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

Dear Sir or Madam, 

Attached for filing in the matter of A Site on Rivers, LLC v. Mashburn Construction
Company, Inc. Appellate Case No. 2026-000293, please find Appellants’ Reply to Return for
Extension of Time and the Proof of Service. All counsel of record are being served via email.

Please let us know if you have questions or need anything further. 

Sincerely, 
Winter McKee, Paralegal
Blundy Law Firm, LLC
297 Seven Farms Drive, Suite 200
Charleston, SC 29492
wmckee@blundylawfirm.com
(843) 867-6050
Blundylawfirm.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals  


 
 


APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas  


Jennifer B. McCoy, Circuit Court Judge 
 


 
Case No. 2025-CP-10-01435 


Appellate Case No. 2026-000293 
 


 
 
A Site on Rivers, LLC, and Shelly Leeke Law Firm, LLC, Appellants,  
 
v.  
 
Mashburn Construction Company, Inc.; Plumbing Authority, LLC; Designbuild Mechanical 
Corporation; Lowcountry Doors & Hardware, Inc.; Collins & Wright, Inc.; Exterior Solutions of 
Georgia, LLC d/b/a Bone Dry Roofing; B & C Utilities, Inc.; B&C Development, Inc.; Palmetto 
State Glass, Inc.; Capital Dry Wall, LLC; Air Diagnostics, Inc.; and Thermatech Services, LLC, 
Defendants,  
 
of which Mashburn Construction Company, Inc. is the Respondent,  
 
AND  
 
Lowcountry Doors & Hardware, Inc., Third-Party Plaintiff,  
 
v.  
 
Global Installation Contracting of Charleston, LLC d/b/a Global Installation Contracting, LLC, 
Third-Party Defendant. 
 


APPELLANTS’ REPLY TO RETURN FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 


 
Respondent Mashburn Construction Company, Inc. (“Mashburn”) seeks dismissal of 


Appellants’ appeal based on a series of procedural arguments that obscure the fundamental reality 


of this case. Appellants filed their Notice of Appeal while motions remained pending before the 
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circuit court, the final appealable order was not entered until March 11, 2026, and Appellants have 


diligently pursued their appellate rights in the complex procedural context created by that 


overlapping timeline; therefore, Respondent’s Return should be denied on multiple counts. 


BACKGROUND 


 Mashburn filed a Motion to Dismiss or Compel Arbitration on May 15, 2025. This motion 


was first set before the court on September 25, 2025. At that hearing, counsel for both Appellants 


and Respondent consented to continuing the motion. The Motion was then set on a November 5, 


2025, roster, at which time the motion was heard in full. The Honorable Jennifer B. McCoy filed 


a Form 4 Order on December 11, 2025 (hereinafter “Form 4 Order”), granting the motion and 


stating that “[c]ounsel for Mashburn shall submit a formal proposed order within 10 days by e-


filing in word format.” Appellants then filed a Motion to Alter or Amend the Form 4 Order on 


December 22, 2025 (hereinafter “First Motion to Alter or Amend”). Thereafter, Mashburn 


submitted a Written Order, which Judge McCoy signed on January 8, 2026. On January 9, 2026, 


Judge McCoy denied Appellants’ First Motion to Alter or Amend. Appellants then filed a Motion 


to Alter or Amend the January 8, 2026, formal order (hereinafter “Second Motion to Alter or 


Amend”). As Respondents took the position that the January 9, 2026, Order Denying Appellants’ 


First Motion to Alter or Amend encompassed all of Appellants’ Motions to Alter or Amend, 


Appellants filed a Notice of Appeal on February 9, 2026. Included in Appellants’ Notice of Appeal 


was a footnote that states:  


Appellants filed a Motion to Alter or Amend the Form 4 Order on December 22, 
2025. The Order entered on January 8, 2026, denied that Motion. Thereafter, on 
January 19, 2026, Appellants filed a Motion to Alter or Amend the Order entered 
January 9, 2026, for which no separate written ruling has been entered. Respondent 
takes the position that the January 8, 2026, Order denying the Motion to Alter or 
Amend encompasses both post-order motions. Accordingly, and out of an 
abundance of caution, Appellants appeal all related orders. (emphasis added). 
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On February 24, 2026, South Carolina Office of Court Administration advised Appellants 


that the time for ordering the transcript had expired and that Appellants had ten days to file a copy 


of the letter showing that Appellants had timely ordered the transcript or serve and file a motion 


requesting permission to order the transcript outside of the filing deadline. On March 6, 2026, 


Appellants advised that the transcript had been ordered; however, the transcript from the 


September 25, 2025, hearing was erroneously requested. Additionally, on March 6, Appellants 


filed a Motion for Extension of Time to Order the Transcript. Thereafter, Judge McCoy filed an 


Order denying Appellants’ Second Motion to Alter or Amend on March 11, 2026. On March 16, 


2026, Respondent filed a Return to Motion for Extension of Time. On March 20, 2026, Appellants 


requested the November 5, 2025, transcript (attached as Exhibit A). Appellants reply as follows.  


I. RESPONDENT MISCALCULATES THE TRANSCRIPT DEADLINE BECAUSE 
THE NOTICE OF APPEAL WAS PREMATURE AND THE APPELLATE CLOCK 
DID NOT RUN UNTIL ENTRY OF THE FINAL ORDER APPEALED. 


Respondent's argument rests entirely on the premise that the ten-day transcript deadline 


under Rule 207(a)(1), SCACR, began to run upon service of the February 9, 2026, Notice of 


Appeal. This premise is incorrect. When Appellants filed their Notice of Appeal on February 9, 


2026, the Second Motion to Alter or Amend remained pending before the circuit court. As 


explained in a footnote, however, Appellants’ Notice of Appeal encompassed all related orders, 


including the Second Motion to Alter or Amend still pending. In Appellants’ Notice of Appeal, it 


was expressly stated in a footnote that: 


Respondent takes the position that the January 8, 2026, Order denying the Motion 
to Alter or Amend encompasses both post-order motions. Accordingly, and out of 
an abundance of caution, Appellants appeal all related orders.  
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The Second Motion to Alter or Amend, filed on January 19, 2026, was not ruled upon until 


March 11, 2026. Thus, the Notice of Appeal did not become operative until entry of the final order 


appealed, which was March 11, 2026.   


Rule 203(b)(1), SCACR, expressly provides that: 


[a] notice of appeal shall be served on all respondents within thirty (30) days after 
receipt of written notice of entry of the order or judgment. When a timely . . . motion 
to alter or amend the judgment (Rules 52 and 59, SCRCP), . . .  has been made, the 
time for appeal for all parties shall be stayed and shall run from receipt of written 
notice of entry of the order granting or denying such motion. When a form or other 
short order or judgment indicates that a more full and complete order or judgment 
is to follow, a party need not appeal until receipt of written notice of entry of the 
more complete order or judgment. 


In other words, the 30-day clock to appeal did not begin to run until March 11, 2026, the 


date Appellants received notice of the order denying the Second Motion to Alter or Amend 


regarding the more complete written order. The February 9, 2026, Notice of Appeal was thus filed 


as a protective measure while the appeal clock remained tolled. Such a premature notice of appeal 


does not become operative, and does not trigger the attendant procedural obligations, including the 


transcript-ordering deadline, until the final order appealed is entered. 


Furthermore, the Court of Appeals in Cheap-O's Truck Stop, Inc. v. Cloyd, 350 S.C. 596 


(Ct. App. 2002), held that a Form 4 that expressly contemplates a more formal written order is not 


the final judgment for appeal purposes. Accordingly, the Form 4 could not have triggered any 


appellate deadline. For these reasons, the operative date for purposes of Rule 207(a)(1)'s ten-day 


transcript deadline is the date of service of a valid, final, operative Notice of Appeal, which, under 


the foregoing analysis, did not occur until thirty days from March 11, 2026, the date of entry of 


the final order appealed in Appellants’ Notice of Appeal. Therefore, the deadline to request is ten 


days after the Notice of Appeal deadline of April 10, 2026.  
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II. EVEN IF THE FEBRUARY 9 NOTICE IS TREATED AS OPERATIVE ORDER, 
GOOD CAUSE EXISTS FOR AN EXTENSION AND THE DEFICIENCIES HAVE 
BEEN CURED. 


Appellants respectfully submit that good cause exists under Rule 207, SCACR, to permit 


the ordering of the transcript outside the initial deadline, for the following reasons. First, the 


procedural history of this matter involved a highly unusual sequence of overlapping orders and 


two separate Motions to Alter or Amend. The December 11, 2025, Form 4 Order specifically 


indicated 'formal order to follow.' The Written Order was not entered until January 8, 2026. The 


First Motion to Alter or Amend the Form 4 Order was filed December 22, 2025, and denied by 


Form 4 on January 9, 2026. The Second Motion to Alter or Amend the Written Order was filed 


January 19, 2026, and was not ruled upon until March 11, 2026. The Notice of Appeal filed 


February 9, 2026, was filed “out of an abundance of caution” precisely because the finality of the 


judgment was in flux. Counsel exercised reasonable judgment by treating the appeal as suspended 


pending entry of the final order, consistent with Rule 203(b)(1). 


Second, Appellants acted promptly upon receipt of the Clerk's February 24, 2026, letter 


notifying them of the transcript deadline. On March 6, 2026, within the ten-day window provided 


by the Clerk's letter, Appellants filed their Motion for Extension of Time and simultaneously sent 


a transcript request letter to the court reporter. While Respondent argues that Appellants were not 


permitted to “cure” their failure by actually requesting the transcript, Appellants submit that filing 


the motion and simultaneously transmitting the request to the court reporter demonstrates diligence 


rather than neglect. The Clerk's letter directed Appellants to file a motion “requesting permission 


to order the transcript outside of the filing deadlines,” which is precisely what Appellants did. If 


the Appellants were not permitted to cure this alleged failure, the Court would not have even 


permitted the option to file a motion for extension of time.  
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Third, no prejudice to Respondent will result from allowing the appeal to proceed. The 


circuit court proceedings were not fully concluded until March 11, 2026. Respondent has had full 


notice of the appeal since February 9, 2026. 


Respondent correctly notes that Appellants' March 6, 2026, transcript request identified the 


September 25, 2025, hearing date. Appellants acknowledge that while September 25, 2025, was 


when Mashburn's Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, Stay and Compel Arbitration was first 


called, the matter was continued and ultimately heard on November 5, 2025, which is the hearing 


that resulted in the written order being appealed. Appellants have concurrently amended their 


transcript request to the court reporter to reflect the November 5, 2025, hearing date and to request 


the full record of the proceedings below. (Exhibit A). 


Respondent argues that Appellants' failure to submit the $50.00 filing fee with their Motion 


for Extension on March 6, 2026, reflects 'continued disregard' of the appellate rules. This 


characterization is unwarranted. Upon receiving the Clerk's March 9, 2026, deficiency notice, 


Appellants promptly mailed the filing fee via USPS Priority Express, and the fee was received by 


the Court of Appeals on March 13, 2026, well within the ten-day correction window provided by 


the Clerk. The deficiency was cured within the period expressly allowed by the Court. 


CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, Appellants respectfully request that this Court Deny 


Respondent’s request to dismiss the appeal and permit Appellants to proceed with the Appeal.  


 


 


[signature page to follow] 
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Respectfully submitted,  
s/ Amanda M. Blundy  
Amanda M Blundy (SC Bar No. 73069) 
English H. Maull (SC Bar No. 104321) 
Blundy Law Firm, LLC  
297 Seven Farms Drive, Suite 200 
Charleston, SC 29492 
Telephone: (843) 867-6050 
ablundy@blundylawfirm.com 
emaull@blundylawfirm.com  
 
Attorneys for Appellants A Site on 
Rivers, LLC and Shelly Leeke Law 
Firm, LLC 


March 20, 2026 
 


 








From: Amanda Blundy ablundy@blundylawfirm.com
Subject: Fwd: Transcript Request for Docket Number 2025CP1001435


Date: March 20, 2026 at 9:01 AM
To: Winter McKee wmckee@blundylawfirm.com, English Maull emaull@blundylawfirm.com


Begin forwarded message:


From: Transcripts@sccourts.org
Date: March 20, 2026 at 8:56:06 AM EDT
To: ablundy@blundylawfirm.com
Subject: Transcript Request for Docket Number 2025CP1001435


Greetings,


Please accept this email and the summarized Transcript Request shown below as confirmation that the online transcript request that you
submitted has been received by our office. You should receive communication from a transcriptionist within five (5) business days with an
estimated cost for production.


If you need further assistance, please contact us at transcripts@sccourts.org.


Regards,


Court Administration


Summarized Transcript Request ID(s): 1333912056


Requester Information:


Name: Amanda Blundy
Entity: Law Firm Blundy Law Firm, LLC
Phone Number: (843) 867-6050
Email: ablundy@blundylawfirm.com
Address: 234 Seven Farms Drive, Suite 111-a Charleston, SC 29492
Is the requester a party on the case? Yes A site on Rivers, LLC
Does the requester represent a party? No


Transcript Information:


Docket Number: 2025CP1001435
Court Type: Circuit
County: Charleston
Case Caption: A Site On Rivers Llc vs Plumbing Authority Llc
Appeal Pending? Court of Appeals
Death Penalty? No
Start Date of Proceeding: 11/5/2025
End Date of Proceeding: 11/5/2025
Presiding Judge: McCoy, Jennifer B.
Court reporter daily assignments:


11/5/2025 (Wednesday): WebEx, Circuit Court
Opposing Counsel and/or other parties information:


(Attorney) William Duffie Powers
(email): dpowers@gwblawfirm.com
(Defendant) Plumbing Authority Llc
(email): danielle.payne@mgclaw.com
(Plaintiff) A Site On Rivers Llc
(email): ablundy@blundylawfirm.com
(Plaintiff Attorney) Amanda Morgan Blundy
(email): ablundy@blundylawfirm.com
(Defendant) James A. Bruorton, IV
(email): cbruorton@rosenhagood.com


Next hearing date: Date not entered
Portion of proceeding to be transcribed: Entire Hearing







Delivery Information:


Delivery Timeframe: Regular Delivery (60 days)
Delivery Method: PDF/Email
Delivery Timeframe: Private/Self
~~~ 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.








THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


____________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 


Jennifer B. McCoy, Circuit Court Judge 
____________________________ 


 
 
A Site on Rivers, LLC and Shelly Leeke Law Firm, LLC, 


Appellant,  
 


v. 
  
Mashburn Construction Company, Inc.; Plumbing Authority, LLC; Designbuild Mechanical 
Corporation; Lowcountry Doors & Hardware, Inc.; Collins & Wright, Inc.; Exterior Solutions of 
Georgia, LLC D/B/A Bone Dry Roofing; B & C Utilities, Inc.; B & C Development, Inc.; Palmetto 
State Glass, Inc.; And Pleasant Places, Inc., 
 
 Of which Mashburn Construction Company, Inc. is the Respondent.  


 
__________ 


 
PROOF OF SERVICE 


__________ 
 


 The undersigned herby certifies that on March 20, 2026, a copy of Appellants A Site on 


Rivers, LLC and Shelly Leeke Law Firm, LLC’s Reply to Return for Extension of Time was served 


on counsel of record via email containing the above-referenced document to counsels’ individual 


AIS email addresses as follows:  


James Atkinson Bruorton, IV, Esq. (S.C. Bar No. 71300) 
Taylor B. Ambrosius, Esq. (S.C. Bar No. 105933) 
Rosen Hagood LLC 
40 Calhoun Street, Suite 450 
Charleston, SC 29401 
cbruorton@rosenhagood.com 
tambrosius@rosenhagood.com 


Attorneys for Respondent Mashburn Construction Company, Inc.  
[signature page to follow] 







       s/Amanda M. Blundy 
       Amanda M. Blundy (S.C. Bar No. 73069) 
       English H. Maull (S.C. Bar No. 104321) 
       Blundy Law Firm, LLC 
       297 Seven Farms Drive, Suite 200 
       Charleston, SC 29492 
       (843) 867-6050 
       ablundy@blundylawfirm.com 
       emaull@blundylawfirm.com 
 


Attorneys for Appellants A Site on Rivers, 
LLC and Shelly Leeke Law Firm, LLC 


March 20, 2026 
Charleston, South Carolina 






