
 
DANIEL F. BLANCHARD III 
Email: dblanchard@rosenhagood.com  
Direct dial: (843)266-8123 

March 18, 2026 
 
VIA EMAIL FOR ELECTRONIC FILING: 
Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk of Court 
South Carolina Court of Appeals 
1220 Senate Street  
Columbia, SC 29201 
ctappfilings@sccourts.org  
 

Re: In re: Estate of James L. Strobel 
Appellate Case No. 2026-000229 
Circuit Court Case No. 2024-CP-10-04752  
Probate Court Case No. 2022-ES-10-00235 

   
Dear Ms. Kitchings: 
 
 Our firm represents Daniel Lloyd Strobel, James Andrew Strobel, John Anthony Strobel, 
and Peter Nicholas Strobel in the above matter. We have received the correspondence dated 
yesterday from Thomas B. Iandoli, Esquire, who represents Paula M. Strobel and Dorothy 
Elizabeth Strobel Bell. We agree with Mr. Iandoli that the appellate case caption should be 
corrected. However, we respectfully disagree with the proposed correction that Mr. Iandoli offered 
in his letter. Further, as discussed below, we reserve our clients’ position that the lower court’s 
Orders that were appealed from are not immediately appealable. 
 

Our clients (Daniel Lloyd Strobel, James Andrew Strobel, John Anthony Strobel, and Peter 
Nicholas Strobel) are the Plaintiffs in the lower court. The Defendants in the lower court are Paula 
M. Strobel, as Personal Representative of the Estate of James L. Strobel, and individually; Dorothy 
Elizabeth Strobel Bell, as an interested person; and Zoie P. Ogletree, as an interested person.  
 

The above information is reflected in the Orders attached to the Notice of Appeal that Mr. 
Iandoli’s clients filed in this Court on January 27, 2026. The Orders appealed from involve the 
Circuit Court’s denial of Paula M. Strobel’s Motion to Amend Answer and the denial of her Motion 
for Jury Trial. The Circuit Court’s Orders do not rule upon or involve any motion made by Dorothy 
Elizabeth Strobel Bell. Copies of the motions that were denied by the lower court are enclosed. 

 
Despite the above, the Notice of Appeal names both Paula M. Strobel and Dorothy 

Elizabeth Strobel Bell as the Appellants even though the lower court’s orders do not address or 
rule upon any motion made by Ms. Bell. Our position is that Ms. Bell is not a proper appellant and 
that she lacks standing to appeal from Orders denying motions made by another party (Paula M. 
Strobel). We intend to address this issue more fully in our briefs to the Court. Mr. Iandoli’s letter 
also improperly asks this Court to realign the parties in the lower court to make Zoie P. Ogletree a 
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respondent. No such relief has been granted in the lower court. 

 
In addition to the above, our position is that the lower court’s Orders are not immediately 

appealable. As the Notice of Appeal as well as the enclosures with this letter show, the lower court 
denied Paula M. Strobel’s Motion to Amend Answer pursuant to SCRCP 15(a) and also denied 
her separate Motion for Jury Trial pursuant to SCRCP 39(b). The denial of a motion to amend 
answer under Rule 15(a) is not immediately appealable under state law. See Baldwin Const. Co. 
v. Graham, 357 S.C. 227, 230, 593 S.E.2d 146, 147 (2004) (order denying a motion to amend an 
answer is not immediately appealable). Similarly, an order denying a motion for jury trial under 
Rule 39(b) is not immediately appealable. See Rowe Furniture Corp. v. Carolina Wholesale 
Furniture Co., 292 S.C. 575, 576, 357 S.E.2d 725, 725 (Ct. App. 1987) (trial court order denying 
party’s motion for jury trial pursuant to SCRCP 39(b) was not immediately appealable); Hannah 
v. United Refrigeration Servs., Inc., 305 S.C. 394, 394, 409 S.E.2d 360, 361 (1991) (“A ruling on 
a Rule 39(b) motion is within the discretion of the judge and is interlocutory and not directly 
appealable.”). In short, regardless of whether Ms. Bell is a proper appellant, she and Paula M. 
Strobel are attempting to appeal from Orders that are not immediately appealable. 

 
In light of the forgoing, we respectfully submit that the appellate case caption should be 

corrected to read as follows: 
 

“In re: Estate of James L. Strobel, Deceased, 
 
Daniel Lloyd Strobel; James Andrew Strobel; John Anthony Strobel and Peter 
Nicholas Strobel, Plaintiffs/Respondents, 
 
v. 
 
Paula M. Strobel, as Personal Representative of the Estate of James L. Strobel, and 
individually; Dorothy Elizabeth Strobel Bell, as an interested person; and Zoie P. 
Ogletree, as an interested person, Defendants. 
 
Of whom Paula M. Strobel, as Personal Representative of the Estate of James L. 
Strobel, and individually, is the Appellant.” 

 
By sending this letter, our clients reserve and do not waive any and all objections to Ms. 

Bell’s standing as an appellant and to the appealability of the lower court’s Orders. 
 
We thank you for your attention to this matter. Of course, please do not hesitate to let us 

know if you have any questions about the above or if we can provide any additional information. 
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Reviewed and Approved for Electronic Transmission 

With best regards, I am 
 
      Sincerely, 

 
ROSEN HAGOOD, LLC 

 
 
 
  

Daniel F. Blanchard, III  
 
Encls. 
 
Cc: Elizabeth J. Palmer, Esquire (w/ encls.) 

Bijan K. Ghom, Esquire (w/ encls.) 
J. Ashley Twombley, Esquire (w/ encls.) 
Thomas Iandoli, Esquire (w/ encls.) 

 Dan David, Esquire (w/ encls.) 
Michael DuPree, Esquire (w/ encls.) 


















	Daniel F. Blanchard, III

