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

Dear Court of Appeals: Attached please find a return to motion and proof of service in the
above matter.
 
Sincerely,
Lawrence Hershon
 
Lawrence M. Hershon, Esq.
The Hershon Law Firm, P.A.
1565 Sam Rittenberg Blvd., Suite 103
Charleston, SC 29407
(p) (843) 829-2022
(f) (843) 829-2023
lawrence@hershonlawfirm.com
www.hershonlawfirm.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


In the Court of Appeals 
____________ 


 
APPEAL FROM DORCHESTER COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 
 


The Honorable James E. Chellis, Master-In-Equity 
______________ 


 
Appellate Case No. 2025-001632 


______________ 
 


 
Cornerstone Ventures International, LLC, 
 


v. 
 
Alvin E. Burch, Sr., 
 
 


 
……………………………Respondent, 
 
 
 
……………………………Appellant, 


______________ 
 


RETURN TO APPELLANT’S MOTION TO STRIKE 
_______________ 


 
On February 4, 2026, Respondent Cornerstone Ventures International, LLC filed its Initial 


Brief and Designation of Matter. On February 9, 2026, Appellant Alvin E. Burch, Sr. filed a 


Motion styled as “Appellant’s Motion to Strike and Limit Respondent’s Designation of Matter to 


Be Included in the Record on Appeal.”  Respondent submits this Return in opposition to said 


Motion to Strike. 


Simply put, the Designation of Matter (and prematurely submitted Record on Appeal) filed 


by Appellant was incomplete. Based on the contents of the Motion, it appears that Appellant does 


not want the Court of Appeals to review materials that are pertinent to the matter but detrimental 


to the arguments in his appeal.   







Under Appellate Rule 209(b), no party is to include any materials in the Designation of 


Matter that are not relevant. Respondents’ attorney filed the required certification under Rule 


209(c) concerning the contents of the Designation.   


Respondent reiterates that all documents and records submitted are relevant to the appeal.  


A Rule 60, SCRCP, motion, which is the subject of this appeal, necessarily all of the court filings 


and proceedings that have occurred surrounding the underlying judgment.  The lower court 


certainly had all post-judgment filings and hearings at his disposal for considering Appellant’s 


Rule 60 Motion.  It would appear to be much more prudent for the Court of Appeals to allow for 


these records to be before the Court of Appeals, and in its review of the matter it can determine 


whether to give any weight to the arguments and submissions of the Respondent.   


Appellant’s concerns appear to be limited to items 6 and 8-15.  Items 6 and 8-12 all involve 


proceedings that were before the lower court concerning execution on the underlying judgment.  


As to items 13-15, Respondent’s initial brief references the history of this matter, including the 


first appeal field by Appellant.  These items simply help make for a more complete record. 


The items included in Respondent’s Designation of Matter either directly concern the 


history of the subject case or directly concern the underlying judgment. To strike said materials 


would leave the Court of Appeals without a complete history of the post-judgment procedures that 


have taken place.  Therefore, the Motion to Strike should be denied, and Appellant should be 


ordered to include all materials from both parties’ Designations of Matter in his final Record on 


Appeal. 


 


 


 







Respectfully Submitted,    


 
       s/Lawrence M. Hershon    
       Lawrence M. Hershon (SC Bar:  77514) 
       The Hershon Law Firm, P.A. 
       1565 Sam Rittenberg Blvd., Suite 103 


Charleston, SC  29407 
Telephone: (843) 829-2022 
Facsimile: (843) 829-2023 


       lawrence@hershonlawfirm.com 
February 12, 2026 
Charleston, South Carolina 








THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


____________ 
 


APPEAL FROM DORCHESTER COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable James E. Chellis, Master-In-Equity 


______________ 
 


Appellate Case No. 2025-001632 
______________ 


 
 
Cornerstone Ventures International, LLC, 
 


v. 
 
Alvin E. Burch, Sr., 
 
 


 
Respondent, 


 
 
 


Appellant, 


 
______________ 


 
PROOF OF SERVICE 


_________ 
 


 I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I have served Respondent’s Return to Appellant’s 
Motion to Strike on the pro se Appellant via his designated email address on February 12, 2026, 
as follows: 
 
burchschool@gmail.com 
 


s/ Lawrence M. Hershon     
Lawrence M. Hershon (SC Bar No. 77514) 
The Hershon Law Firm, P.A. 
1565 Sam Rittenberg Blvd., Suite 103 
Charleston, South Carolina 29407 
Telephone:  (843) 829-2022 
Facsimile:  (843) 829-2023 
lawrence@hershonlawfirm.com  
 


Attorney for Respondent  
 






