
From: Brown, Sara K.
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: Lindahl, Rebecca K.; Meredith Bannon; hunter@bannonlawgroup.com; Christina Brown; William Padget

(bill@hhplawgroup.com); ashley@hhplawgroup.com; sandy@hhplawgroup.com; Samantha Albrecht
Subject: Ex Parte: Mandy Matney (2025-002585)- Motion to Reinstate Appeal
Date: Wednesday, March 11, 2026 4:00:35 PM
Attachments: 20260311 Motion to Reinstate Appeal.pdf

20260311 Memo ISO Motion to Reinstate Appeal (with exhibits).pdf
20260311 Proof of Service- Motion to Reinstate.pdf

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

Good afternoon, all. Attached for filing and service please find Appellant Mandy
Matney’s Motion to Reinstate Appeal pursuant to Rule 260(a) of the SC Rules of
Appellate Procedure, along with a Memorandum in Support with exhibits, and Proof of
Service.
 
Could you please confirm if this email constitutes filing pursuant to Rules 240(d), 260(a),
and Rule 262(a), or if you require paper copies sent to the Court of Appeals for filing?
 
Payment for the $50 filing fee is being sent in the form of a check from our firm to the
South Carolina Court of Appeals.
 
Counsel for all parties are copied on this email.
 
Thank you.  
 
Sara K. Brown
Paralegal

Katten
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP
615 S. College Street, Suite 1700 | Charlotte, NC 28202-3354
direct +1.704.344.3067
sara.brown@katten.com | katten.com
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This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the
exclusive 
use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is 
proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
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distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify 

mailto:sara.brown@katten.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:rebecca.lindahl@katten.com
mailto:meredith@bannonlawgroup.com
mailto:hunter@bannonlawgroup.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=userd278aedb
mailto:bill@hhplawgroup.com
mailto:bill@hhplawgroup.com
mailto:ashley@hhplawgroup.com
mailto:sandy@hhplawgroup.com
mailto:samantha@justiceislovely.com
mailto:sara.brown@katten.com
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https://www.katten.com/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOjAwMzg0Njg0NDE2NDg4NzVjMzE0NGVlYTU5NTQyZjcwOjc6MDY0Yzo0ZTMzZjZmMTA4NzRlOTcyYWIzYWM3NGU2ZDkyZGY2NjNjNGJkYTg2ODg5ZDZlYWM3ZTM2OThhMTY0OGViOTYwOmg6VDpO



 


1 
 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


________________ 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
Hon. Thomas W. McGee III, Circuit Court Judge 


__________________ 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002585 
Case No. 2022-CP-40-01390 


__________________ 


Ex Parte: Mandy Matney, Appellant, 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko,  Plaintiffs, Respondents 


 v. 


Allison Dunavant, Defendant. 


__________________ 


MOTION TO REINSTATE APPEAL 
__________________ 


Pursuant to Rule 260 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (the 


“Rules”), Appellant Mandy Matney hereby moves for the reinstatement of her appeal 


on the grounds that the Appellant timely filed and served her Notice of Appeal on 


November 24, 2025, and then later timely served a Notice of Appeal and Amended 


Notice of Appeal that she submitted pursuant to a deficiency notice on January 22, 


2026, which the certificate of service for her Notice of Appeal and Amended Notice of 


Appeal was intended to reflect.  As set forth more fully in the accompanying 


Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reinstate Appeal, because the Appellees 


received timely service of both Notices, they have not been prejudiced, and good cause 


exists to reinstate the Appellant’s appeal.   
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March 11, 2026.  


s/ Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP 
615 South College Street Suite 1700 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202 
(704) 344-3141 
Attorney for Appellant 


 
Other Counsel of Record: 
Meredith Bannon 
10 Westbury Parkway, Suite A 
Bluffton, South Carolina 29910 
(843) 815-4505 


 
 


 








 


 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


________________ 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
Hon. Thomas W. McGee III, Circuit Court Judge 


__________________ 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002585 
Case No. 2022-CP-40-01390 


__________________ 


Ex Parte: Mandy Matney, Appellant, 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko,  Plaintiffs, Respondents 


 v. 


Allison Dunavant, Defendant. 


__________________ 


MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO REINSTATE APPEAL 
__________________ 


Pursuant to Rule 260 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (the 


“Rules”), Appellant Mandy Matney hereby moves for the reinstatement of her appeal.   


Appellant appeals a September 4, 2025 order denying her Motion to Quash a 


third-party subpoena and a November 13, 2025 order denying her Motion to 


Reconsider her Motion to Quash.  Appellant’s Motion to Reconsider was timely filed 


and thus tolled the time within which she must appeal the order denying her motion 


to quash. 


On November 24, 2025, the Appellant timely filed and served a notice of 


appeal.  A true and correct copy of the email notification providing that the Notice of 


Appeal would be electronically served by the Richland County Court of Common 
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Pleas’s system is attached as Exhibit A.  By operation of Rule 208(a), SCACR, 


Appellant’s initial brief and designation of matter were due within thirty (30) days 


after serving the notice of appeal, or on or before December 29, 2025.  On December 


29, 2025, Appellant filed her Notice of Appeal with this Court and an initial Motion 


for Extension of Time, which this Court deferred pending resolution of identified 


deficiencies.1  Counsel for all parties received a copy of the December 29, 2025 filings 


via email.  A true and correct copy of the email serving counsel for all parties is 


attached as Exhibit B.   


On January 12, 2026, undersigned counsel received correspondence from this 


Court outlining deficiencies in Appellant’s December 29, 2025, filings.  In pertinent 


part, the Court informed Appellant’s counsel that the December 29, 2025 filings 


lacked a proof of service submission.  Appellant therefore timely filed an Amended 


Notice of Appeal on January 22, 2026 that corrected the identified deficiency and 


included a proof of service submission with that filing providing that all deficiency 


cures, including the “Notice of Appeal and Amended Notice of Appeal,” had been 


served on January 22, 2026.  That proof of service submission was intended to 


demonstrate that both the Amended Notice of Appeal correcting the identified 


deficiency in the Notice of Appeal and the Notice of Appeal itself were timely served, 


not that only the Amended Notice of Appeal was timely served.  Nonetheless, the 


Court dismissed the appeal in an order dated February 24, 2026, because “Appellant 


has failed to provide proof of timely service.”   


 
1 Ms. Matney is prepared to file and serve her Initial Brief promptly after this appeal is reinstated. 
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Rule 260 permits the Court to reinstate an appeal for good cause.  Here, good 


cause exists to reinstate the appeal because Appellant timely filed the Notice of 


Appeal (and all other appellate filings).   


The Rules provide that service is effective when accomplished “by electronic 


means in a manner provided by order of the Supreme Court of South Carolina.”  Rule 


262(c)(3).  By order dated April 24, 2024, the Supreme Court of South Carolina 


provides for service by email.  Accordingly, Appellant’s original Notice of Appeal was 


served on three occasions: November 24, 2025; December 29, 2025; and again on 


January 22, 2026.  An amended proof of service form reflecting those dates of service 


is attached as Exhibit C.  The conclusion that no timely service existed at the time 


Appellant filed her Amended Notice of Appeal is a misunderstanding, likely due to 


the wording of Appellant’s proof of service, which was intended to confirm that the 


Appellee timely received not only the original Notice of Appeal, but also the Amended 


Notice of Appeal that the Court ordered in its deficiency notice with which Appellant 


timely complied.  


Stated differently, the Appellant timely complied with all service 


requirements, so Appellee has not been prejudiced.  In the absence of any prejudice 


to any party and for good cause established by the fact that service was timely made, 


Appellant requests that the Court reinstate her appeal. 


 


March 11, 2026.  


s/ Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP 
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615 South College Street Suite 1700 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202 
(704) 344-3141 
Attorney for Appellant 


 
Other Counsel of Record: 
Meredith Bannon 
10 Westbury Parkway, Suite A 
Bluffton, South Carolina 29910 
(843) 815-4505 


 
 


 







 


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


EXHIBIT A 







From:                                         efiledonotreply@sccourts.org
Sent:                                           Monday, November 24, 2025 2:50 PM
To:                                               Lindahl, Rebecca K.
Cc:                                               USR-CLT-CourtAlert ECF
Subject:                                     Courtesy NEF RE: 2022CP4001390
 
EXTERNAL EMAIL – EXERCISE CAUTION


****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]


A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  2022CP4001390


Official File Stamp: 11-24-2025 02:49:03 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT


Common Pleas
Richland


Case Caption: David Voros , plaintiff, et al vs Allison Dunavant ,
defendant, et al


Document(s) Submitted: Appeal/Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals
Filed by or on behalf of: Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl


This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.


The following people were served electronically:
Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl for Mandy Matney
Christina Marie Brown for David Voros et al
Meredith Anne Bannon for Mandy Matney
William R. Padget for David Voros et al
Samantha Elenor Albrecht for Allison Dunavant


The following people have not been served electronically by the Court.
Therefore, they must be served by traditional means:
~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the
addressee and may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If
you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete all copies of the message and any attachments.







 


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


EXHIBIT B 







From:                                         Brown, Sara K.
Sent:                                           Monday, December 29, 2025 9:25 AM
To:                                               ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Cc:                                               Lindahl, Rebecca K.; bill@hhplawgroup.com;


christina@hhplawgroup.com; samantha@justiceislovely.com
Subject:                                     Notice of Appeal- 2022-CP-40-01390 Richland County
Attachments:                          Notice of Appeal of Order Denying Motion to Reconsider with NEF.pdf
 
Good morning. Attached for filing please find Ms. Mandy Matney’s Notice of Appeal of
the Order Denying Ms. Matney’s Motion to Quash Deposition Subpoena and
subsequent Order Denying Ms. Matney’s Motion to Reconsider, which was filed and
served in Richland County on November 24, 2025. Counsel for all parties is copied on
this email.
 
Payment for the $250 filing fee is being sent in the form of a check from our firm to
the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
Thank you.  
 
Sara K. Brown
Paralegal


Katten
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP
615 S. College Street, Suite 1700 | Charlotte, NC 28202-3354
direct +1.704.344.3067
sara.brown@katten.com | katten.com
 



mailto:sara.brown@katten.com

https://www.katten.com/





 


  


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND 
 


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko, 
 


Plaintiffs,  
 
v. 
 
Allison Dunavant,  
 


Defendant.   
 


Civil Action No. 2022-CP-40-01390 
 
 
 


NOTICE OF APPEAL OF ORDER 
DENYING MOTION TO 


RECONSIDER ORDER DENYING 
MOTION TO QUASH DEPOSITION 


SUBPOENA 


 


Pursuant to Rule 203 of the South Carolina Rules of Appellate Procedure, non-party Mandy 
Matney, by and through undersigned counsel, hereby gives Notice of Appeal of the Order Denying 
Ms. Matney’s Motion to Quash Deposition Subpoena and subsequent Order Denying Ms. 
Matney’s Motion to Reconsider Order Denying Motion to Reconsider Order Denying Motion to 
Appeal, entered by Judge Thomas W. McGee III on November 13, 2025, a copy of which is 
attached hereto. 


 This the 24th day of November, 2024.  
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SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    Page 1 of 2  
  


  


  


  


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 


11/13/2025


✔


2022CP4001390


This matter is before the Court on Ms. Matney's Motion for Reconsideration. The Motion asks this court to
alter, amend, or reconsider its Order Denying the Motion to Quash. After reviewing the applicable law and
Mr. Voros' Memo in Opposition and considering arguments raised in the Motion, the Court is unable to
discover any material fact or principle of law that has either been overlooked or disregarded, and further
finds no error of law or fact not appropriately considered. Therefore, the Motion is DENIED.


Ms. Matney shall be deposed no later than fourteen days from the entry of this Order.


Allison Dunavant et alDavid Voros et al


Richland


✔


✔
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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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Richland Common Pleas


Case Caption: David  Voros , plaintiff, et al vs Allison  Dunavant , defendant, et al


Case Number: 2022CP4001390


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


s/ Thomas W. McGee III, Judge Code 2786


Electronically signed on 2025-11-13 10:27:59     page 3 of 3
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Certificate of Electronic Notification


Recipients
Samantha Albrecht  - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.


Rebecca Lindahl  - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:24 PM.


William Padget  - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:22 PM.


Meredith Bannon  - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.


Christina Brown  - Notification transmitted on 11-24-2025 02:49:23 PM.
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****


NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]


A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  2022CP4001390


Official File Stamp: 11-24-2025 02:49:03 PM


Court: CIRCUIT COURT


Common Pleas


Richland


Case Caption:
David Voros , plaintiff, et al vs Allison Dunavant ,
defendant, et al


Document(s) Submitted: Appeal/Notice of Appeal to Court of Appeals


Filed by or on behalf of: Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl


This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.


The following people were served electronically:


Rebecca Kinlein Lindahl for Mandy Matney


Christina Marie Brown for David Voros et al


Meredith Anne Bannon for Mandy Matney


William R. Padget for David Voros et al


Samantha Elenor Albrecht for Allison Dunavant


The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:
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From:                                         Brown, Sara K.
Sent:                                           Monday, December 29, 2025 9:53 AM
To:                                               ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Cc:                                               Lindahl, Rebecca K.; bill@hhplawgroup.com;


christina@hhplawgroup.com; samantha@justiceislovely.com;
meredith@bannonlawgroup.com


Subject:                                     Motion for Extension of Time- Appellant's Initial Brief and Designation of
Matter- 2022-CP-40-01390 Richland County


Attachments:                          Motion for Extension of Time Matney Appeal.pdf
 
Good morning. Attached for filing please find Appellant’s Motion for Extension of Time
to File Appellant’s Initial Brief and Designation of Matter.
 
Counsel for all parties is copied on this email.
 
Payment for the $50 filing fee is being sent in the form of a check from our firm to the
South Carolina Court of Appeals.
Thank you.  
 
Sara K. Brown
Paralegal


Katten
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP
615 S. College Street, Suite 1700 | Charlotte, NC 28202-3354
direct +1.704.344.3067
sara.brown@katten.com | katten.com
 
From: Brown, Sara K. <sara.brown@katten.com>
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2025 9:25 AM
To: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Cc: Lindahl, Rebecca K. <rebecca.lindahl@katten.com>; bill@hhplawgroup.com;
christina@hhplawgroup.com; samantha@justiceislovely.com
Subject: Notice of Appeal- 2022-CP-40-01390 Richland County
 
Good morning. Attached for filing please find Ms. Mandy Matney’s Notice of Appeal of
the Order Denying Ms. Matney’s Motion to Quash Deposition Subpoena and
subsequent Order Denying Ms. Matney’s Motion to Reconsider, which was filed and
served in Richland County on November 24, 2025. Counsel for all parties is copied on
this email.
 
Payment for the $250 filing fee is being sent in the form of a check from our firm to
the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
Thank you.  
 
Sara K. Brown
Paralegal
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https://www.katten.com/

mailto:sara.brown@katten.com

mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org

mailto:rebecca.lindahl@katten.com

mailto:bill@hhplawgroup.com

mailto:christina@hhplawgroup.com

mailto:samantha@justiceislovely.com





Katten
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP
615 S. College Street, Suite 1700 | Charlotte, NC 28202-3354
direct +1.704.344.3067
sara.brown@katten.com | katten.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


________________ 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


Hon. Thomas W. McGee III, Circuit Court Judge 
__________________ 


Appellate Case No. 2025- 
Case No. 2022-CP-40-01390 


__________________ 


Mandy 
Matney…………………………………………………………………Subpoenant/Appellant 


In the matter of 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko……………………………………………….Plaintiffs 


v. 


Allison Dunavant……………………………………………………..…………….Defendant 


Of whom 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko………………………………………are the Appellees 


__________________ 


MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE APPELLANT’S  
INITIAL BRIEF AND DESIGNATION OF MATTER 


__________________ 


Appellant Mandy Matney hereby moves for a 45-day extension of time within 


which to file her initial brief and designation of matter to the record on appeal.  See 


Rule 263(b), SCACR.  The motion is made on the grounds that, due to scheduling 


demands, additional time is needed to prepare and file the initial brief and 


designation of matter.  In addition, a hearing on Ms. Matney’s pending motion to stay 


the order on appeal is scheduled before the Court of Common Pleas on February 6, 


  







2026.  This is Appellant’s first request for an extension, and it is not intended for 


purposes of delay. 


Appellant’s initial brief and designation of matter are presently due on 


December 29, 2025.  By the undersigned’s calculation, the extension, if granted, 


would result in a new deadline of February 12, 2026, six days after the hearing on 


Appellant’s motion to stay the order being appealed. 


 This the 29th day of December, 2025.  


 
 
  







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


 The undersigned hereby certifies that on this 29th day of December, 2025, I 
caused a copy of the foregoing Motion for Extension of Time to be duly served in 
accordance with the provisions of Rule 240(c) of the South Carolina Appellate Court 
Rules.  


 
 
 







 


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


EXHIBIT C 







 


 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


________________ 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
Hon. Thomas W. McGee III, Circuit Court Judge 


__________________ 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002585 
Case No. 2022-CP-40-01390 


__________________ 


Ex Parte: Mandy Matney, Appellant, 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko,  Plaintiffs, Respondents 


 v. 


Allison Dunavant, Defendant. 


 
 


PROOF OF SERVICE 


 
 


I certify that I have served: 


1. The Notice of Appeal on November 24, 2025 electronically by Notice of 
Electronic Filing from the Court of Common Pleas of Richland County; 


2. The Notice of Appeal on December 29, 2025 via email, in accordance with Rule 
262(c)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Appellate Procedure and the order 
dated April 24, 2024, by the Supreme Court of South Carolina providing for 
service by email; 


3. The Notice of Appeal and Amended Notice of Appeal on January 22, 2026 via 
email, in accordance with Rule 262(c)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of 
Appellate Procedure and the order dated April 24, 2024, by the Supreme Court 
of South Carolina providing for service by email; 


on David Voros and Alexandra Stasko through their attorneys  of record William R. 
Padget and Christina M. Brown, and on Allison Dunavant through her attorney of 
record Samantha Albrecht.  


 







 


 


March 11, 2026.  


s/ Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Rebecca K. Lindahl 
Katten Muchin Rosenman LLP 
615 South College Street Suite 1700 
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202 
(704) 344-3141 
Attorney for Appellant 


 
Other Counsel of Record: 
Meredith Bannon 
10 Westbury Parkway, Suite A 
Bluffton, South Carolina 29910 
(843) 815-4505 


 
 
 












 


 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


________________ 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
Hon. Thomas W. McGee III, Circuit Court Judge 


__________________ 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002585 
Case No. 2022-CP-40-01390 


__________________ 


Ex Parte: Mandy Matney, Appellant, 


David Voros and Alexandra Stasko,  Plaintiffs, Respondents 


 v. 


Allison Dunavant, Defendant. 


 
 


PROOF OF SERVICE 
 
 


I certify that I have served the foregoing Motion to Reinstate Appeal and 


Memorandum in Support on March 11, 2026 via email in accordance with Rule 


262(c)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Appellate Procedure and the order dated 


April 24, 2024, by the Supreme Court of South Carolina providing for service by 


email on David Voros and Alexandra Stasko through their attorneys  of record 


William R. Padget and Christina M. Brown, and on Allison Dunavant through her 
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