053 Domestle Return Receipt
Page 3 of 5
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“When the civil rules on service are followed, there is a presumption of proper service.”
Roche v. Young Bros., 318 8.C. 207, 456 S.E.2d 897 (1995). Because Plaintiff in this case met the
requirements for service of process, it is presumed Delendant All Season’s 1lealtheare, Inc. was
properly served. “Under Rule 4(d)(8) the defendant, not the plaintiff, must prove that the receipt
was signed by an unauthorized person. The plaintiff need only show compliance with the rules.”
1d. In this case, Defendant All Season’s cannot prove the receipt was signed by an unauthorized
person, as exhibited by their admission in their memorandum in support filed March 12, 2024, and
their response to the interrogatory seen below.
9. Identily by names, address and title the All Scason’s Healthcare, LLC employses
and/or agents who aceepted and signed the certified letter serving the Notice of Intent on December

16", 2022.
ANSWER: Unknown.

It is important to note that when Defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc. was served with
the Summons and Complaint on June 26", 2023, the recipient of the Summons and Complaint
wrote “All Seasons™ on the signature line and marked the “agent™ box, identical to the signature
and check mark as the recipient had done when served with the Notice of Intent. We know the
service of the Summons and Complaint was clfectuated because Ms. McCloy contacted her
insurance carrier, was denied coverage, and ultimately requested an exiension io answer the
complaint. Now this Defendant is claiming the identical proof of service of the Notice of Intent

did not put the Defendant on notice.

This is not the first time Ms. McCloy has attempted to evade service. Ms. McCloy and her
husband, Dr. McCloy, failed to pay over $150,000.00 in federal taxes between the years of 201 |

and 2015. Beginning in 2018, the IRS attempted to levy these owed taxes. Dr. and Ms. McCloy

Page 4 ol 5
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failed to pay back the taxes and in March of 2020, the IRS filed an action against them in South
Carolina District Court. The United States of America attempted to serve Ms. McCloy at her place
of business located at 8142 Woodrow St, Columbia, South Carolina- the same location the Plaintift
in this matter served the Notice of Intent and, later, Summons and Complaint. Ms. McCloy notified
the process server she would not accept service, despite service being ellectuated. The IRS then
served Ms. McCloy at her personal residence out of an abundance of caution. (sce, Exhibit B) This

repeated behavior of atlempling 1o dodge service and liabilities should not be rewarded.

Because the defendant cannot meet their burden in proving the receipt was signed by an
unauthorized person, the presumption of proper service cannot be refuted. As a result, defendant’s

Motions for Summary Judgment and Dismissal should be denied.
Respectlully submitted,

s/lamie Rae Rutkoski

Jamie Rae Rutkoski (SC Bar No.: 103270)
irutkoskif@kassellaw.com

Theile B. McVey (SC Bar No.: 16682)
tmevey(@kassellaw.com

John D. Kassel ( SC Bar No.: 3286)
ikasseli@kassellaw.com

KASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1330 Laurel Street

Post Office Box 1476

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-1476
803-256-4242

803-256-1952 (Facsimile)

Other email; emouliriet@kassellaw.com

April 15,2024

Columbia, South Carolina,

Pagc5of 5
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F\LED

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 21 2: 19
2012 AUG m E&]E COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF LHARLEQTONL‘E i 0 coURT
| ———~"Civil Action No. 2010-CP-10-1515
Frank Zanin and Mary Zanin, )
Plaintiffs,.

MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT AMERICAN BUILDING
PRODUCTS, LLC'S MOTION FOR

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

V.

Carolina Specialty Products, Inc., Earthcore
Industries, LLC and American Building
Products, LLC

T i et Mt M’ M Y v

Delendants.

Plaintiffs hereby submit this Memorandum in opposition to Defendant American
Building Products, LLC's (hereafter "American Building") Motion for Summary Judgment on
the grounds that the Amended Complaint was timely served upon American Building, American
Building was fully aware and notified of the pending complaint in October 2011, as evidenced
by its repeated contact with Plaintiffs' counsel, and, accordingly, summary judgment is not
proper.

Factual Background

On January 21, 2009, a fire occurred at the Plainti{fs' home which originated in the area
behind the fireplace in the home. On September 1, 2011, the Amended Complaint was filed in
this Court, adding American Building as a party Defendant. On October 14, 2011, Plaintiffs
served American Building with a copy of the Summons and Complaint via Certified Mail,
Return Receipt at its place of business in Myrtle Beach, South Carolina. On October 21, 2011,

Plaintiffs' counsel spoke with Scott P. Amaral, the owner of American Building. Amaral stated

_ ROATIO
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that he had received the Summons and Complaint and requested that American Building be
dismissed from the case for reasons relating to the manner in which American Building acquired
Defendant Carolina Specialty Products, Inc. (See Affidavit of Attorney Goodwyn, attached as
Exhibit 1). Mr. Amaral also forwarded an unsigned Letter of Intent to Attnmey. Goodwyn on
that same day, which Amaral asserted was evidence of the terms and conditions of American
Building's acquisition of Carolina Specialty. In response, Attorney Goodwyn requested that Mr,
Amaral forward a signed copy of the ﬁu_rchasc—: and sale a'grcement. See Exhibit 1. Despite
having received the Summons and (_‘,omp']aihl, American Building filed no response to the
Amended Complaint, and Plaintiffs moved for an Order of Default JTudgment on December 14,
2011, On April 2, 2012, Mr. Amaral contacted Attorney Goodwyn via e-mail to inquire s to
why he was receiving default motions and asserting that the purchase of Carolina Specialty was
an "asset only" purchase. Mr. Amaral stated that "my assumption was that you received the

document I sent you [on October 21, 2011] and had dropped us {rom the case." See Exhibit 1.

Legal Standard

Summary judgment is appropriate if "there is no genuine issue as to any material fact." Rule

56(c), SCRCP. In determining whether a triable issue of material fact exists, the Court must

construe all facts and inferences in the light most favorable to the non-movant. Wogan v. Kunze,

379 S.C. 581, 585, 666 S.F.2d 901, 903 (2008).
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Argument

1. The owner of American Building was on notice of, and in receipt of, the Summons
and Complaint as of October 21, 2011, and therefore Plaintiffs' claims are not time-barred.

American Building argues that the Plaintiffs' claims are barred by the Statute of
Limitations becausc an Acceptance of Service ﬁms signed by American Building's counsel on
May 21, 2012." This argument completely ignores that service of the Amended Complaint was
made on October 14, 2011 on an American Building employee, who promptly informed
American Building's owner, Mr. Amaral. Mr. Amaral had actual and/or constructive knowledge
of service of the pleadings on October 14, 2011, and had possession of the pleadings by October
21, 2011, when he telephoned Plaintiffs' c:mmsél. Despite such awareness, American Building
failed to answer the Amended Complaint or otherwise appear in any way until May 2012. To
now assert that service was not perfected until May 2012 is beyond the bounds of
reasonableness.

It is undisputed that Rule 4(d)(8), SCRCP, requires that service madc.by mail shall be
certified, return receipt requested, and restricted delivery. In the instant case, service was by
certified mail, but the restricted delivery box was not checked.’ Despite this technical
deficiency, it is undisputed that the American Building was in actual and constructive receipt of
the PlaintifTs' claims by October 21, 2011 - well within the statute of limitations. American
Building's owner, Mr. Amaral, simply failed to respond - relying upon his position that his
statements to Mr. Goodwyn regarding an "asset only" sale, and the blank Letter of Intent, were

sufficient to allow him to ignore this pending action. Such reliance is misplaced.

' American Building, upon notice of the motion for default judgment, proceeded to hire counsel to appear at the
motion hearing on May 14, 2012 and filed an answer to the Amended Complaint and served discovery on the
Plaintiffs.

? Plaintiffs motion for default judgment was denied in part as a result of this inadvertent technical error.
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Our Supreme Court has noted that "Rule 4, SCRCP, serves at least two purposes. It
confers personal jurisdiction on the court and assures the defendant of reasonable notice of the
action. We have never required exacting compliance With rules to ej}j?:c:t service of process.
Rather we inquire w_hethar the plaintiff has sufficiently complied with the rules such that the
court has personal jurisdiction of the defendant and the defendant has notice of the proceedings."

Roche v. Young Brothers. Inc. of Florence, 318 5.C.207, 456 5.E.2d 897, 899 (1995) (internal

citations omitted) (emphasis addcd); See also Richardson v. P.V.. Inc. 383 5.C. 610, 682 5.1:.2d

263 (2009) (holding that hotel owner who was absent from premises when process was served
upon front desk clerk coﬁld not be relieved from default on grounds of ineffective service where
owner spoke to process server on the phone and acknowledged he was aware of service; where
owner instructed clerk to fax the summeons and complaint to his insurance agent; and where
owner failed to follow up on litigation).

There is no dispute that American Building's employee accepted service of the Amended
| Complaint on October 14, 2011 and that by October 21, 2011, American Building's owner, Mr.
Amaral, had received the pleadings and contacted Plaintiffs' counsel to discuss the case and his
position as to ‘Amcrican Building's liablity (or lack thercof) under the Letter of Intent. To now
arguc that service was not effected untjl May 21, 2012 is simply not supportable. Much like the

hotel owner in Richardson, supra, Mr. Amaral was aware that the pleadings had been served; was

in possession of the pleadings in October 2011; and simply failed to do anything about it. To
now assert that the Plaintiffs' claims are barred by the statute of limitations is simply not
supported by the law or the facts, "A party has a duty to monitor the progress of his case. Lack
of familiarity with legal proceedings is unacceptable and the court will not a hold a layman to

any lesser standard than is applied to an attorney...[W]here the |party] was duly served with the
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summons and complaint, it was his duty to answer the complaint...." Hill v. Dotts, 345 S.C. 304,
547 5.k.2d 894, 897-898 (Ct. App. 2001).
A. Allowing American Buildfng to Avoid the Plaintiffs’ Claims Would Be Inequitable
Even assuming for purposes of this Memorandum that Plaintiffs’ claims are time-barred,

which is expressly dented, the statute of limitations should be equitably tolled in order to allow

the case to go forward. “In order to serve the ends of justice where technical forfeitures would

unjustifiably prevent a trial on the merits, the doctrine of equitable tolling may be applied to toll

the running of the statute of limitations.” Ilooper v. Ebenezer Senior Services, 687 S.E.2d 29,

32, 386 5.C. 108 (2009). “The equitable power of a court is not bound by cast-iron rules but
exists to do fairness and is flexible and adaptable to particular exigencies so that relief will be
granted when, in view of all the circumstances, to deny it would permit one party to suffer a
gross wrong at the hands of the other.” Id. at 33 (citing Hausman v. Hausman, 199 S.W.3d 38
(Tex. App. 2006). “Unlike equitable estoppel, equitable tolling does not require a showing that

the defendant has made a misrepresentation to the plaintiff.” Magnolia North Property Owner’s

Assoc. v. Heritage Communities. Ine,, 725 S.E.2d 112, 397 8.C. 348 (Ct. App. 2012) (nntiﬁg that

equitable tolling is judicially created and stems from the judiciary's inherent power to formulate
rules of procedure where justice demands it .)

In Hooper, the plaintiff “diligently pursued service™ on what turned out to be a non-existent
registered agent for the corporate defendant, but was unable to effect service in a timely manner
- the plaintiff was one week past the 120 day time period outlined in Rule 3(a)(2), SCRCP. The
South Carolina Supreme Court, in cquitably tolling the statute of limitations, noted that “public
policy and the interests of justice weigh heavily” in favor of allowing her claims to proceed. Id.

at 34,
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Similarly, to allow American Building to avoid this litigation would work a severe injustice
on the Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs’ counsel attempted to serve American Building in a timely fashion
and proceeded to communicate with Mr. Amaral via telephone and email on October 21, 2011.
This communication with Mr. Amaral — where Mr. Amaral clearly and unequivocally indicated
that he was aware of the lawsuit having been served on his employee- indicates that American
Building simply chose to ignore this lawsuit without any further inquiry or appearance. To
reward American Building’s disinterest is to work a drastic consequence — dismissal — on the
Plaintiffs. Such a result is clearly against public policy and not in the Court’s interest in seeing

claims actually lingated.

ﬁQDWYN LAW FIRM, LLC
&

T. Jeft Goodwyn, Jr., Esq i'rﬂé_

2519 Devine Street
Suite A

Columbia, SC 29205
(803) 251-4517
Attorney for Plaintifl

Columbia, South Carolina

August 24, 2012
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
. ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )
Civil Action No. 2010-CP-10-1515
Frank Zanin and Mary Zanin,
Plaintiffs,

AFFIDAVIT OF
T. JEFF GOODWYN, JR., ESQ.

V5.

Carolina Specialty Products, Inc., Earthcore
Industries, LLC, and American Building
Products, LLC,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

PERSONALILY APPEARED before me, T. Jeff Goodwyn, Jr., Esquire, who,
being duly swom, deposes and says the following:

ks I am the attorney for Plaintiffs in the above-captioned matter.

2. That the Amended Complaint was served upon Defendant American
Building Products, LLC via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, on October 14,
2011, as evidenced by the l_?frcmf of Service filed with this Court on December 14, 2011
and attached hereto as Exhibxi-; A.

3. Shortly thereafter, 1 received a phone call from Scott Amaral, the owner of
American Building, and I spoke with him on October 21, 2011, as evidenced by the e-mails
attached hereto as Exhibit B.

.4. During my conversation on October 21, 2011, Mr. Amaral stated that he had
received the Summons and Complaint and requested thut American Building Produets, LLC
be dismissed from the case for reasons relating to the manner in which American Building
Products, LLC acquired Defendant Carolina Specialtics — specifically that it was his posiﬁm\

that the acquisition of Carolina Specialtics by American Building was an “asset only”
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purchase.

5 Mr. Amaral sent me a blank Letter of Intent, attached to his e-mail,
purporting to support his position that American Building Products should be dismissed.
See Exhibit B.

6. American Building Products never responded to the Amended Complaint
and I proceeded to file an Affidavit of Default and Motion for Default Judgment.

7 On April 2, 2012, Scott Amaral sent me another e-mail acknowledging
that he had received the Summons and Complaint and default documents and that he had
assumed that T had dismissed American Building Products, LLC from the suit after he

sent me the Letter of Intent on October 21, 2011 (see email dated April 2, 2012 attached

as Exhibit C).

T. I€f¥FGoodwyn, Jr.. Esq#ire
Goodwyn Law Firm, LLC
2519 Devine Street, Suite A
Columbia, SC 29205

(803) 251-4517

Attorney for Plaintiffs

gg;j%RN to before me this
G2 -day of August, 2012.
M Ryl fill

NOTARY FUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
My Cpmmission Expires;_\© — q- @D{a
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ,
]
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON !

Frank Zanin and Mary Zanun,

Plainti{ts.

v,

Carolina Specialty Produets. ne..
industries, LLC. and American Building
Producs. 1.1.C.

Defendanis.

e et s s i kb 1

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

8 Complets items 1, 2, and 3. Also complate
item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.

B Print your name and addras on the raverse
50 that we can return the zard lo you.

B Anach this card to tha back of the maiipiece,

rﬁfﬁ f
"”D(fjf Moy%gal

[rarthcore

INCTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

2010-CP-10-1313

i Uil Action No.

]

)

}

j PROOF OF SERVICE

)

)

i ey : ™

) < ¥ =

) | PSS

i | i £

) 1 2 ] e}

£ bR -t

! S == T S

; B

; i 5 g .

} i e fipt s -4
! = =

l;,.:—‘ b:

\ 2 e

[3J Agent

C ado BLAR

r :g ol Palivery
srefent from Iu.ﬂ 17

Iy addrozs below; O No

/ ' ’ 3 Type
ified Mail [ Exprogs Malt
‘M | A 24’5? , - OlRegistoren  {3-Reiim Fecuip! tuMarchanemsn
O Insured Mail_ 0 G.0.0,
i 4. Rustricied Dc‘wnr)" (Lxrm‘ Fae) O iew

2. Article Number
fMansfer from sarvice st

?UEI"I D‘iEG

0oan é3k8 DEAS?

r&% Farm 3811, February 2004

Daomestie Flaturn Secapt

REFEDES AR

ROA 118

980E00PdIE20CHISYD - SV NOWIWOD - ANYIHOIY - Wd €25 S1 4y +20z - 34 ATIWIINCHLD3 TS



Jeff Goodwyn

From: Jeff Goodwyn [Jgoodwn@goodwynlaw comj
Sent:  Friday, October 21, 2011 622 PM

To: ‘Scott P Amaral'
Subject: RE: File no. 2000-0002
Scott -

It was good 10 talk 1o you today too. Please send me the executed version of the
purchase agreecment when you get back to SC.

Thanks -

T. Jeff Goodwyn, Jr., Esquire
Goodwyn Law Firm, LLC

2519 Devine Street

Suite A

Columbig, §.C. 29205
Telephone: (803) 251-4517
Facsimile: (803) 251-4527

www Groodwynliw. com

______________________

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED

Unless otherwise indicated or obvious from the nature of the following communication, the
information contained herein is attorney-client privileged and confidential information/work
product. The communication is intended for the use of the individual or entity named above. If
the reader of this transmission is not the intended recipient. you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. It you have
received this communication in error or are not surc whether it is privileged, please immediately
notify us by return e-mail and destroy any copies. electronic, paper or otherwise, which vou may
have of this communication.

e o e e e 8 ] e e P e

From: Scott P Amaral [mailto:samaral@abp-lic.net]
Sent: Friday, Qctober 21, 2011 4:41 PM

To: jgoodwyn@goadwynlaw.com - _ FF'S
Subject: File no. 2000-0002 - : s

Jeff, « E

Thank you for returning my call today. Attached please [ind the 1. Ol/Purchase agreemer
entered into by ABP, L1, .C and CSP. Inc. June, 2008. lfxou have further questions ph.ase give

10/21/2011
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me i call,

Thanks,

Scott P Amaral

c. 843-241-0368

f. 508-355-0058
samaral@abp-lic.net

10/21/2011
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dissermination. distribution ¢ copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. 1F you havae
received this communication in error or are not swre whether it 1s privileged, P nlease immediately
notify us by return c-mail and desiroy any copies, electronic. paper or otherw ise, which vou may
have af this communication.

From: Scott P Amaral [mailto;samaral@abp-lic. net]
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 3:30 PM

To: jooodwyn@goodwynlaw.com

Subject: Re; File no. 2000-0002

Mr. Goodwyn,

[ am writing vou because I received a package a week ago from my office in 8C in regards to the
Zanin Case against Carolina Specialty Products, Inc. below is the email in which [ sent you the
purchase agreement between ABP and CSP which states that it was an asset only pur chase. at
that time you said you'd get back to me. which T never received a response and now I'm getting
default motions. Carolina Hpeualw Products Inc. went out of business when we acquired their
assets and we did not assume their liabilities as | stated to you before. and as [ also mentioned to
you, | do not work in that office and did not personally sign for any of these services as you can
see in the proof of service it was signed for by a local employee whe did not get it (o me until
recently, My assumption was that you received the document i sent you and had dropped us
from the case. Could you please let me know what is gaing on,

Thanks,

Scott P Amaral

c. 843-241-0368-

f: 508-355-0058
samaral@abp-lic.net

9BOE00FJOEZ0ZH#IASYD - SYATd NOWINOD - ONYTHOI - Wd €2'S §1 4d¥ $202 - 374 ATIWOINOH L0313

On Oct 21, 2011, at 4:41 PM, Scott P Amaral wrote:

© Jeff,

Thank vou for returning my call today. Attached please find the 1.OV/Purchase agreement
entered into by ABP, LLC and CSP, Inc. June, 2008. If you have further questions please give

me 4 call,

PLAINTIFF'S
T

Thanks,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )
) Civil Action No. 2010-CP-10-1515
Frank Zanin and Mary Zanin, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
). CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Vs. )
)
Carolina Specialty Products, Inc., Earthcore )
Industries, LLC and American Building )
Produets, LLC )
)

Defendants.

This is to certify that-a copy of the foregoing Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant
American Building Products, LLC’s Motion for Summary Judgment and an Affidavit of T.
Jeff Goodwyn, Jr, along with exhibits have been served upon the following party(s) by depositing
a copy of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as shown below on this

ik

day of August, 2012,

James D. Smith, Esquire
MecAngus, Goudelock & Courie, LLC

P.O. Box 650007
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465

by 2Bl

Pdralegal to RJefl Goodwyn, Jr., Esquire
Goodwyn Law Firm, LLC

2519 Devine Street, Suite A

Columbia, 5.C. 29205

(803) 251-4517

’ s
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3:20-cv-00639-JMC  Date Filed 06/23/20 Entry Number 10 Page 1 of 4

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT O SOUTH CAROLINA

COLUMBIA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) Case No.: 3:20-00639-IMC

)

Planufl, )

v. )

)

ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, INC. )

alk/a AlLL SEASONS MEDICAL )

ASSOCIATES, LLC, )

)

Defendant. )

= o2 )

REQUEST FORENTRY OF CLERK'S DEFAULT AGAINST DEFENDANT

The United States of America, by and through undersigned counsel, files this application
for an entry of default against defendant All Seasons Healthcare, Inc. a/k/a All Seasons Medical
Associates, LLC (“All Seasons™) pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(a) and as grounds therefore
states as follows:

1. The United States commenced this action to enforce an Internal Revenue Service levy
served on All Seasons to collect the outstanding federal income tax liabilities of Dr. Stanley
McCloy and Heather Wood a/k/a Heather MeCloy (“Heather McCloy™) who are employed by
the company. (ECF Entry No. 1).

2. As established by the return of service filed with the Court on May |8, 2020, a summons
and complaint were originally served on All Scasons on March 24, 2020, by leaving the
summons and complaint with Heather McCloy, All Seasons’s owner and designated agent for
service of process in South Carolina, at All Seasons’s place of business located at 7142
Woodrow Street, Columbia, South Carolina, (ECF Entry No. 6-1). However, Heather McCloy

informed the process server that she would not accept service. (Id.). Thus, in an abundance of
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3:20-cv-00639-JMC  Date Filed 06/23/20 Entry Number 10 Page 2 of 4

caution, the summons and complaint were personally served on [eather McCloy at her residence
located at 10 Ferrell Lane, Columbia, South Carolina on April 22, 2020. (ECF Entry No. 6-2).
3. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ, P. 12(a)(1)(A)(i), All Seasons was to serve an answer or other
responsc under Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by May 13, 2020. However,
pursuant to the Court’s Standing Order entered on March 16, 2020 (Standing Order, Misc.
Number: 3:20-mc-105), all deadlines in civil cases “are [] extended by 21 days from the current

deadhine sent.” (See also Amended Standing Order, Misc. Number: 3:20-me-139). Therefore,

the deadline for All Seasons to [ile its response to the complaint was extended until June 3, 2020.

4. To date, All Seasons has failed to file cither an answer nor any other motion or responsc
within the deadline provided by the Court’s Standing Order. Accordingly, All Seasons is in
deflault and the United States is entitled to the entry of a default pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(a).
i The United States knows of no reason why a default should not be entered against All
Seasons,

WHEREFORE, the United States prays that the Clerk enters the default against All

Secasons in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(a).
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3:20-cv-00639-JMC  Date Filed 06/23/20 Entry Number 10 Page 3 of 4

Respectfully submitted,
June 23, 2020

RICHARD E. ZUCKERMAN
Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Tax Division

Pascale Guerrier

Trial Altorney, Tax Division
U.S. Department of Justice

555 4th Street, N.W., Room 6223
Washington, D.C. 20001

Phone: (202) 353-1978
Telecopier: (202) 514-4963
Pascale.Guerrier@usdoj.gov

PETER M. MCCOY, JR.
United States Allorney
District of South Carolina

By: s/ Robert Sueed

Robert Sneed

Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA)
Civil Division

U.S. Attorney’s Office, District of

South Carolina

55 Beattic Place, Suite 700

Greenville, SC 29601

(864) 282-2100, robert.sneed@usdoj.gov
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3:20-cv-00639-JMC  Date Filed 06/23/20 Entry Number 10 Page 4 of 4

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COLUMBIA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Case No.: 3:20-00639-JMC

Plaintift,
Y=

ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, INC.
a/k/a ALL SEASONS MEDICAL
ASSOCIATES, LLC,

Defendant.

e -

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned hereby certifies that she is an employee of the Office of the United States
Attorney for the District of South Carolina and is a person of such age and discretion as to be
competent to serve papcrs.
That on June 23, 2020, she served a copy of the attached:
UNITED STATES’ REQUEST FOR ENTRY OF CLERK’S
DEFAULT AGAINST DEFENDANT
by placing said copy in an postpaid envelope addressed to the person(s) hercinafter named, at the
places(s) and address(es) stated below, which is/are the last known address(es), and by depositing
said envelope and contents in the United States Mail at Greenville, South Carolina.
All Seasons Healthcare, Inc.
a/k/a All Seasons Medical Associates, L1.C

7142 Woodrow Strect
Irmo, SC 29063

s/Jennifer Ludwiczak
Jennifer Ludwiczak
|.egal Assistant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

"

COUNTY OF RICHLAND FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

"’

Jennifer Murphy, as Personal Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis
Gee,

Plaintift, Plaintiff's Supplemental Memorandum in
Response to Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss

v, and/or for Summary Judgment

All Season’s Healtheare, LLC, All
Seasons Healtheare, Inc., and TWG
Polo Road, LLC d/b/a Mill Creek
Manor, LLC. {/k/a Amara Place,

T St v St it vt M gt St e Vvt St

Defendants.

Plaintiff, by and through undersigned counsel, submits this supplemental memorandum in
response to Defendants® Motions to Dismiss and/or for Summary Judgment. It is undisputed that
filing a complaint in an improper venue does not result in a dismissal, but rather a transfer to the
proper county. Therefore, {iling a Notice of Intent pursuant to 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 in an

improper venue is not cause for dismissal of a case.’

Relevant Factual Background

Parties agree the proper venue for this matter is Richland County. On November | 1, 2022,
Plaintiff filed the Notice of Intent to File Suit in Greenwood County, within the prescribed statute
of limitations. On December 16", 2022, Defendant All Seasons Healtheare, Inc. was served by
Certificd Restricted Mail via USPS. On February 9", 2023, Defendant TWG Polo Rd., LLC was

served by a process server. Attorneys did not appear for either Defendant. On March 9 2023,

! Plaintiff files this supplemental memorandum because Defendants never specifically raised in their briefing lo this
Court that filing a NOT in an improper venue merils dismissal of the case.
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Plaintiff mailed letters to both Defendants notifying them of pre-suil mediation, as required by
$.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125. On March 27", 2023, “Trish™ from All Season’s Healthcare called
Plaintiff's counsel’s office to discuss the contents of the letter. Plaintiff’s counsel’s office
confirmed the date of the mediation with Trish and requested an email address to send the relevant
information. lmmediately after that phone call, EClizabeth Mouliric emailed Trish at

trish(@allseasonshealthsc.com with the relevant documentation to attend the scheduled pre-suit

mediation. (see, Exhibit A). Neither Defendant appeared at mediation.

Once the mediator filed the ADR paperwork in Greenwood County, Plaintiff transferred
the Greenwood County case to Richland County. Plaintiff then filed the Complaint in Richland

County and served both All Season’s Healthcare, Inc. and TWG Polo Rd., LL.C.
Law

Defendants assert that Failure to file the Notice of Intent in the proper venue negates the
tolling of the statute of limitations and, as such, should result in dismissal of this case. 5.C. Code
Ann. § 15-79-125 states: “the plaintiff shall contemporaneously file a Notice of Intent to File Suit
and affidavit of an expert witness . . . in a county in which venue would be proper for filing or
initiating the civil action.” However, the statute does not specify the consequence for failure to
strictly comply with the directions in the statute. Nowhere in the statute does the legislature suggest
that strict compliance is required 1o toll the statute of limitations and nowhere in the statute does
the legislature suggest that failure to strictly comply should result in dismissal of a potentially

meritorious claim.

The South Carolina Supreme Court has addressed the purpose and intention of 8.C. Code

Ann. § 15-79-125 in Ross v. Waccamaw Cmiy, Hosp., 404 S.C. 56, 744 S.E.2d 547 (2013). In
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Ross, plaintiffs failed to complete the pre-suit mediation within 120 days as prescribed by the
statute. Just as the statuic states that the Notice of lntent “shall” be [iled in the proper venue, the
statute also states mediation “shall” take place within 120 days. However, the Supreme Court
found that failure to strictly comply with the statute should not result in dismissal of the claim.

Ross v. Waccamaw Cmty, Hosp., 404 S.C. 56, 744 S.E.2d 547 (2013).

The Court found that the legislature in no way meant for $.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 to
be a “trap™ to confuse litigants and result in dismissal of meritorious claims. Id., at 63, 550. Instead,
the Court found that “[i]t is clear that the Legislature enacted section 15-79-125 to provide an
informal and expedient method of culling prospective medical malpractice cases by fostering the

settlement of potentially meritorious claims and discouraging the [iling of frivolous claims.” /d.

Rule 82(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure states: “when an action is
brought in the wrong county or in the wrong court, the court shall not dismiss the action but shall
transfer is to any proper county or court in which it could have been brought.” If this were a case
that didn’t require the [iling of a Notice of Intent, and a complaint was filed in this case in
Greenwood County on November | 1", 2023, the remedy would be that the case be transferred to
the proper venue. The casc could not be dismissed for filing a complaint in an improper venue.
The idea that the enactment of $.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 creates a new procedural hurdle, as
opposed to the statute’s intention of culling unmeritorious cases and encouraging resolution, is
contrary to the Supreme Court’s ruling in Ross v. Waccamaw and contrary to the intention of the

legislature.

The Court’s decision in Ross v. Waccamaw in conjunction with Rule 82 of the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure can lead to only one reasonable conclusion: the remedy for

filing a Notice of Intent in an improper venue is to transfer the case to the proper venue, not to
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dismiss the case. The purpose of 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 is to cull malpractice claims with
no merit. It is not meant to be a procedural trap for Plaintiffs who otherwise would be able to move

forward with meritorious claims.

Respectfully submitted,

s/lamie Rae Rutkoski

Jamie Rae Rutkoski (SC Bar No.: 103270)
irutkoski@kassellaw.com
Theile B. McVey (SC Bar No.: 16682)
tmevey(@mkassellaw.com

John D). Kassel ( SC Bar No.: 3286)
jkassel(@kassellaw.com

KASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1330 Laurel Street

Post Office Box 1476

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-1476
803-256-4242

803-256-1952 (Facsimile)

Other email: emoultric@@kassellaw.com

April 18, 2024

Columbia, South Carolina.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Jennifer Murphy, as Personal ) Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis )
Gee, )
)
Plaintiff, ) Plaintiff’s Motion to Alter or Amend the
) Order Granting Summary .Judgment to
V. ) Defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc.
)
All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, All )
Seasons Healtheare, Inc., and TWG )
Polo Road, LLC d/b/a Mill Creck )
Manor, LLC. f/k/a Amara Place, )
)
Defendants. )

Plaintitt, by and through undersigned counsel moves this Court to alter or amend the order
granting summary judgment to defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc., pursuant to Rule 59 of

the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.
L Factual background and discrepancics

Plaintiff brought this action against Defendants for breaching the standard of care in
providing hospice and comfort care to the decedent, Phyllis Gee while she was admitted 1o All
Season’s lealthcare and receiving hospice care from All Season’s Healthcare, Inc. Plaintifl has
alleged Defendants failed to provide medication while Phyllis Gee was actively dying. In the
Court’s Order from May 13™, 2023, the Court made a finding of fact that an Amara Place nurse

“refused” to provide medication to Ms. Gee. There is no basis for this [inding in the record.

The statute of limitations in this case fell on December 30U, 2022, Plaintift filed the Notice

of Intent in Greenwood County on November 11", 2022. Defendant All Season’s Healthcare,
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Inc, was served on December 16", 2022, through certified mail, restricted delivery, return receipt

requested. The return receipl was returned to PlaintifTs signed “All Seasons Healthcare.”

Defendant All Scason’s Healtheare, Inc., did not have an attorney appear on the record.
PlaintifTs notified Delendant All Scason’s Healtheare, Inc., of the pre-suit mediation by way of
letter. On March 1%, 2023, Elizabeth Moultrie, a paralegal employed by Plaintiff*s counsel, took
a phone call from *Irish,” an employee of All Season’s Healthcare, Inc., regarding the pre-suit
mediation. Ms. Moultrie then provided the documents related to the Notice of Intent to “Trish”
after the phone call. Still, no attorneys appeared for Defendant. Plaintiff moved forward with

pre-suit mediation.

PlaintifT then transferred the Notice of Intent to Richland County, the undisputed proper
venue, on June 13", 2023, Plaintiff then filed the Summons and Complaint in this case in
Richland County on June 13", 2023. Defendant All Scason’s Healtheare, Inc., was served in the
same manner as the Notice of Intent. Again, the return receipt was returned with the signature
line reading “All Scasons Healthcare.” Defendant’s insurance company was notified by
Defendant All Scasons’ Healthcare, Inc., and denied the claim. Heather McCloy, registered agent
and owner of All Scason’s Healtheare, Inc., requested a continuance to answer the complaint,

Plaintift granted the request.

I South Carolina law shifts burden to Defendant to prove improper service when
Plaintiff meets the service requirements of Rule 4 of the South Carolina Rules ol

Civil Procedure.

Rule 4(d) ot the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure sets out the process with which

defendants must be served. “When the civil rules on service are followed, there is a presumption
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of proper service.” Roche v, Young Bros., 318 5.C. 207, 456 5.15.2d 897 (1995). In Roche,
Plaintifl sucd Young Brothers, Inc., a corporation which owned and operated the hotel where
Plaintifl was injured. PlaintifT filed their Summons and Complaint and served Young Brothers,
Inc., by mailing the summons and complaint certified mail, return receipt requested addressed to
the Registered Agent Mr. Edward L.. Young. 'The return receipt was signed by J.N. Young.
Detendants never answered the complaint. Plaintiff filed a Motion for Default, underwent a
default hearing, and was granted a judgment. Plaintiff served Young Brothers, Inc., with the
judgment in the same manner with which the complaint was served. Again, J.N. Young signed
the return receipt. At that point, Young Brother’s Inc. finally made an appearance in an etfort to

sel aside the default,

Although J.N. Young was not the Registered Agent named on the certificd mail, the record
showed that he signed for the mail and distributed it throughout the facility. The Supreme Court
of South Carolina found that Plainti[T had met the requirements of Rule 4(d)(3). Further the
Supreme Court specifically articulated that it was not Plaintiff’s burden to prove that an agent
signed the return receipt, Instead, the burden shifis to the defendant to prove that whoever signed
as an agent of the deflendant corporation was not granted authority to do so. Roche v. Young

Bros., 318 5.C. 207, 456 S.E.2d 897 (1995).

This matter is similar to Roche v. Young Brothers in three important aspects: 1) Plaintifl met
the requirements proper service as described in Rule 4(d)(8) of the South Carolina Rules ol Civil
Procedure, 2) service was effected twice, in the same manner, on the same defendant, and
Defendant chose only to respond the second time, and 3) Defendant cannot prove the return

receipt was signed by an unauthorized agent, as required by South Carolina law.
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Rule 4(d)(8) notes service on a corporation is effective when the summons and complaint are
sent “by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested and delivery restricted to the
addressee.” In this case, Plaintift mailed the Notice of Intent using the United States Postal

Service's “Certified Mail Restricted Delivery™ option.

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

1
|
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B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. A, Signatu g
® Print your name and address on the reverse H %Lh g e
so that we can return the card to you. =) Addressee
B Attach this card to tha back of the ma“ﬂfec-ﬂ, B. Hac w (Printed Narng) C. Dale of Delivery
____or on the front If space permits., }Q%—EL@{J,@ 1 216
1. Ariicla Addressed to: D. Is delivary nddress difieroatrom item 17 L Yes

If YES, enter delivery address balow; I No

H. McCloy, as RA for Service of.
Process for All Season’ Healthcate:
Inc. )
7142 Woodrow St
Irmo, South Carolina 29063

3. SBervice Typo [ Priority Mall Express®

i L} Adult Signatura [} Ragistared Mail™
O Adult Bignatura Restrictad Delivery 3 Registerad Mall Fastricted
?&mliiod Malke a D;! very Confirmation™
2 O = Catified Mall Restricted Delivery Signature rmation
) 9590 9402 7396 2055 4955 28 Collect on Delivery O Signalure Confirmatian
2 Actialn Miumhar [Trancfar frmm servine lahall 1 Coliest on Dolivery Rostricted Dalivary Restricted Delivery
il |
70L7 DEED gooo 1954 EE':I':! il Restricted Defivery
PS Form 3811, July 2020 PSN 7520-02-000-8053 Domestic Return Receipt |

As shown below, the United States Postal Service explains that Restricted Delivery “allows
the mailer to direct delivery only to the addressee or the addressee’s authorized agent.”' Asa

result, Certified Mail Restricted delivery complies with Rule 4(d)(8).

! hitps://fag.usps.com/s/article/ What-is-Restricted-Delivery
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& . & 25 fanusps.com/ s/ artitl av-iz-Ragtricted - Deliy

suspscov IS o

FAQs Home @ Sencing Mal & Pacxages #» (nsuranes & Extra Services

What is Restricted Delivery?

Salacting Hestriotsd Delivery allows tha mailet o dirsal dalivary only to tha addresaee or the addressss's authorized agenl.

Further, Rule 4(d)}(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure permits scrvice of the
Summons and Complaint on “an officer, a managing or general agent, or to any other agent
authorized by appointment or law to receive service of process.” Although Heather McCloy was
the Registered Agent of All Season’s llealthcare, Inc., at the time the Notice of Intent was
served, she is not the only individual who had authority (o accept service on behalf of the
company. Thus, relying on an affidavit indicating Ms. McCloy did not sign the return receipt is
improper because the evidence is insufficient to prove the return receipt was not signed by an
authorized agent, as required under the Supreme Court’s ruling in Roche. Roche v. Young Bros.,

318 8.C. 207, 456 $.E.2d 897 (1995).

Plaintiff in this case met the requirements for service of process, so it is presumed Defendant
All Season’s Healthcare, Inc. was properly served. “Under Rule 4(d)(8) the defendant, not the

plaintiff, must prove that the receipt was signed by an unauthorized person. The plaintiff need

ROA 136

SHE|

980E00FdOEC0ZHASYD - SYI1d NOWIWOD - ANV IHDIH - Wd £2:1 €2 fBIW #202 - A3 114 ATIVIINOHLD



only show compliance with the rules.” Roche v. Young Bros., 318 5.C. 207, 456 5.E.2d 897

(1995),

Defendant cited to, and the Courl’s order relied on, a case in the Court of Commeon Pleas
in Charleston County, Zanin v. Carolina Specialty Products Inc. In Zanin, the Court granted
summary judgment in favor of the defendant because service of the Amended Complaint was
“defective because it was not served by restricted delivery.” In that case, Plaintiff Zanin filed a
Memorandum in Opposition to Summary Judgment on August 27", 2012, with exhibits. In that
memorandum, Plaintiff admits they did not check the “restricted delivery” box, located in the
bottom right of the green card, when they sent the Amended Complaint by certified mail. Because

the restricted delivery box was not checked, Plaintiff Zanin did not comply with Rule 4(d)(8).

The facts in Zanin are wholly inconsistent with the facts in this matter. As shown on the
return receipt below, Plaintiff checked the “restricted delivery” box when the Notice of Intent was
mailed to Defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc, and pursuant to the United States Postal
Services’ definition of restricted delivery, Plaintiff fully complied with Rule 4(d)(8). Defendant
mistakenly asserts it is the sender’s job to check “addressce™ in the top right box of the green card
when sending the mail Certified, Restricted Delivery. However, as you can see in the photo below,
the directions for that box are to “complete this scetion on delivery.” Thus, the recipient fills out
that box and identifies themselves as agent or addressee. When the recipient signed this card on

th

December 16", 2022, service was effective.
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SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

m Complete items 1, 2, and 3. A, Signatu

b
® Print your name and address on the reverse Jd'[ %ﬁf‘;ﬂ,,f %Bht
80 that we can return the card to you. _ L Addressea

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiecs, B. Reogived vy (Frinted Nare) Q. Rule ot Cnivary
or on the frant if space permits. ,(\‘yem | 216
1, Article Addressed to: D. Is dalivery ‘hifdress differestTrom item 17 [ Yes

If YES, enter delivery address below: [ No

H. McCloy, as RA for Service of.
Process for All Season’ Healthcass:
Inc. '
7142 Woodrow St
Irmo, South Carolina 29063

3. Service Type [ Priority Mall Express®
[ Adutt Signaturp LI Rogistarad Mafi™
L1 Aduit Bignature Restrictnd Uallvery (m] Hu?htumd Mail Restricted
erdified Mail® a8 Confl i
L Q. E 55 Cortified Mall Restricted Delivery ignature Confirmation
590 9402 7396 2055 4955 28 Gallect on Dellvery O Signatura Canfirmatien
2 Ackinin Rlymbor Hranefor fram cardea Iahal O Collect on Delivery Restricted Delivery Restricted Delivery
dl )
70L7 DE;E.U oooD 1954 EE"’H i Resircted Delivery
PS Farm 3811, July 2020 PSN 7530-02-000-9053 Domestic Return Receipt |

In this case, Defendant All Season’s cannot prove the receipt was signed by an
unauthorized person, as exhibited by their admission in their memorandum in support filed March
12, 2024, and their response to the interrogatory seen below.

9, Iden(ily by names. address and title the All Scason’s Healtheare, LLC employees
and/or agents who accepted and signed the certified letter serving the Notice of Intent on December

164 2022,
ANSWER: Unknown.

It is important to note that when Defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc. was served with
the Summeons and Complaint on June 26 20023, the recipient of the Summons and Complaint
wrote “All Seasons™ on the signature line and marked the “agent” box, identical to the signature
and check mark as the recipient had done when served with the Notice of Intent. We know the
service of the Summons and Complaint was effectuated because Ms. McCloy contacted her

insurance carricr, was denied coverage, and ultimately requested an extension to answer the
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complaint. Now this Defendant is claiming the identical proof of service of the Notice of Intent

did not put the Defendant on notice.

This is not the first time Ms. McCloy has attempled 1o evade service. Ms. McCloy and her
husband, Dr. McCloy, failed to pay over $150,000.00 in federal taxes between the years of 2011
and 2015. Beginning in 2018, the IRS attempted to levy these owed taxes. Dr. and Ms. McCloy
failed 1o pay back the taxes and in March of 2020, the [RS filed an action against them in South
Carolina District Court. The United States of America attempted to serve Ms. McCloy at her place
of business located at 8142 Woodrow 91, Columbia, South Carolina- the same location the Plaintiff
in this matter served the Notice of Intent and, later, Summons and Complaint. Ms. McCloy notified
the process server she would not accepl service, despite service being effectuated. The IRS then
served Ms. McCloy at her personal residence out of an abundance of caution. (see, lixhibit B) This

repeated behavior of attempting to dodge service and liabilities should not be rewarded.

Recause the defendant cannot meet their burden in proving the receipt was signed by an
unauthorized person, the presumption of proper service cannot be refuted. As a result, this Court
should reverse the Order granting Defendant All Season’s Healtheare Ine.’s Motions for Summary

Judgment and Dismissal on these grounds.
III.  Filing a Notice of Intent in an improper venue is not grounds for dismissal.

Defendants assert that failure to file the Notice of Intent in the proper venue negates the
tolling of the statute of limitations and, as such, should result in dismissal of this case. 5.C. Code
Ann. § 15-79-125 states: “the plaintiff shall contemporancously file a Notice of Intent to File Suit
and affidavit of an experl wilness . . . in a countly in which venue would be proper for filing or

initiating the civil action.” However, the statute does nol specify the consequence for failure to
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strictly comply with the directions in the statute. Nowhere in the statute does the legislature suggest
that strict compliance is required to toll the statute of limitations and nowhere in the statute does
the legislature suggest that failure to strictly comply should result in dismissal of a potentially

meritorious claim.

The South Carolina Supreme Court has addressed the purpose and intention of §.C. Code
Ann. § 15-79-125 in Ross v. Waccamaw Cmty. Hosp., 404 5.C. 56, 744 5.E.2d 547 (2013). In
Ross, plaintiffs failed to complete the pre-suit mediation within 120 days as prescribed by the
statute. Just as the statute states that the Natice of Intent “shall” be fliled in the proper venue, the
statute also states mediation “shall” take place within 120 days. However, the Supreme Court
found that failure to strictly comply with the statute should not result in dismissal of the claim.

Ross v. Waceamaw Cmty. Hosp., 404 5.C. 56, 744 §.E.2d 547 (2013).

The Court found that the legislature in no way meant for $.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 (o
be a “trap” to confusc litigants and result in dismissal of meritorious claims. /d., at 63, 550, Instead,
the Court found that “[iJt is clear that the Legislature enacted section 15-79-125 to provide an
informal and expedient method of culling prospective medical malpractice cases by fostering the

seltlement of potentially meritorious claims and discouraging the filing of frivolous claims.” Id.

Rule 82(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure states: “when an action is
brought in the wrong county or in the wrong court, the court shall not dismiss the action but shall
transfer is to any proper county or court in which it could have been brought.” It this were a case
that didn’t require the filing of a Notice of Intent, and a complaint was filed in this case in
Greenwood County on November 11", 2023, the remedy would be that the case be transferred to
the proper venue. 'The case could not be dismissed for [iling a complaint in an improper venue.

The idea that the enactment of $.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 creates a new procedural hurdle, as
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opposed to the statute’s intention of culling unmeritorious cases and encouraging resolution, is
contrary to the Supreme Court’s ruling in Ross v. Waccamaw and contrary to the intention of the

legislature.

The Court's decision in Ross v. Waccamaw in conjunction with Rule 82 ol the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure can lead to only one reasonable conclusion: the remedy for
filing a Notice of Intent in an improper venue is to transfer the case to the proper venue, not o
dismiss the case. The purpose of 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-79-125 is to cull malpractice claims with
no merit. It is not meant to be a procedural trap for Plaintiffs who otherwise would be able to move

forward with meritorious claims.

Based on the foregoing, Plaintift respectfully requests this Court reverse the Order of May

13", 2024, and deny Defendant All Season’s Healthcare, Inc’s. motion for summary judgment.
Respectfully submitted,

sflamie Rac Rutkoski

Jamie Rae Rutkoski (SC Bar No.: 103270)
jrutkoskizkassellaw.com

Theile B. McVey (SC Bar No.: 16682)
tmeveyi@hassellaw.com

John D. Kassel ( SC Bar No.: 3286)
ikasselimkassellaw.com

KASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1330 Laurel Street

Post Office Box 1476

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-1476
803-256-4242

803-256-1952 (Facsimile)

Other email: emoullriciikassellaw,com

May 23, 2024

Columbia, South Carolina.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF GREENWOOD ) FOR THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Jennifer Murphy, as Personal ) Civil Action No.: 2022N12400012
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis )
Gee, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) ORDER GRANTING
V. ) Ex Parte
) MOTION TO CHANGE VENUE
All Season’s Healtheare, LLC, All )
Seasons Healtheare, Inc., and TWG )
Polo Road, LL.C d/b/a Mill Creek )
Manor, L1.C f/k/a Amara Place at )
Columbia, )
)
Defendants. )

This matter comes before the Court on PlaintifTs Motion pursuant to the South Carolina
Cade of Laws § 15-7-30 and Rule 12(b)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, for an
Order changing the venue [rom Greenwood County to Richland County. Defendants are residents
of and/or have a principal place of business in Richland County and the subject alleged medical
malpractice/negligence occurred in Richland County. Similarly, Plaintiff’s decedent was a resident

of Richland County at the time of her passing.

‘T'his Motion having come on this day upon the ex parte Motion of PlaintifT for a change of
venue, and the Court having considered the Motion and attachments thereto submitted, find that

proper venue for this action is Richland County; and, therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this matter be transferred to Richland County.

[Signature appears on the following page.]
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Greenwood Common Pleas

Case Caplion: Jennifer Murphy . plaintiff, et al VS All Scason'S Healthcare Llc .

defendant, et al
Case Number: 2022N12400012

Type: Order/Change of Venue

Circuit Court Judge

s/Donald B. Hocker, Judge Code 2167

Electronically signed on 2023-06-12 10:41:35 page2of 2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND C/A NO.: 2023-CP-40-03086

Jennifer Murphy, as Personal Representative

of the Estate of Phyllis Gee, ORDER GRANTING

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT,

- ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, INC.
V.

All Season’s Healtheare, LLC, All Seasons
Healtheare, Inc., and TWG Polo Road, LLC
d/b/a Mill Creck Manor, LLC [k/a Amara
Place at Columbia,

Defendants.

This matier comes before the Court on April 17, 2024, on Defendant All Season’s
Healtheare, Inc.’s Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion to Dismiss, filed March 12, 2024,
pursuant 1o Rules 3, 4, 5 and 12(b)(1), 12(b)(2), 12(b)(4), 12(b)(5), 12(b)(6) and 56 of the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, and 8.C. Code §15-79-125 and §15-36-100. The grounds for
said Motion are that Defendant All Scason's Healtheare, Inc. was not properly served with the
Notice of Intent to File Suit or Suminons and Complaint pursuant to Rule 3 SCRCP, that there was
improper service pursuant to Rule 4 SCRCP and that if this action were properly served, it is barred
by the statuie of limitations,

The pleadings, documents, and affidavits filed in this matter establish the following
uncontested facts: All Seasons Healthcare, Inc., is a South Carolina corporation with its principal
place of business in Irmo, South Carolina, which is in Lexington County. [t provides nursing

hospice care services to paticnts who have been deemed appropriate for end-ot-life hospice care.
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Its employees work at various healthcare facilities and also serve clients/patients at their home. It
is not an employee or agent of Co-Delendant Amara Place but did provide hospice care to patients

there.
At all times, Heather MeCloy was registered agent [or All Scasons Healtheare, Inc.

Phyllis Gee had been diagnosed with late onsel Alzheimer’s disease and was a resident at
Amara Place. In September 2018, Ms. Gee and her family elected hospice care and agreed (o be
administered pain medication and requested a DNR (Do Not Resuscitate). All Seasons Hospice
nurses do not carry pain medications or schedule drugs, as those were kept in the Amara Place

under control of their statf.

In the aftemmoon of December 29, 2019, the hospice nurse for All Seasons Healthcare, Inc.,
advised Amara Place to administer Ativan to help alleviate the patient’s anxiety. The family called
the hospice nurse at 11:42 p.m., stating the patient’s condition was not relieved and the hospice
nurse returned to the facility approximately at 12:15 am. The nurse arrived, questioned the med
tech il the patient received any medication since she lefl, and the med tech staled that the patient
had not. She requested that the Amara Place med tech administer medications, but they refused.
Plaintiff’s decedent passed away on December 30, 2019, less than thirly minutes aller the hospice

nurse arrived.

Plamti[f filed a Notice ol Intent to File Suit on November 11, 2022, in Grecnwood County.
None of the parties are domiciled in Greenwood County, and Delendant administered no carc to
the Decedent in Greenwood Countly. Plamntifl attempted (o serve Delendant with the Notice of
Intent on December 16, 2022, bul the certified mail receipt shows that delivery was not restricted
to the addressee and was instead ostensibly received by someone who signed “All Scasons™ on the

return receipt.
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Plaintiff then sought to move their own action to Richland County on or aboul June 6,
2023, On or about June 12, 2023, the “Notice of Intent™ action was initiated in Richland Counly
under a new case number; three years and 164 days afler the death of the Decedent. Plaintiff then
filed the Summons and Complaint on June 13, 2023, and attempted to serve Defendant on June

26, 2023. The return receipt was not signed by registered agent H. McCloy.
DISCUSSION

Plaintiff failed to serve Complaint as required by Rule 4(d)(8) of the South Carolina Rules
of Civil Procedure. Proper service by certified mail under SCRCP Rule 4(d)(8) is effected when
Plaintift serves process “by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested and delivery
restricted to the addressee.” Rule 4(d)(8) SCRCP. Service by mail is defective where cither an
unauthorized person signed the receipt or if delivery was not restricted to the addressce. Langley
v. Graham, 322 85.C. 428, 431, 472 S.E.2d 259, 261 (Ct. App. 1996). The burden of showing
compliance is upon the party asserting proper service. Roche v. Young Brothers, Inc., of Florence,
318 8.C. 207, 456 S.1.2d 897 (1995).

In Zanin v. Carolina Specialty Products, Inc., the Court of Common Pleas in Charleston
County addressed a very similar situation. In Zanin, the plaintifT attempted service by mail upon
defendant ABP. Zanin v. Carolina Specialty Products, Inc, 2012W1L9490703 (Civil Action No.
2010-CP-10-01515 in Charleston County Ct. of Common Pleas). The plaintifl’s certified mailing
was addressed to ABP’s owner Scott Amaral, but the mailing was nol resiricled to the addressece
and the return receipt was signed by a “D. Reilly.” Id at 1.

The Court in Zanin ruled that the plaintiff’s attempt to serve the defendant pursuant 1o Rule
4(d)(®), which requires service by certified mail be done with return receipt requested and delivery

restricted to the addressee, was defective. /4 at 2. The plaintiff did not comply with the plain
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meaning of Rule 4(d)(8) which firmly requires restricted delivery to the addressee only. /d. The
Court granted defendant ABP's Motion for Summary Judgment because the plaintift’s attempt at
service by mail, in which an unauthorized person signed the receipt and delivery not restricted to
the addressee, was defective and therefore the Court had no personal jurisdiction over ABP.

The present case is nearly identical to Zawin. Here, Plaintiff’s filed Proof of Service for the
Notice of Intent for the Greenwood County case dated December 16, 2022, contains a scan of a
return receipt addressed to “H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for Service of Process for All Seasons
Heultheare, Ine.” This return receipt, though marked for restricted delivery, is clearly not marked
for restricted delivery to the addressee as required by Rule 4(d)(8) as shown by the top right
checkboxes on the return receipt. Plaintiff made this same error in their attempt to serve the
Richland County Summons and Complaint on the retum receipt dated June 26, 2023, where the
delivery was nol restricted to the addressee, The alfidavit of Elizabeth C. Moultrie confirms that
counsel for Plaintiff did not restrict delivery Lo the addressee only.

Further, Defendant’s registered agent Heather MeCloy did not sign the return receipt, and
Defendant does not know who signed the return receipts. The signature block only reads “ALL
SEASONS.” This occurred because Plaintiff did not serve cither the Notice of Intent or the
Summons and Complaint as required by Rule 4 and Langley; as a result, Defendant was never
properly put on notice of Plaintifl"s claims. The goal of Rules 3 and 4 of the South Carolina Rules
of Civil Procedure, and service of process rules in general, is to require the plaintiff to provide
sufficient notice to the defendant of what their claims are and the basis for those claims. Here,
Plaintiff's failure to adhere to SCRCP Rule 4(d)(8) thwarted this goal, and Defendant would now
suffer prejudice in having 1o defend claims served out of time due to Plaintiff’s own error.

The Notice of Intent to File Suit must be served upon all named defendants in accordance
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with the service rules for a summons and complaint outlined in the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure. 5.C. Code § 15-79-125(x). If & Summons and Complaimnt are not served within the
gtatute of limitations, actual service must be accomplished no later than 120 days afler [iling, Rule
3(a) SCRCP. Emailing process to an employee of a defendant is not sulficient service under the
civil rules. See Rule 4 SCRCP generally.

Here, it is uncontested that the three-year statute of limitations ran on December 30, 2022,
It is uncontested that Plaintill filed their Notice of Intent to File Suit less than two months before
the expiration of their statutory period in an improper county where no party was domiciled, and
no events related to the allegations occurred. 5.C. Code § 15-79-125(a) requires Plaintiff to file in
a counly in which venue would be proper [or filing or initiating the civil action. This action was
not filed in Richland County until June 12, 2023; 164 days afier the running of the statute of
limitations.

Also, since Plaintiff did not serve the Notice prior (o December 30, 2022, Plaintiff was
required (o serve it within 120 days of filing; in this case, before April 29, 2023, Plaintiff filed her
Richland County Summons and Complaint on Jung 13, 2023, and since the statute of limitations
expired on December 30, 2022, PlaintifT had 120 days to serve this as well,

Plaintiff fails to show that any olficer, managing or general agent, or any other agent
authorized to receive service of process actually received and “signed” for the Complaint. Neither
the Notice of Intent to File Suit nor the Summons and Complaint have been properly served on
Defendant. Plaintiff, as (he parly asserling proper service, bears the burden of proving such proper
service. Plaintiff asserts that Defendants must prove non-scrvice; the Delendants have met this
burden and have shown that there 1s no genuine issue of material fact that Defendant was not

served in compliance with the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.
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Plaintiff failed to restrict delivery of their Notice ol Intent to File Suil and Complaint to the
addressee as shown by the return receipt, and thus created the scenario where no addressee listed
on PlaintifTs initial service attempt, registered agent of Defendant, nor proper agent authorized to
accepl service on behall of Defendant received any timely notice of Plaintift’s claims or filing.
Plaintiff also cannot provide any evidence that the addressee herself cver received the mailed
Notice of Intent or Summons and Complaint or wrote “ALL SEASONS” in the signature block
due to failure to sufficiently restrict delivery. Plaintifl could have rectified the situation by hiring
a process server when it became evident that Defendant was not properly served.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment is
GRANTED, and Plaintiff’s claims are dismissed due to failure to comply with Rule 4(d)(8), and
dismissal must be with prejudice as Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the applicable statute of
limitations.

IT IS FURTHER ORDIRED that Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Discovery is DENIED AS

MOOT as a result of the Court’s Dismissal of Plaintiff’s action.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Jocelyn Newman
Chiel Administrative Judge
Fifth Judicial Circuit

April 2024,

6
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Jennifer Murphy , plaintifl, et al vs All Seasons Healtheare Llc,
defendant, et al

Case Number: 2023CP4003086

Type: Order/Summary Judgment

S0 Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2024-05-11 11:51:48 page 7 of 7
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FORM 4

STATE OF S50UTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CTIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Richland

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2023CP4003086

_Jennifer Murphy et al All Seasons Healthcare Inc et al
PLAINTIFE(S) DEFENDANT(S)

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

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to irial or hearing belore the court,
The issucs have been tried or heard and a decision rendered,

|:] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): E] Rule 12(h), SCRCP;D Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol, Nonsuit);[ | Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

D Other

[] ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): D Rule 40(j), SCRCT; [ ] Bankruptey;
D Binding arbitration, subject 1o right to restore 1o confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

D Other

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

BAFﬁ"”‘E‘ji |:| Reversad; D Remanded;

Other

10

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBIE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF TIHE CIRCIIT COURT RULING TN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: D See attached order (formal order to f‘n]low) Statement of Judgment

by the Court:
Plaintiff's Motion to Alter or Amend (filed on 5/23/24) is DENIED.

ORDER INFORMATION
This nrderD ends does not cnd the casc. [:] See Page 2 for additiona] 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 4
copy mailed [irst class to any party not proceeding in the klectronic Filing System on 09/25/2024

Jennifer Murphy Prs
Estate Of Phyllis Gee
Amar Place At Columbia
Mill Creek Manor Ll

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Tage | of 2
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Court Reporter:

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

SCRCP Vorm 4CL (08/31/2017) Page 2012
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Jennifer Murphy | plaintiff, et al v§ All Seasons Healthcare Llc ,
defendant, et al

Case Number: 2023CP400308%6

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2024-09-25 12:05:00 page 3of 3
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STATE OF S50UTH CAROLINA) IN THE RICHLAND COUNTY FAMILY COURT
COUNTY OF RTICHLAND ) C.A. NO. 20232-CP-40-0308¢6

JENNIFER MURPHY

AS PERSONAT, REPRESENTATIVE

QF THE ESTATE OF PHYLLIS GEI
PlaintiEf,

VErsus

ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, LLC,

ALL SEASONS HEALTICARE, INC,

AND TWG POTO ROAR, LLC

D/B/A MILI, CREEK MANOR, LLC

/K/A AMARA PLACEK AT COLUMBTA
Defendanl.

B e

HEARTING

DATE: Bpril 17, 2024

TIME :

LOCATION: South Carclina Circuit Court 5
JUDGE : Jocelyn Newman

TRANSCRTRED RY: Tynda Monroe

LECAL EAGLE
Fost Office Box 5682
Greanville, Soulh Carolina 29606
864-467-1373
deposilegaleaglaine. com
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APPEARANCIES :

Jamie R. Rubkoskl, Esg.

Kazsel McVey Afforneys at Law
PO Box 147¢

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Attorney for the Plaintiff,

Julius McKay, TI, E=sqg.

The McKay Firm, PA

PO Box 7216

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Robert Knowlton, Esqg.
Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd

1201 Main Streel

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

J.M. Durnovich, FEsqg.

Poyner Spruill

301 5. College Streect, Suite 2900
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

Attorneys for the Defendant.
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THE COURT: Numbers 18, 19 and 20 on the roster. 2023
CP-4(0-03086, Murphy versus All Seasons Healthcare. There’'s a
Motion to Compel, Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion to
Dismi=zs.

MS. RUTKOSKI: Good morning, Your Honor, or, T'n sorry,
good alterncon, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Good afternocon.

M5, RUTKOSKI: I’'m Jamie Rulkoski here on hehalf of the
Plaintiffs in this case. We have the Molion Lo Compel. I
think the first one listed is the Moticn to Dismiss by TWG
Polo Road, but I‘m happy to go in whatever order is
preferential Lo you.

THE COURT: Which party does the Motion to Compel
concern? All Seasons?

M5. RUTKOSKI: Yes, ma'am. All Seasons.

THE COURT: It doesn’t really matter. The Motion to
Dismiss is listed first. TLet’s sbLarl there.

MS5. RUTEOSEKI: Okay.

THE COURT: TWG Pole Road Motion to Dismiss.

MR. ENOWLTON: Your Heonor, this is Robert EKnowlton. &
represenl. TWG Polo Road, LLC in this matter.

THE CQURT: ©Okay. Can you fturn your video on?

ME. KNOWITON: Okay. Scorry about that. Here we go.

THE COURT: Ckay.
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MR. KNOWLTON: When you see my face you might ask me to
turn iL off, T don't know.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. T can see you just fine and
let’s do this. Let me hear your motion.

ME. ENOWLTON: Thank you, Your lonor. TWG moves Lo
dismiss the complaint as to it based on the applicable
statute of limitalions. There may be two that are relevant;
15-3-545 applies to the med mal cases and Lhe general statute
of limitations is 15-3-5320. Beoth have a three-year
limitaticns period.

The lacts that are relevant to my meotion are undispuled
and T believe il warrants dismissal based on the expiration
of the statute of Jlimitalions.

A little bit of background. TWG is a Delaware LLC that
was formed im 2016. 1n April of 2019, iL entered into a
management agreement with who is now named a party or
attempted to name a party [HC Property Management. 50 FHC
ezsentially managed the entire facility and Lhere were some
oubside folks (inaudihle) services.

TL is undisputed the incident inveolved occurred on
December 30th of 2019. TL is also undisputed that the
statute would expire on December 30th of 2022, TWG was a
failed business venture, ITL boecame insolvent, sold the
facility and was dissolved in 2021. TG had a negative net

worlkh, it has no assets and it has no insurance available for
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this client. It really does have a whole lol in Lhis case
ANyway .

There’s no dispute that a lawsuil was not filed before
the expiration of the statute of limitations. There was a
Notice of Intent to file a lawsuit under the med mal sLatule
Lhalt was filed nol in Richland Ceounty, where the incident
occurred and where Lhe Tacilily was located, but in Greenwood
County and section 15-79-125 really, T guess, was controlling
on this motion.

That statute requires z plaintiff in the med mal case
Lo file a nolice of intent to file suit and it will
(inaudible) Lhe statute of limitations for a short period of
time if you do Lhat but it requires two things that did not
happen here. One, you have to File Lt in the venus —-- the
county in which the venue would be proper for filing or
initiating the civil action. Richland Counlky was the proper
action, =o they failed tc do that and Lhere’s no guestion
that they failed to do that prier teo the expiralion of the
atatule. They filed that about a month before the statute
expired, in November of 2022,

The sccond Lhing Lhey Tailed to do was name TWG as a
party which the stalute requires you must, obviously, name
all partiecs --

THE COURT: Hang on, Paul.

ME. ENOWLTON: Yes.
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THE COURT: Sorry. Hang on. Sorry, T was deing two
things at once. I need Lo pause you real gquick. L1'm coming
back to you.

(FPauze in the proceedings.)

THFE COURT: I'm sorry, I needed to handle somebhing
real quick. Back Lo you, Mr. Knowlton.

MR. KNOWLTON: WNo problem, whatscever. I may try to
share screen. I’'1ll probably fail to do that. TI'll give it a
Lry.

Here 1s, 1t I'm deing this correctly, 15-79-125. It
regquires two things thal did not happen here. One, you have
to file the notice in the venue where the lawsult weuld be
appropriate. That is not Greenwood County for this claim.
The second thing you must do is name all adverse parties as
defendants. Not Notice of Intenk did not name TWG as a
defendant.

And I’1l also try to share screen wilh whalt was
actually filed. Can you see that Your Henor? Here is the
November 2022 NolLice of Intent to file suit. 1t was filed in
Greenwood County. TL names two All Seasons defendants and an
entity called Mill Creck Manor, LLC formally known as Amara
Place. 1t does not mention TWG.

So my argument is pretly straighlforward and simple.
This insolvent-dissolved entity was nol served with a Notice

of Tnktent Lo Tile suit that was filed in the proper counbty.

ROA 160



P

10

3l

12

16

17

18

18

It did not name it as a parly and there’s no guesblion that
(lnaudible) was not filed until the expiration of the stalule
of limitalLiona. Nobice of Intent fo file suit is the enly
saving possibility for the Plaintilf in this case. And the
lawsuit was finally filed in Richland Counly T believe on
March 8th, 2024. Of course, at that point, the statule had
explred. The stalbute expired on December 30th of 2022. So
i1t was too late Lo add thal as a party.

And one other interesting note is Lhab Plainbiff
recently added a memo with the Court asking thal amend Lhe
complaints teo change Amara Place to FHC which, again, would
slzill leave TWG out as a party. TWGE, essentially it
oubsources management tLhrough a management agreement and 1t
nad no role in the actual provision of medical services. So
Lthere’s a guesblion aboul whether Lhe med mal statute applied
Lo it, in any event, bul Lhere was no proper notice to my
client or compliance with the slatulory requirements before
the expiration of the statute with respeclh to TWG.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Ms. Rutkoski.

MS. RUTKQSKI: Yes., Thank you, Your Honor. I wantL Lo
address the venue issue first. Rule 82 (b) states thal when
an aclhion is brought in the wrong county or in the wrong
courl, the Court shall nobt dismiss the action but shall
transfer it to any proper counby or court in which it cculd

have been brought. So 1 don’t think Lhal failure to
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initially bring it in the correct venue is reason for
dismissal, it’s reason for Lranslfer which we did and that was
in error on our part.

And as far as (inaudible) not being named as a parly,
we were recently sent a change of name form filed with, and T
guess I can try and share Lhis with you, it shows that TWG
Polo Road was formally doing business as Bummers Landing Polo
Road and requested for its new name to be ''WG Polo Road dolng
business as Amara Place at Columbia. So Amara Place was Lhe
Nefendant. and Lhey were doing business as Amara Place. While
the naming of Lhe company is nol perfect, they were doing
business as Amara Place, Lhey knew Lhey were Amara Place, and
s0o when we sued Amara Place in November or on November 1lth
of 2023, we initially served, just as some background
information, Mill Creek Mancr because that was who owned that
facility at the time that we -- our Notice of Tntenl.

I got a call from Ned Wares (phonetically) who produced
the purchase agreement that shows that they excluded
liabilities from Lhe purchase in October of 2020, and that’'s
the first time | understood bthal TWG Pole Road was the owner
of this facility at the time thal Ms. Gee was a resident
there.

We served them within 120 days, T Lhink March 8th -- or
we served them with a Notice of Intent. L can pull up Lhe

prool of service. I don’t think there’s any disagreement
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Lhal they were served with a -— on February 9th, 2023, I
apoclogize. Thereafter, we notified them of the (inaudible)
medial.ion which we underwent and then we -- the statutes of
Limitations was Lold from the [iling of the Notice of Intent
pursuant to the statue. We filed the complainl and had TWG' s
name corrsctly even though we didn’t have corrective Notice
of Intent that they had notice. They were dolng business as
Amara Place and they owned the facility in which my client
was a resident at.

(lnaudible) 1 want to answer every guesbion you ¢an
have but 1 don’t think there’s a disagreemenl on Lhe Lime
line things. My understanding, at least, argument mainly
Iocuses on bhe venue issue and then the fact that whether
lLhey were nol nolified of the lawsuit in time which I believe
Lhey were.

THE COURT: Yeah, and T'm trying to determine what
gquestion T wanb to ask because, I mean, you mentioned
(inaudible), too, which, vou know, Lhe Court is well aware of
but that would tell if IWC had been named as a parby in that
Notice of Intent. You’re saying that TWG should have known
that they were the real party at interest?

MS., RUTKOSKI: Yes (inaudible) Amara Place and, you
know, asked to be Secretary of State business service center
which (inaudible) business service center (inaudible) as

doing business as Amara Place. Jusl, again, Amara Place,

wl
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that’s what the sign said, that’s what their medical records
say, Lhal’s where these folks thought that they were
{inaudible) Lo and (inaudible) was nol a business that'’s
registered with the Secretary of State of South Carolina.

S50 we filed the Notice of Intent against Amara Place.
That's the only way we would (inaudible). There’s no other
way for us al bthe bLime bo understand who owned it.
(Ilnaudible) new owner but the previous owners thal weare, you
know, almost three years prior, we had no way to attain Chat
information without first getting the Mill Creek Manor
purchase agreement. (Inaudible) 1t happens very freguently
Lhat we don’f get Lhe right (inaudible) name con the =ign and
the medical records do nob match Lhe (inaudible).

S0 it very Frequenbly have Lo lile our complaint
(inaudible) defendant because (inaudible) to them. It's a
completely different name.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Knowlton.

MR. KNOWLTON: Well, briefly, Your Honar. FirsL ot
all, (inaudible). We have a statute that requires you to do
two different thing. It’s a different animal with respect to
transferring the venue on a lawsuit. To oktain the statute
of limitaLions (inaudible), you’'ve got to comply with this
very clear reqguirements of tChe sLalule. One, you have to
file in the right county and Lhey’ve admibtbted Lhal was not

the proper county. Two, 1s you have to name Lhe proper
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parties and it says Mill Creck Manor t/k/a/ Amara Place.
That is not TWG. Mill Creek Manor is an enbily and is not
TWG. Amara Place was a d/b/a, the facility. There was also
another -- if T can Lry Lo share screen, again, which I den’t
know if it worked the last time properly but in Plaintiff’s
response -- can you see this, Your Honor, by chance?

THE COURT: Not yet.

MR, KNOWLTON: ALl righl. I may not have the proper
thing up. 5o I[’1l just acknowledge defeal. on the screen
sharing but in the memo that Plaintiff [iled in response to
FHC's Motien to Dismiss asked if FHC be ~-- the complaint be
amendsd te name FHC as defendant in place of Amara PBlace
which, T Lthink, is inconsistent with the argument made wilh
respecl to (inaudible) .

The service of the Notice of Intent was after the
expiration of Lhe sLatule that was still in the wrong counly.
They did not file anybhing in Mission (phonetically) County
iz my understanding until March of 2024, at which peint it
was too late.

THE COURT: 0Okay. Ms. Rutkoski.

MS. RUTKOSKI: Ma’am, my understanding of (inaudible)
have 1L GLransferred. I think we filed the Neotice of TnLent
wilhin tLhe statute of limitations and served them within 120,
which is compliant. The were doing business as Amara Place.

To address the FHC issuce which Is kind of hanging in
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Lhe wind here, FHC Property Management was apparently
managing this facility so I have Lwo —— the nwnér af the
facility and I have both say that they managing Lhe facility.
Neither of whom I could have —-- TWG I did know and served
within Lhe statule and Lhat’s our position on that. We later
find out, through Lheir managemenl agreement, that they would
only give us under confidentiality agreemenl, of course, that
FHC 1s managing. FHC didn’t have their name on any of the
documenl.. There would have been no way for the Plaintiff Lo
ever discover bthal FHC Property Management was managing the
facility with discovery. So that’s on the shelf.

I don’'t know which of them is operating as Amara Place
but they are. They’re both operating as Amara Place and in
my view because that’s what’'s on the sign, thal’s what Ctheir
patients know, that’s what’s on their medical records, bthat’s
how they advertise and so when you Coogle Amara Place, Lhe
address, the facility that they owned and managed, however
Lhey did show, is what shows up. 8o when you have a trade
name that you’re operating under and that you (inaudible)
yourself out of it is thal should have pulled some weight as
to when somecne is injured due to your negligence.

THE COURT: Just out of curiesilLy, did anybody call
Amara Place and =ay, “Hey, who cowns this place?”

MS. RUTEQOSKEI: I mean, 1 talked to their lawyers bul

when we talked bte the people at Mill Creek Maner (inaudible)
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2022, (Inaudible) that Amara Place was running as Amara
Place as opposed to Mill Creek Manor. 8¢ none of the folks
that we could contact have any informatien aboul il. When T

served Mill Creek Manor’s registered agent then got a call
from their altorney who provided the purchase agreement.
{Inaudible) website to say, vyou know, Lhis is no longer a
company. This is who they used Lo be. This is who their
registered agent is. There was no way for me to acl withoutl
the purchase agreemenl from Mill Creekx Mancor.

MR. EKNOWTLION: Your Honor, with respect teo TWG, 1t had

been dissolved and is long gone when they filed their claim

and —--

MS. RUTKQSKI: I have to interrupt you (inaudible) but
the (inaudible) the website even dissolve -- when you search
a name you can dissolve how many’s come up. So it will show

vou when it was dissolved and you can get that information,
g0 didn’t mean to interrupt you but --

MR. KENOWLTON: Well, I guess the peint 1 was making is
there call to TWC and iL had no notice, it had no -- 1 didn’t
even know this had cccurred. T mean, LU had been dissolved
and closed up and insolvent for a couple of years when this
claim arcse.

ME.. DURNOVICH: And, Your Honor, this is J.M.
Durnovich. I represent FHC. | don't know if this will be

the appropriate Lime for me to just in and address FHC's
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Motion to Dismiss or if you’'d like Lo defer thal until later?

THE COURT: It's on different grounds or the same
grounds?

MR. DUBNOVICI: So all of the grounds thal Mr. Enowlton
just argued apply egually to FHC but I think that our
situation is hopefully a bit of an sasier task for Your Honor
because nob only were we not named in any of the criginal
papers in the wrong county, we weren’lL named in any of the
current papers. In fact, you may notice Lhat we're still not
in the captiecn and we’re not a party toe this case. We're
sort of in a weird situation that we have had teo move Lo
dismiss in part because the FPlaintiffs sought an entry of
delault againsl. us which the Court rightly denied before we
even had a chance Lo respond since we weren’t a party. But
we have also moved Lo dismiss and on the exact same kases 1n
addition to the fact thal we conlinue to not be named in this
lawsuit and, in fact, have nol and aren’t, never have been
doing business as Bmara Place as the document. Lhal Ms.
Rutkoski just shared with the Court in the case.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Put a pin in that. Tet
me focus back on TWG. I mean, sir, you're almeost making a
like a relablicn back amendment that I -- I don't know that
that gets it here and when T tell you I den’t knew I mean, I
don’t know. Bubt my instincl Lells me that Mr. Knowlton is

right. That you have to name the right parLy and right
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county in the Notice of TnLenl Lo Loll the statute of
limitation. I don't know that there’s here, Lhere, would,
should bhe a relabtion back after some discovery is done and
TWG should’ve known thal by Amara Flace being sued 1in
Greenwood County that -- yeah, thal it should know that --

M5. RUTKCSKI: Your lHonor.

THE COURT: Go ahead, go ahead.

M5, RUTKOSKT: T was Jjusl going to say I mean the
Notice of Intent has a facLual basis that talks about the
location of the facility, where she was (inaudible), nurses
and, you know, doctors that are associated with her, the
administrator which TWG Polo Road, as owner of the facility
should have known. So 1tfs not just looking at the caption.
T Ehink reading the entire document that was served on them
gives Lhem proper notice that this is their facility Lhat
Lhey owned in Columbia and the Greenwocod caption error is
unfortunate, of course, but I Lhink voided, tooc, at the
change of venue (inaudible) our side in that.

THE COURT: Yeah, but then I’'ve still gol to look at
1579125 (formatting) and this just doesn’bt meeb Lhe
requirements of the statute and the appellate courl may Lell
me T'm wrong and then all of us will be slucidated on this
Lopic. Bub T just don’t think -- yeah, I don’t think it
meekts the requirements of the statute and Rule B2 can’t fix

that and 1 mean L'm saying relalien back and I -- that's
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interesting because I'm not analyze thal in the context of

med mal wilh a Notice of Tntent. Typically we're talking

about amendments of pleadings and nol a Notice of Intent. 5o
I don’t even know that relation back, as il were, would save
this becauss, yeah, it’s a separate document. It’'s a Nolice
of Tnrtenlk, nol amendment of pleadings. I think you jusL kind

of missed the mark here and so T'm going to grant TWG's
Motion to Dismiss and ask Mr. Knowlton Lo prepare an order in
that regard for my =ignature.

MR. KNOWLTON: Thank you, Your lonor.

THE COQURT: Okay. Now, let’s get over to FHC again.
Let’s pick up where you kind of left off Mr. Durnovich.

MR. DURNOVICH: Thank you, Your Honor. And I think
that, you know, if Your Honor’s granbting TWG’s motion that
necessarily would grant FHC's as well because we weren't
named in any of the original actiens. No related entities of
ours were either and, in fact, we still are nol. named in the
lawsuit.

We' re approaching -- we're over four years since Lhis
incident occurred and, yvou know, this is the point of
statutes of limiLalions. T mean, these entities are no
longer even in existence for Lhe most part it scunds like and
there has to come an end to Lhiz at some point in time.

Because, Your Honor, we are nolb named in the lawsuit,

itself, Lo Lhis date, there are additional grounds Lo granl
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the motion as to FIUC, including that no achion was ever
commenced against ns. We're not named in any summons. A
lawsuilb under Rule 3 has Lo be served within 120 days of
filing or the statute of limilLations. Tt is conceded that
neither of those things occurred in this casco. 50, agaln, no
action has been commenced against us.

And wilh respecl Lo the Motion to Amend, I suppose that
would impact us most directly since L sounds like the
Plaintiff would seek to add FHC to the lawsuil at this stage,
you know, more than a year and four months after Lhe stalute
of limiLalions expired.

Judge, as a preliminary matter that motion, it was
seorved less than 48 hours before this hearing. That's reason
enough to deny it. In addibion, Your Honor, there aren’t any
grounds set forth in thal mobicn Lhat would suffice to
constitute good grounds for an amendment at this stage. I
think especially considering Lhe time Lhat has passed, the
fact that for all of this time, FHC has not been named in
anything. The first time that FHC’s name appears in this
lawsuil was when an entry of default was sought againsbt us
even Lhough we weren’t a party and the Court correctly denied
that again.

S0, Your Honor, we would ask for the Motion to Dismiss
of FHC be granted as well.

MS. RUTKOSKI: And, Your Honor, Lhis molLion wasn’t
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actually on the docket so me filing a molion Lwo days ago is
nott me trying to play any tricks on defense counsel.

T would agree Lhat if you're -- based on your ruling

with ''WG, if you’re going to be consistent with that, I don't

think -- you know, we stand on our metion, our wrillen
motion, if that’s how you'’re viewing it. 1 don’t think Lhat
iz -— I Lhink itfs a little bit of a waste the Court’'s time

to go through the same facl pallerns because we are
(inaudible) statute and all of that based on our inability to
identify FHC. But if your opinicons on this Tacl pallern are
consistent with those with TWG, 1 really don't know il it’'s
waorth going through the same fact pattern again.

THE COURT: Sure. But tell me this. [FHC was the
properbLy managemenl company, correct?

MS. RUTKOSKT: Yes. So they —- I think last week maybe
you received from TWG Polo Road after entry of the
confidentiality order, the agreemenl, the management
agreement, that showed that FHC was Lhe properfty management
company. We filed -- when we showed them the enlry of
default I also withdrew that moticn because we scerved Lhe
wrong entity., Not fun to come in here and make multiple
errorg in one hearving but so we're through that and going
forward (inaudible) Lo make the complaint (inaudible) Amara
Place based on (inaudible) it was absclutely —— I mean, it’'s

out of the Plaintiff’s control for us Lo be able to identify
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who was actually providing care and treatment (inaudible) not
in the medical records, net in any of Lhe admission
documents, all that. 8o, again, that’s how we gol here butt I
think it we go by what you've already ruled and (inaudible) T
don’ L know how much (inaudible) .

THE COURT: Right. No, T agree. I just was wondering
how we got to the d/b/a. How FUC was doing business as
(inaudible) .

MS5. RUTKOSKI: (Tnaudible) documents say (inaudible)
and Lhe medical records say (inaudible) and (inaudible) but
based on this (inaudible) enbities that are, you know,
difficult to find out that information I don’t know how
(inaudible) FHC to the general public which they were
serving, so.

THE COURT: Okay. That may be more out of curiosikby.

T mean, my ruling is going to be the same on this. That T
actually almost think this is slightly more egregious just
because wilh (inaudible), assisted living, et cetera, et
cetera, they're very, very ofllken soms management company a
separate entity. I mean, thal’s sorl of routine.

M5. RUTKOSKIL: (Lnaudible) .

THE COURT: Seo I, for sure, | mean, even 1f the name on
the wall says one thing and maybe the true owner of Lhe
building or facility maybe takes a little more digging or

maybe is nob seo intuitive. The management of such a
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facility, in my mind, and, of course, I'm (inaudible), right.
This is what 1 do for a living. And my family aclually used
To own an assisted living home so that gives me some
addiltional knowledge bulb I just -- you know, that’s scmething
you should be sort of secking out any time. But that’s why 1
was asking. Just out of curiosilLy. Did Lhis d/b/a came from
gome document or this is not an official d/b/a. T don't
know, bub this is —-- T'’m golng teo grant FHC's Motlions to
Dismiss which is kind of weird because they’re not a party
but sort of. Because really Lhey’re nol. properly in the case
yet.

M5. RUTKOSKI: I understand.

THE COURT: S¢ it’s not even really a dismissal. I
mean, I don’t know. It’s a denial of the Motion to Amend Lo
bring FHC in. We’ll ¢all it granting their Motion to Dismiss
even Lhough that’s a little weird because how can a nonparly
have the allegabions dismissed but it’'s a pseudo Motion to
Dismiss. We’ll call it that. Okay.

MR. DURNOVICH: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And, sir, if you’ll prepare a proposed
order, as well, or if you’d like to collaborale wilh Mr.
Knowlton on a single order that’s fine, too. Doesn’l matter
o me.

MR. DURNOVICH: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: OQOkay. Tel’'s talk about All Seasons’ Motion
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for Summary Judgment.

MR. MCKAY: Yes, ma’am, Your Honor. My name is Jay
McKay. L'm an attorney in Columbia and T represent All
Season’s Healthcare, Incorporated or Lna.

The facts of this case not that they’re that relevantL
because il Teels more of a (inaudible). In any event, All
Seasons provides hospice care both in home and in various
assisted living facilities. They don’t -- Amara Place or
whatever their appropriate name is, they den’t work for Lhem
but they occasionally will have hospice patients who are in
Lhal facility or in another facility. They're totally
separabe and differenl enbLilies.

Now, Ms. Gee, the decedent, unfortunately was diagnosed
with Alzheimer’s disease. Several vears beflore she died, she
entered into an agreement to go into hospice care. That she
would be a no code. Things of that nature., 5She had
Alzheimer’s which medically is the death of your brain. It's
a disease that causes your brain to die and that'’s what she,
unfortbunately, hacd.

BubL Lhe Facls of Lhe case, as far as my clients are
concerned, is that there -- gn December 30th their hospice
nurse was in the facility, lalte alterncon, checked on Ms. Gee
and apparently said if she gets agitaLled give her the, I
think, Ativan, it might be {(inaudible), one or Lhe other,

it’s in my brief, and you know, and she left.
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The drugs and all that are in the possession of the
facility, not my clients. Ms. Gee has scheduled medications,
morphine, sedatives, things like that. They’re locked in a
sale appropriately at Amara Place (inaudible). Well, Lhe
hospice nurse gebks called before midnight that Ms. Gee is not
doing well, guess, say arocund 12:15, and she’s agitated and
she asked the nurse on call to get her meds and there’s some
conversalions.

The boltom line iz that the nurse apparently wasn’L
qualified to give multiple-dose medications and refused to
give them and refused to lel my client’s employee give the
medication and Ms. Gee died less than 30 minutes later and
whether the medications wouldfve made any difference or not,
my client had no ability to get the medicalions or administer
them without -- on their own. They just didn't have access.

Tn any event, as far as the lawsuilt’s cdncerned, Mr.
(Tnaudible) very appropriately went over the regquirements of
the medical malpractbice (inaudible) statute section 15-79-
125, which requires Lhat a suit be brought in the county
where the wrongful act cccurred baslically. Now, the
malpractice statute’s kind of unusual. Tbk's a twae-step thing
and that is a prerequisite of, I would argue ilL’s a
jurisdictional prerequisite, to filing a lawsuil. Well, it
was broughlt in the wrong county.

Now, sometime in lale —-- they filed the suit in
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Novemboer of 2022, excuse me, the Notice of Intent, and than
they attempted to serve it on my clienl in December 1l6th of
2022, by certified mail but it was not signed by the
regislered agent of the corporation. Lt was just someone
wrote All Seasans. We don’t know who did that but any event,
this Greenweood County Nobkice of Tnlent, my client, I don’t
believe, were really aware of it not signed by their
registbered agent. Itfs unknown who signed it.

And then in June of —- June 12th of 2023, the lawsuit
was filed June 6th, 2023, and they attempted to file a Notice
of Intent on June 12th, 2023, a Summons and Complaint later
on my client. Well, this is three and-a-half years after the
date of death, six months after the staLute of limilLations
totally run and it’s -- they failed to properly seorve my
clienl. with the documents and they were nol done in a Limely
manner.

So we submib we're entitled to the case being dismissed
or, alternatively, summary judgment of the statute 15379125
says that, you know, the summons and complaint, if they're
not served within the statute of limitations. That be filed
within the statutes. Actual service must he no later than
120 days (inaudible) which was never done in this case. It’s
time barred and the -- my client was never properly served.
My clienl has no insurance. They’ve been around that with

their carriers and we submib we’re entitled to be dismissed
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from the action.

THE COURT: Yes, ma‘'am, Ms. Rutkoski.

M5, RUTKOSKL: Your Honor, we stand, again, by the fact
that the (inaudible) changed venue should be permitted. We
did file in Greenwood.

Healher McCoy, who is Lhe owner of All Seasons
Healtheare, her and her husband, Dr. McCoy, I guess, own and
operate that entity or owned, past tense, I'm not sure. She
-- we followed Lhe procedural rules to serve them at the
localbion Lo Healher McCoy, or her agent, by certified mail.

T wenl in-depth in Lhis in ocur motion but when the procedural
rules are (inaudibl!e) by Lhe Plaintiff it is, then, the
burden of the Defendant to prove Lthal Lhe person who signed
the green card was not authorized Lo do so. They admittedly
can’t tell us who signed the green card. 50 whelher or not
service was effectuated, it’s presumecd that it was.

They were served in a timely manncr. They conlLacled us
about mediation. We spoke with that (inaudible) medialion.
When we served them ihe exacl same way with the exact same
signature on the green card wilh the complaint, they notified
their insurance carrier. So whether or not they were served,
Ll think it’s pretty clear that since Lhey cannol. prove that
the Notice of Intent was not served on someong Lhalb was not
able to accept service then it’s presumed that it was served.

We Lransferred it to Richland County, which was the
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proper venue. T'm trying Lo £ind more case law, 1f there is
any, that discusses wrong venue, notice of intenl, bub I
think -- I mean, 1f the person cperating the same way as Lhao
summons and complainl, Lthe change of wvenue should not stop
it. These entilies had knowledge of the incoming complaint,
the incoming claim and its factual location should’ve been
teld, they were properly served except FHC, which is a
dilferent situation, within the prescribed time lines, and
the lact that it was filed in an lmproper venue should not be
grounds for dismissal.

THE COURT: ©Out of curiosity, how did it end up in
Greenwood County?

MS. RUTKOSKI: Clerical error.

THE COURT: Okay. So we all agree that CGrecnwood was
never a proper venue. I mean, --

MS. RUTKOSKEI: No. All the (inaudible) are in Richland
Counly.

THE COURT: And Lhat’s why I asked. I was reading, and
I hadn’t read anybody’s answer or anybhing, but just the
allegations in the complaint put everyoene in Richland County.
Oh, that’s what I wanted to ask.

In Greenwood —-- I have 50 many questions Lhal T'm not
frying Lo pick on you or embarrass you.

MS. RUTKEOSKI: No, no, no.

THE COURT: What Lriggered Lhe realization that
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Greenwood was not the right county?

MS. RUTKOSKT: When I -- (inaudible) throw anyone under
the bus.

THE COURT: Den’'t worry about it.

MZ. RUTKQSKI: Yeah.

THE COURT: Because really that’s more curiesity than
anything. I don’bL Lhink thal it makbters to the decision.
Just because I'm locking at the record in Greenwood, the
Notice of Intent was filed November 1lth, 2022. There’s a
mediation that happened, pre-suit medication, and the proofl
of ADR filed In Greenwood. I don’t know. Maybe at that
point. Bul also Lhe only defendant there was Mill Creek
Manor even though All Seasons is named.

M&. RUTKOSKILI: So All Scasons was nohified. They
called our office. We sent them a lebbter notifying and
sending the (inaudible) link for mediation. They did net
show to that mediation and for some contexh of Lhese folks, I
mean, Ms. McCoy, I put this in one of my responses, she had
igsues wibth the IRS. 8he was constantly sending her
documentbalkion of her having to pay unpaid taxes and ignored
all those, as well, and Lried Lo evade service from the LRS
and I attached that as one of my exhibits. 8o this is not,
in my opinion, new behavior from her. So her failure to show
at the pre-suit mediation and the suggestion and the

suggeslkion that she wasn’'t served when the complainl service
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and Lhe (inaudible) service are identical, the exact same
handwriting said All Seasons and there’s noe complainl about
service with the complaint, she immediately notified her
carrier.

So whelher or not Lhe proper named parties with TWG and
FHC, 1 think that’s a separate issue but T don’t think that -
— and these folks were put on notice that the whole purpose
of NolLice of Intent and complaint is that folks are on notice
of potenbtial lawsuil sgainsht Chem or c¢laim against them
within the statute of limitalbions and T don’'t see how —-- I
don’'t see how justice is served when a clerical errorn
prevents you from -- especially when the verbiage of Lhe
Notice of Intent puts you perfectly on notice of the factual
allegations and where it happened, but I understand that.

MR. MCEKAY: Your Honeor, there is no material of fact
Chal Heather McCoy, as registered agent for this corporation,
was gserved with this lawsuit. She was neot. We got an
affidavil Lo Lhalb effect. When they tried te serve her last
summer, L mean, this thing is leng gone. Three and-a-half
years after the patient’s death. So we submil thal we're
entitled to the case being dismissed.

MS. RUTEKEOSKI: And, Your lenor, if you don’'t mind
briefly. This is the green card that we got back. llere you
can sea certilified mail, restricted delivery, and when you

look up what thal means on Lhe USPS website, it follows the
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rules that it has to he to the addressee. The addressec 1
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Heather McCoy, as registered agent, for All Seasons
Healthcare, Inc. And this is All Seascn -- they marked
Lhemzelves -- whoever signed this marked themselwves as the

agenlk on December 16Lh, 2022. The service was even within
the statute of limitations.

The law in South Carclina says that T lollow the
procedural rules, they have to —— it is now the Defendant’s
job Lo prove Lhal. whoever signed this is not -- you know,
they get to register wilh Lhe Secrelary of State where I am
capable of serving them. They don’lL gel. to have it be a
messy situation that they get out of all Lhe Lime.
Especially with somecne who which attempted to be served at
the same lcocaticon by the federal government and told Lhem
that she refused to accept process

Now, the Complainant was served and got the same Al
Seasons —-- this is the one in June, after the complaint.
Again, cerbilied mail, restricted delivery, and Ms. McCoy
immediately notified her carrier because I was contacted by
her carrier. 5o service of preocess issue, whal we needed to
do if they want to come up with -- and we allempled to depos

Ms. McCoy. It was scheduled —- 1 added topics Lo LE so it

29

e

was delayed and I asked, again, to have i1t rescheduled belore

Lhis hearing and it didn’t happen so 1 have not had an

opportunity te discuss tLhis and get factual basis on it but
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i some of the law 1s and the process that we abided by in
serving, she’s presumed to be scrved.

MR. MCKAY: Your Honor, she is not served. There’'s no
presumption of service. Three and-a-half years after the
death, a year and a hall afler, excuse me, =2ix menths after
the statute of limitation folds. You know, a lawsuit, this
lawsuit died in 2022. In fact, it was never really properly
commenged. When they tried to re—-file it in 2023, it was
long gone.

here’s no gquestion of Taclk Lhal Lhis matfter is barred.
They haven’t properly served my client. When they got that
whatever that All Scasons thing is, any lawyer looking at it
should’ve =aid well, this doesn’t lock right. Send & process
server out there. My client said she didn’t sign it. She

2 odon’ bt know

]

hasn’t authorized any third party to sign it. W
how thal occurred.

Tn any event, we submit that we’re entitled to have the
case dismissed that hasn't properly commenced agalinst us.
Lt’s all set out in our briefs.

M5, RUTKOSKI: Well, to be clear, EKoche v Young
Brothers, a Supreme Court case, states when Lhe civil rules
on service are followed there is a presumption of proper
service. Because Plaintiffs, in this case, met their
requirement for service of process, it is presumed that

Defendant All Seasons HeallLhcare was properly served. Under
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1 Rule 48, the DRelendant —- and so this is, again, guoting the
2 Raoche v Young Brothers. “Under Rule 48 the Defendant, naot

3 the Plaintiff, must prove a receipt was signed by an

4 unauvthorized person. The Plaintiff need only show compliance

5 with the rules.” Thal’s Roche v Young Brothers 318 SC 207.

5 S0 it is presumed, then, it was sent to the proper location
7 and was registered with the Secretary of State.

8 MR. MCEAY: Yes, Your Honor. Ms. McCoy entered an

9 affidavit, she didn’lk sign iL. &o there’'s no material issue
10 of fact created and we're entitled Lo have the case
Lk dismissed.
12 MS. RUTKOSKI: But an agent can sign For ik, Your
13 Honor. It doesn’t have to be Heather McCoy. An agenl faor
14 Heather McCoy can alsc sign. 5o unless they can say, for
15 certain, who it is and that it’s net an agent, service 1s
16 (inaudible) .
17 MR. MCKAY: We submit il’s a question of law, Your

18 Honer, and we believe thal Flalntifl hasn’t complied with the
19 necessary prerequisites to have it properly served on my
20 part.
21 THL COURT: I tend to agree with Mr. McKay 1f we even
22 get there because doesn’t this present the same problem wilh
23 fChe Notice of Intent having been filed in CGreenwood?
24 MR. MCEAY: Well, it does.
25 MS. RUTKOSKI: (Tnaudible) filed in Greenwood.
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THE COURT: Yeah. So when ift was filed in Greenwood so
close to —-- you know, whatever happened, happened. It
happened the way it did but so clcse to the telling of Lhe --
not. Lhe tolling, expiration of the statute of limitations,
that aclually gave very lillle Kime to correct anything. But
it was filed in Creenwood sco Lhere is noe Lolling even. 5o
even if Ms. McCoy waz preoperly served, and T'm not saying she
was because her atffidavit —-- I mean, yeah, her affidavit
indicates that Lhe entity was probably not properly served
but even if it was properly served, it was served outside the
statute of limitaticons. I mean, the aclion was commenced
after the expiration of the statute of limitallions.

S0 as an initial matter, I think it’'s got to be
dismissed on the same grounds as the other, TWG and FHC, burt
secondary to Lhat would be improper service of process.

Yeah, Lhat’s a strange thing to just write All Seasons

]

e
3

and check agent. Who i1s that? I have no -- okay. 1 gue

USPFS doesn’'t do anything like UPS does and ask the person’s
name so that they can jot it down. You know, when you
scribble on the UPS pad that they have, they’ll ask what'’s
your name so that they have their record.

MS. RUTEOSKI: Right, right.

THE COURT: Obviously, USPS doesn’t do that and Lhat’s
nol your faull but that is just such an odd thing to scribble

All Seasons. They checked agenl, not addressee so I believe
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that it was not Ms. McCoy allhough we can —-

M5. RUTEOSEKEI: (Inaudible) -- excuse me, Your Honeor.

An agenbl can sign on behalf of the addressee for service
DPUrposes.

THE COURT: Yeah, but nobody’s name is All ZSeasons.
Who is that? Who, what is that, you know.

M3 . RUTKOSKI: Um-hum. I don’t know. I don’t Xknow.
But as an initial matter iL will be dismissed anyway pursuant
te 1579125 (formatting). And is this -— are All Seasons an
LLZ, All Seascons, Inc.?

MR. MCEAY: It’s All Seasons, lnoc. We don’l know who
All Seasons, LLC is bhut there are a million entities named
ALl Seasons. A plumber was where I -- next door and they had
an Al]l Seasons FPlumbing sign but LLC -- my client has golten
mall for LLC and T Lhink thev’re in Chioc or California. TL's
a healthcare company of some sort. But, you know, we don’'t
know who they are really.

THE COURT: 0Okay. Well, bthalb molion is granted. Mr.
McKay, I'll ask you for a proposed order as well or, again,
you gentlemen can collaborate on a single order, Lwo orders,
Lhree orders, I don’t care. Totally up to you.

Now, Ms. Rutkoski, where does that leave us with this
case because All Seasons, LLC is still a named party?

M5, RUTKOSKT: ©Oh, Lhoy can he dismissed. That’s not a

real defendant. We didn’t know which one it was when we were
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initially serving them.

also dismissecd

THE COURT:

you, folks.

MS. EUTEKOSKI:

THE COURT:

MR. MCEKAY:

so that

Gotcha. Okay.

Thank you.

Thank vyou,

roesolves

Thank you.

Judge.

(THERE EBEING NO FURTHER QUESTLIONS,

AT

1:17 p.m.)
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Lhis case then.

HEARTNG

The LLC is

Okay. Thank
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nor interest to any parly hereto,
November 23, 2024

l:yaméz Monroe

Lynda Monroe, Transcriber
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O Signature Canfinnation
Restricted Dellvery

PS Form 3811, July 2020 RSN 7530-02-000-8053
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Jennifer Murphy, as Personal Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis
Gee,

Plaintiff,
V.
All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, All
Seasons Healtheare, Inc., and TWG
Polo Road, LI.C d/b/a Mill Creek

Manor, LI.C f/k/a Amara Place at

)
)
)
)
)
;
) PROOF OF SERVICE
)
)
)
)
Columbia, )
)
)

Defendants.

I, Elizabeth C. Moultrie, do hereby certify that on the 26th day of June 2023, I served
upon Defendant ALL SEASONS HEALTHCARE, INC., a true and correct copy of the
SUMMONS & COMPLAINT and Plaintiff’s First Discovery Requests by Certified Mail,
Return Receipt Requested, Restricted Delivery to H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for Service
of Process for All Seasons Healtheare, INC,, as evidenced by United States Postal Form 3811,
postmarked 26 June 2023, and received in my office on 28 June 2023, attached hereto and

incorporated herein by reference.

Elizabeth C. Moultrie
June 30, 2023

Columbia, South Carolina.
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1A (L - USPS
IEEI}! I!I |||k S i Permit No. G-10
. “!5‘?[] G402 ?E]‘lb 2055 4958 B‘?
United States * Sender: Please print your name, addrese, and ZIP+4° in this box® | ¢23
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oo
Elizabeth C Moultrie, Senior Paralegal f:-'
KASSEL McVEY ATTORNEYS 3]
P O Box 1476 =
Columbia SC 29202-1476 =
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!
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SENDER: COMPLETE THIG SE COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY
' ® Complete items 1, 2, and 3.

F g il
® Print your name and address on the reverse /f% ,thnlﬂm
3o that we can return the card to you. x ! h/ G D,?B;ddnmw
T

® Attach this card to the back of the maiipiscs,
or on the front if space permits. dﬁw

1. Articie Addressed ta: o. mwwwmmmwwommw O Yes
H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for If YES, anter delivery address befow: [ No

Service of Process y
for All Season' Healtheare, 7 ' *,
7142 Woodrow 5t

Irmo. South Carolina 29063
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7022 2410 0001 3098 4458 84 Restrited Dekvery
P8 Form 3811, July 2020 PSN 7530-02-000-9053
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STATE OF SOQUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF GREENWOOD )
)

Jennifer Murphy, as Personal ) PROOF OF ADR

Representative of the Estate of Phyllis )

Gee, ) Docket No. 2022 NI 24 00012

Plainliff, )

V3

)
)
)
All Season’s Healthcare LLC, All )
Seasons Healthcare, Inc. and Mill Creek )
)
)
)

Manor, LI.C. [/k/a Amara Place

Defendants.

(Within 10 days of the conclusion of ADR and no later than 300 days after filing, an original
must be filed with the Clerk of Court and a copy forwarded to the attorneys for the parties.)

PURSUANT to the South Carolina Altemative Dispute Resolution Rules (SCADR)

1. Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) was conducted on the 204 day of April, 2023
in the form of
a. X  mediation
b. _ non-binding arbitration

¢ _ binding arbitration (attached appropriate order of dismissal)

b

The neutral was Robert F. McMahan, Jr,

3. Present at the ADR conference were;
a. __ Plaintiff
b. _X Defendant Stuart Mottern CFO of Mill Creek Manor, LLC
¢. X Lawyers for Plaintiff Jamie Rutkoski, Esq.
d. __ Lawyer for Defendant
e. __ Representative for Insurance Carrier
f. _ Guardian ad litem
g. _ Expert(s)
h. _ Others

4. As aresult of ADR, this case should be considered (check one)
a.__ fully settled by Consent Judgment to be filed by
b.__ fully settled Voluntary Dismissal to be filed by

Exhibit C
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c. __ Partially setted
d._X at an impasse

Submitted this 20 day of April , 2023

/)
/ mfﬁ"J{)" / 44

Robertﬁ McMaﬁan Ir Medm??
4

SC Bar No. 3891
McMahan Law

PO Box 26314
Greenville, SC 29616
803-261 1299

dfm@robertmemanar

aw.com

Exhibit G
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Jennifer Murphy, as Personal ) Civil Action No.: 2023-CP-40-03086
Representative of the Estate of Phyllis )
Gee, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
) AFFIDAVIT OF
All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, All ) ELIZABETH C. MOULTRIE
Seasons Healthcare, Inc., and TWG )
Polo Road, LLC d/b/a Mill Creek )
Manor, LL.C f/k/a Amara Place at )
Columbia, )
)
Defendants. )

o

1, Elizabeth C. Moultrie, being first duly sworn, hereby depose and state as follows:

. Tam over the age of eighteen (18) years.

1 am an employee of Kassel McVey Attorneys at Law, attorneys for Plaintiff in the above-

entitled matter.

. After searching the Secretary of State’s website to identify the Registered Agent for Service

of Process for All Scasons Healthcare, on December 9, 2022, I mailed a letter along with a
Notice of Intent to File Suit and Expert Affidavit via Certified Mail, Return Receipt
Requested, Restricted Delivery, with postage pre-paid and addressed to H. McCloy, as
Registered Agent for Service of Process for All Seasons Healthcare, Inc., 7142 Woodrow St,
Irmo, South Carolina 29063, (Exhibit 1.)

On December 19, 2022, 1 received PS Form 3811 (Retum Receipt) signed on December 16,

2022, by “All Seasons™ with the “Agent” box checked. (Exhibit 2.)

Page 1 of 2
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5. On March 16, 2023, 1 mailed a letter (erroncously dated March 16, 2022) to H. McCloy as

Registered Agent for Service of Process for All Seasons Healthcare, Inc., informing her of the
pre-suit mediation of this case scheduled for March 30, 2023, at 9:30 AM. In that letter T
provided the Zoom link for the pre-suit mediation. (Exhibit 3.)

On March 27, 2023, 1 received a telephone call from “Trish” from All Seasons Healthcare
who said she received my letter dated March 16, and confirmed Heather McCloy is Registered
Agent for Service of Process but denied the entity had been served with our Notice of Intent
to File Suit. Trish provided her email address, and on Mrach 27, 2023, [ emailed a copy of
the PS Form 3811 dated December 16, 2022, along with a copy of my letter, the Notice of
Intent to File Suit, and the Expert Affidavit. (Exhibit 4.)

On June 22, 2023, I matled a letter along with a Plaintiff’s previously filed Notice of Intent to
File Suit and Expert Affidavit, Plaintiff's Summons and Complaint, Expert Affidavit, and
Plaintiff’s first discovery requests via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, Restricted
Delivery, with postage pre-paid and addressed to H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for Service
of Process for All Seasons Healthcare, Inc., 7142 Woodrow St, Irmo. South Carolina 22063.
On June 28, 2023, Treceived PS Form 3811 indicating service on June 26, 2023, to All Seasons
with the “Agent” box checked. (Exhibit 5.)

On July 25, 2023, I rcceived an email from H. McCloy acknowledging receipt of the
documents mailed June 22, 2023, and requesting a 30-day extension to Answer. (Exhibit 6.)

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYTH NAUGHT.

LI/Q//"%___.-H

Elizabeth C. Moultrie

SWORN TO BEFORE ME this

Public\for 5 uth Carolin
My Commissiori Expires: /i? 117 2P 2,

Page 2of2
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sy ey KASSEL®McVEY bors s Ba

JEASEELEIASSELLAW. COR Covrumera, 3C 19101

THEILE B, MCVEY
ATTORNEY AT Law
TMCYEY@RAISELLA.COM

TeL Jo3-256-4242
Fax Bo3-z56-1952
WA, KASSTLLLAW.COM

JAMIE R, RUTKOSKT
ATTORMEY AT Law
JRUTROEKTE@RASSELLAW,.COM

December 9, 2022

VIA CERTIFIED MADL—RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED—RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Article Number 7017 0660 0000 1954 2299

H. McCloy, as Registered Agent for Service of Process
for All Season' Healthcare, Inc.

7142 Woodrow St

Irmo, South Carolina 25063

Re:  Jennifer Murphy, as Personal Representative of the Estate of Phyllis Gee,
deceased v. All Season’s Healthcare, LLC, et al.
C/A No.: 2022-N1-24-00012

Dear H. McCloy:

Enclosed herewith and served upon you as Registered Agent [or Service of Process
please find Plaintifi’s Notice of Intent to File Suit against Defendants named in the pleadings.
Please note that this matter must be mediated within 90 days, but no more than 120 days, of the
date of filing. Please provide a copy of the enclosed immediately to your liability carrier and/or
legdl counsel.

Thank you for your kind consideration and cooperation. 1f you have any questions or
concerns, please contact your attorney.

Yours very truly,

Senior Paralegal to John D. Kassel,
Theile B. McVey, and Jamie Rae Rutkoski

ECM:bmh

Enclosures

Joun D Kagany, Artonsoy a1 Law, LLC
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