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February 11, 2026 


 


The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 


Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals 


Post Office Box 11629 


Columbia, South Carolina 29211 


 


Re: Bruce Wilson v. Ennis M. Fant  


Civil Action No. 2024-CP-23-00548 


 


Dear Clerk Kitchings: 


I respectfully request that the enclosed Notice of Appeal  be filed with the South Carolina Court 


of Appeals in the above-referenced matter. The Notice includes the following attachments: 


1. Notice Of Appeal 


2. Order Of Dismissal 


3. Order Denying Reconsideration 


Please be advised that the $250 filing fee will be promptly submitted via U.S. Mail to your 


office. Kindly confirm receipt of this filing and provide any further instructions regarding the 


processing of the appeal. 


 


Thank you for your attention to this matter. Should you require any additional information, 


please do not hesitate to contact me. 


 


Sincerely, 


               s/ Bruce Wilson 


Bruce Wilson 


      14 Freestone St 


      Greenville SC 29605 


      Brucewilson23@gmail.com 


 


Cc: Austin D. Nichols, Esq. 


 Attorney for Respondent 


 


 Clerk of Court Greenville County 


 


Enclosures:  Notice of Appeal 


Order of Dismissal 


Order Denying Reconsideration 
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February 11, 2026 


 


Bruce Wilson  


14 Freestone St 


Greenville SC 29605 


864-907-7080 


brucewilson23@gmail.com 


 


Greenville County Clerk of Court  


Attn: Civil filing 


305 E. North Street   


Greenville, SC 29601   


 


Re:  Case No: 2024-CP-23-00548 – Notice of Appeal 


 


Dear Clerk of Court,   


 


I respectfully request that the attached Notice of Appeal be filed in the above-style case. Please 


accept this letter as my formal submission and provide a time-stamped copy for my records upon 


processing.   


 


If any additional documentation or corrections are required, please advise me at your earliest 


convenience. Thank you for your attention to this matter.   


 


Sincerely,   


 


Bruce Wilson  


Plaintiff  


 


Cc:  Austin Nichols, Esquire, Attorney for Defendant Fant 


South Carolina Appeals Clerk of Court 


File 


 


Enclosure: Notice of Appeal   
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


In The Court of Appeals    


_______________  


   
APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY  


Court of Common Pleas  


Veron F. Dunbar, Circuit Court Judge  


Civil Action No. 2024-CP-23-00548 


  


_______________  
   


Appellate Case No:  


_______________  


 


Bruce Wilson, ......................................................................................., Appellant 


 


    v. 


Ennis M. Fant…………….………………..........................................., Respondent. 


 


_____________________  


  


NOTICE OF APPEAL  


_____________________  


  


Bruce Wilson appeals for the Order of the Honorable Veron F. Dunbar dated November 14, 


2025, dismissing claim(s) against Respondent (hereto attached) and the order denying his Rule 


59(e), SCRCP motion dated February 9, 2026 (hereto attached). Appellant received notice of the 


entry of the dismissal order on November 15, 2025, and final order denying Rule 59(e) motion on 


February 10, 2026   


                By:   /s/ Bruce Wilson  


       Bruce Wilson 


       14 Freestone St 


       Greenville SC 29605 


       (864) 907-7080 


       brucewilson23@gmail.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


In The Court of Appeals    


_______________  


   
APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY  


Court of Common Pleas  


Veron F. Dunbar, Circuit Court Judge  


Civil Action No. 2024-CP-23-00548  


_______________  


   
Appellate Case No:  


_______________  


 


Bruce Wilson, ......................................................................................., Appellant 


 


    v. 


Ennis M. Fant…………….………………..........................................., Respondent. 


 


_____________________  


  


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


_____________________  


 


I hereby certify that on February 11, 2026, I served a copy of the forging Notice of 


Appeal via United States Mail, postage prepaid, and email addressed to: 


    The Rutherford Law Firm, LLC 


    Attn: Austin D. Nichols, Esq. 


    P.O. Box 1452 


    Columbia, SC 29202 


    Austin@rutherford.law 


    Attorney for Respondent Ennis M. Fant 


 


 


          By:   /s/ Bruce Wilson  


       Bruce Wilson 


       14 Freestone St 


       Greenville SC 29605 


       (864) 907-7080 


       brucewilson23@gmail.com 
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FORM 4  


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  


COUNTY OF       


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 


 


      


  


      


PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 


 


DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 


 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury.  The issues 


have been tried and a verdict rendered. 
 


 DECISION BY THE COURT.  This action came to trial or hearing before the court. 


The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.  
 


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


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


 Other       
 


 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  Rule 40(j), SCRCP;  Bankruptcy; 


 Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 


      arbitration award;  


   Other       
 


  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 


 


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


   Affirmed;   Reversed;   Remanded;   


 Other        
   


  NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR 


ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.  


IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:  See attached order (formal order to follow)  Statement of Judgment 


by the Court:  


 


ORDER INFORMATION 


This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  


  


For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 


 


This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a 


copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on                         . 


 


  


  


  


  


  


  


  


NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 


Bruce Wilson for Bruce Wilson
Bruce Wilson for Bruce Wilson


02/09/2026


✔


2024CP2300548


This matter is before the Court upon Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration of the Order filed on November 14, 2025 pursuant to
Rule 59(e) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (SCRCP), which was timely filed with the Cout on November 20, 2025.


After careful consideration of the arguments, filings of the Parties and a review of the evidence and record in this matter, this Court
respectfully denied the Motion for Reconsideration.


It Is So Ordered.


Ennis M Fant


✔


Bruce Wilson


Greenville


✔
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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 to 


parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
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Greenville Common Pleas


Case Caption: Bruce  Wilson vs. Ennis M Fant


Case Number: 2024CP2300548


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


Vernon F. Dunbar


Electronically signed on 2026-02-09 20:05:05     page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,   IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF 


COUNTY OF GREENVILLE   THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


 


Bruce Wilson,     ) CASE NO.: 2024-CP-23-00548 


      ) 


Plaintiff,   ) 


      ) 


  vs.    )   ORDER 


      )  


Ennis M. Fant,     )  


      ) 


  Defendant.    ) 


This matter came before the Court on September 22, 2025, for a hearing on Defendant, 


Ennis M. Fant (“Fant”) Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint and Motion for 


Sanctions, pursuant to South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (“SCRCP”) Rule 12(b)(6).  Austin 


Nichols appeared on behalf of Defendant and Bruce Wilson, Plaintiff, appeared pro se.  As set 


forth below, Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint is granted and 


Defendant’s Motion for Sanctions is denied. 


LEGAL STANDARD 


 Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP, allows the court to dismiss a party’s claim for “failure to state facts 


sufficient to constitute a cause of action.”  In evaluating a motion to dismiss pursuant to this rule, 


the circuit court must view the facts alleged in the complaint and any reasonable inferences to be 


drawn therefrom in the light most favorable to the plaintiff.  Gentry v. Yonce, 337 S.C. 1, 5, 522 


S.E.2d 137, 139 (1999).  “The trial court must base its ruling solely on allegations set forth in the 


complaint.”  Doe v. Marion, 373 S.C. 390, 395, 645 S.E.2d 245, 247 (2007). “The trial court’s 


grant of a motion to dismiss will be sustained if the facts alleged in the complaint do not support 


relief under any theory of law.”  Flateau v. Harrelson, 355 S.C. 197, 202, 584 S.E.2d 413, 416 


(Ct. App. 2003). 
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ORDER 


Plaintiff brought this Amended Complaint against Defendant, alleging the following: 


Defamation, Defamation per se, and Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress.  Each party has 


submitted a supporting memorandum stating their respective positions and legal arguments.  This 


Court also heard and considered oral arguments by each party.  After hearing the arguments of the 


parties and a review of the filings in the case, Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaint 


is granted. 


“In order to prove defamation, the plaintiff must show (1) a false and defamatory statement 


was made; (2) the unprivileged publication was made to a third party; (3) the publisher was at 


fault; and (4) either actionability of the statement irrespective of special harm or the existence of 


special harm caused by the publication.”  Erickson v. Jones St. Publishers, LLC, 368 S.C. 444, 


465, 629 S.E.2d 653, 664 (2006), disapproved of by Floyd v. WBTW, No. CIV.A. 4:06CV3120-


RB, 2007 WL 4458924 (D.S.C. Dec. 17, 2007) (quoting Fleming v. Rose, 350 S.C. 488, 494, 567 


S.E.2d 857, 860 (2002)).  “[Defamation] is actionable per se only if it charges the plaintiff with 


one of five types of acts or characteristics: (1) commission of a crime of moral turpitude; (2) 


contraction of a loathsome disease; (3) adultery; (4) unchastity; or (5) unfitness in one's business 


or profession.”  Murray v. Holnam, Inc., 344 S.C. 129, 142, 344 S.E.2d at 749.  Defamation per 


se presumes that Defendants acted with common law malice and Plaintiff suffered general 


damages.  Murray, 344 S.C. at 142.  Defendant has failed to plead the necessary elements to 


support his claim for Defamation and Defamation per se. 


In order to succeed on a claim for Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress Plaintiff must 


properly plead, “(1) the defendant intentionally or recklessly inflicted severe emotional distress, 


or was certain, or substantially certain, that such distress would result from his conduct; (2) the 
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 3 


conduct was so “extreme and outrageous” so as to exceed “all possible bounds of decency” and 


must be regarded as “atrocious, and utterly intolerable in a civilized community; (3) the actions of 


the defendant caused plaintiff's emotional distress; and (4) the emotional distress suffered by the 


plaintiff was “severe” such that “no reasonable man could be expected to endure it.”  Hansson v. 


Scalise Builders of S.C., 374 S.C. 352, 356, 650 S.E.2d 68, 70 (2007).  Plaintiff has failed to plead 


the necessary elements of Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress. 


Defendant's Motion for Sanctions and payment of attorney fees is denied.  


THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 


 Based on the above reasons, Fant’s Motion to Dismiss is granted and the causes of actions 


against Defendant Fant are dismissed.  Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint is dismissed as Plaintiff 


has failed to plead an actionable claim of Defamation, Defamation per se, and Intentional Infliction 


of Emotional Distress.  Furthermore, Fant’s Motion for Sanctions is denied. 


AND IT IS SO ORDERED!   


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW] 
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Greenville Common Pleas


Case Caption: Bruce  Wilson vs. Ennis M Fant


Case Number: 2024CP2300548


Type: Order/Other


So Ordered


Vernon F. Dunbar


Electronically signed on 2025-11-14 09:37:01     page 4 of 4
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