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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


____________________ 


APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


The Honorable Jocelyn Newman, Circuit Court Judge 
 
 


 Case No. 2025-002577 


 
 
 
 


 
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright……………………………………………………….Appellant, 


 
v. 


 
Craig Bright,………………………………………………………………………….Respondent. 


 
       


 
REPLY TO RETURN TO  


EMERGENCY MOTION TO STAY 
      


 


Diana Janura hereby replies to Respondent’s Return to Appellant’s Emergency Motion to 


Stay.   


I. This Court Has Jurisdiction Over the Matter. 


This Court issued its Order on March 23, 2026, in which this Court dismissed without 


prejudice the appeal because motions for reconsideration before the circuit court have been filed 


regarding the issues on appeal.  Under Rule 221(a), SCACR, this Court retains jurisdiction over 


the matter for fifteen days for any party to file a petition for rehearing.  Alternatively, Rule 260, 


SCACR, provides that this Court waits fifteen days after an involuntary dismissal to send the 


matter back to the lower court in case a motion to reinstate the appeal has been filed.  Under either 
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rule, this Court retains jurisdiction for fifteen days, and if a petition for rehearing or a motion to 


reinstate the appeal has not been filed, then this Court remits the matter to the lower court.  Rules 


221 & 260(a), SCACR.   Fifteen days have not elapsed since March 23, 2026, which was the date 


of this Court’s Order.  Appellant is not aware of any issuance of a remittitur, and Appellant filed 


her Emergency Motion to Stay within the fifteen-day window.  This Court has jurisdiction.   


II. The Bond Does Not Preclude a Stay from Being Issued. 


Respondent argues that this Court should not stay the matter because Appellant has posted 


an insufficient bond.  This issue is irrelevant with respect to whether a stay should be issued.  What 


is relevant is that Respondent already showed that he intends to recover his money by virtue of the 


letter his attorney sent to Charles Schwab before the remittitur was issued.  (Ex. B to Emergency 


Stay.)  The day after this Court’s Order was issued, Respondent’s counsel asked for “all restrictions 


associated with the Warrant of Attachment be removed from Mr. Bright’s Charles Schwab 


accounts as soon as possible.”  (Id.)  But the problem was the time for a petition for reconsideration 


or a motion to reinstate had not passed.  Thus, this letter greatly concerned Appellant, causing the 


filing of Emergency Motion to Stay. 


III. If No Stay is Issued, Appellant Is Likely to Lose Her Rights Because Any Relief 
Awarded to Appellant Will Be Gone. 


 
This Court has recently addressed a similar issue in Blue Bell Holdings, LLC v. Gary 


Johnson, 2026-UP-059 (Ct. App. filed Feb. 11, 2026 (“Blue Bell Opinion”)), attached hereto as 


Exhibit  A).  In Blue Bell, the appellant received an ex parte temporary restraining order, which 


the circuit court did not convert into a preliminary injunction.  The respondent was engaging in 


similar manners like Respondent in this matter, in an effort to render himself judgment proof.  Like 


this case, this Court dismissed the case pursuant to Hudson v. Hudson, 290 S.C. 215, 349 S.E.2d 


341 (1986).  (Order, Mar. 30, 2023, attached hereto as Exhibit B.)  The appellant filed a petition 
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for reconsideration based on the import of the appellate stay because the respondent had a pattern 


of engaging in schemes to render himself judgment proof, causing appellant great and irreparable 


harm.  This Court granted the petition for rehearing.  (Order, May 16, 2023, attached hereto as 


Exhibit C.)  As noted in the petition for rehearing,  


Respondent is no longer under an appellate stay or court order to prevent him from 
moving his assets to [off shore locations] to protect him from judgments.  
Respectfully, Appellant contends the facts underlying this case are the very ones 
that caused the General Assembly to provide that orders denying motions for an 
injunction are immediately appealable.  See S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330(4).  
Without the protection of an injunction (or appellate stay), parties in these types of 
cases have no avenue to protect themselves as they cannot wait until final judgment 
to seek relief.  The relief will be unavailable, i.e., Respondent’s assets will be tied 
up in [off shore account] or some form of untouchable shelter. 
 


(Pet. at 3.)   


The same is true here.  An order dissolving a warrant of attachment if an immediately 


appealable interlocutory order.  Va-Carolina Chem Co. v. Wilkins, 105 S.C. 291, 89 S.E. 659, 661 


(1916); Jean H. Toal, Amelia W. Walker, Margaret Baker, Appellate Practice in South Carolina, 


166 (S.C. Bar, 3d ed. 2016).  Appellant will have no relief because Respondent will (and has 


already announced) that he wants to put all of his money in LLCs so that he is judgment proof.  


(Email from Craig Bright to John Boretti, dated Nov. 28, 2023, attached as Exhibit D.)  Moreover, 


he stated he wants to liquidate.  (Tr. of Jailhouse Call on May 7, 2023, attached hereto as Exhibit 


E.) 


In Blue Bell, this Court remanded the case solely for the purpose of having the circuit court 


rule on the motions for reconsideration.  After the circuit court denied the motions for 


reconsideration, this Court overruled the circuit court, providing the circuit court should have 


converted the ex parte TRO into a preliminary injunction based on the following: 
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[A] plaintiff should not be forced to await a hollow judgment if the defendant is 
engaged in behavior designed to thwart the pursuit of a lawful claim for damages.  
Thus, pursuing a claim for monetary damages does not preclude a litigant from 
seeking an asset freezing injunction where there is a compelling reason to believe 
the defendant is seeking to undermine the judicial process by dissipating or 
concealing assets. 
 


(Blue Bell Op. at 3.)  Respondent has made it clear to his mother and his banker that he wants to 


hide assets and liquidate to render himself judgment proof (as discussed below).   


These are not just mere comments by Respondent.  Respondent is a habitual offender of 


court rules and court orders.  For example, when Judge Newman was explaining the importance 


of Respondent (not Respondent’s counsel) to verify answers to interrogatories, Judge Newman 


stated to Respondent’s counsel, “I have no doubt that Mr. Bright has accounts that you know 


nothing about, which is the point.  That - - so you can make a list all day long with what he tells 


you.  And I don’t know your relationship with him.  I mean, I’m obviously making assumptions.  


But that’s the point [of having the litigant, not his counsel, verify discovery].”    (Hr’g Tr. 59:20-


25, Feb. 19, 2025, attached as Exhibit F (emphasis added); see also Am. Order, October 17, 2024, 


attached as Exhibit G.)   


 Appellant was caught red-handed trying to move his assets out of South Carolina.  (Pl.’s 


Ex Parte Mot. for Attachment and supporting affidavit, attached hereto as Exhibit H.) In a jail-


house call with his mother, Respondent told her that he was going to leave the State of South 


Carolina and “try to liquidate[.]”  (Ex. E.)  As a result of the evidence presented to Judge Newman, 


she issued the Warrant of Attachment at issue.  Then, Appellant discovered an email from 


Respondent to John Boretti, his banker, stating as follows:  


Just got a 96k bill for my litigation fees last month as still trying to 
get my kids back and get time for the five million dollar suit.  If I 
file bankruptcy to protect my personal assets what would happen. 
I’m thinking of paying off all my Bright [H]oldings loans and taking 
equity out as I don’t believe they can touch assets in my LLC like 
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Bennie’s so will pay that off with personal cash to park money in 
another LLC which means I would want to borrow more against 
Bennie’s.  As much as the bank will allow me to borrow more and 
pay it off to get money out of my name.  Same with the raw land.  I 
will contact a bankruptcy attorney but need to move money out of 
my personal name by spring. 


 
(Exhibit D (emphasis added).)  Of import is that Respondent did not produce this requested email; 


it was only discovered by the production of emails by John Boretti pursuant to a subpoena. 


CONCLUSION 


 This Court has jurisdiction over this matter.  Any commentary regarding the bond does not 


allow this Court to gut the Warrant of Attachment, as amended.  Finally, the relief afforded by the 


Warrant and the appellate stay is critical.  Respondent has stated that he will render himself 


judgment proof, and he has shown that he has no respect for the court system and its rules. 


 Appellant asks this Court to stay the effect of the Court’s remand to Judge Newman.  


Additionally, Appellant asks this Court to issue a limited remand solely for the purpose of Judge 


Newman to rule on the motions for reconsideration before her.  If the appellate stay is lifted, 


Appellant has no way to protect herself from Respondent’s announced attempts to render himself 


judgment proof.  


 SOWELL & DuRANT, LLC 


 


By:      s/Bess J. DuRant 
 Thornwell F. Sowell III, SC Bar No. 5197 
 bsowell@sowelldurant.com 
 Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920 
 bdurant@sowelldurant.com 
 1325 Park Street, Suite 100 
 Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
 (803) 722-1100 
 
Attorneys for Appellant Diana Janura 


Columbia, South Carolina 
March 30, 2026 
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Ct. App. Opinion filed Feb. 11, 2026 in Blue Bell 
Holdings, LLC v. Gary Johnson, 2026-UP-059  


  







THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE.  IT SHOULD NOT BE 
CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING 


EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR. 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


Blue Bell Holdings, LLC, Appellant,  
 
v. 
 
Gary C. Johnson, Stephen D. Halpern, Holly A. Angel, 
Holly Ann, LLC, Belmont Properties, LLC, Shoreline 
Funding, LLC and Orange Capital, LLC (Nevis), 
Respondents. 
 
Appellate Case No. 2023-000411 


 
 


Appeal From Beaufort County 
Marvin H. Dukes, III, Circuit Court Judge  


 
 


Unpublished Opinion No. 2026-UP-059 
Submitted November 3, 2025 – Filed February 11, 2026 


 
 


REVERSED AND REMANDED 
 


 
James Ashley Twombley and Thomas Blasé Iandoli, both 
of Twenge & Twombley, LLC, of Beaufort; and 
Thornwell F. Sowell, III and Bess Jones Durant, both of 
Sowell & DuRant, LLC, of Columbia, all for Appellant. 
   
Gary C. Johnson, pro se.1 


 


 
1 The other respondents listed above have not participated in this appeal. 







 
PER CURIAM:  This appeal poses a question of law: whether a plaintiff suing a 
defendant for money damages is barred from seeking an injunction freezing the 
defendant's assets while the case is pending.  A plaintiff may not ordinarily restrain 
a defendant's assets in this way, but many jurisdictions recognize the commonsense 
reality that when there is good reason to believe there will be no assets available to 
satisfy a future judgement because the defendant is dissipating or concealing assets, 
there is no adequate remedy at law and a preliminary injunction is appropriate.  We 
agree with this reasoning, and we accordingly reverse the order dissolving a 
temporary restraining order and declining to issue a preliminary injunction.  This 
case is remanded for evaluation under this legal framework.  The circuit court is, of 
course, free to conduct a new hearing if it believes one will be helpful, consider the 
existing record, and consider any subsequent developments it deems relevant to its 
decision.  
 
A claim for an injunction sounds in equity.  Grosshuesch v. Cramer, 367 S.C. 1, 4, 
623 S.E.2d 833, 834 (2005).  To secure an injunction, the requesting party must 
demonstrate that irreparable harm will occur without the injunction, a likelihood of 
success on the merits, and the lack of an adequate remedy at law.  Id. 
 
Many jurisdictions recognize that a claim for damages, which is a remedy at law, 
can be inadequate in practice even though it is available on paper.  The Fourth 
Circuit, applying Maryland law, recognized:  
 


[W]hen [a] plaintiff creditor asserts a cognizable claim to 
specific assets of the defendant or seeks a remedy 
involving those assets, a court may in the interim invoke 
equity to preserve the status quo pending judgment where 
the legal remedy might prove inadequate and the 
preliminary relief furthers the court's ability to grant the 
final relief requested. 


 
United States ex rel. Rahman v. Oncology Assocs., 198 F.3d 489, 496 (4th Cir. 1999).  
The Third Circuit, interpreting a federal statute giving the court the power to award 
equitable relief, similarly explained the district court's refusal to grant an injunction 
failed to recognize that a defendant dissipating assets "can render money damages 
inadequate, thereby necessitating equitable relief, especially when the dissipation 
will clearly result in the debtor's inability ultimately to make payment."  Tanimura 
& Antle, Inc. v. Packed Fresh Produce, Inc., 222 F.3d 132, 139 (3d. Cir. 2000).   
 







The First Circuit reached the same conclusion applying Massachusetts law.  Pineda 
v. Skinner Servs., Inc., 22 F.4th 47, 56 (1st Cir. 2021) (stating that although the 
"possibility that a defendant may not have assets" when a judgment is entered will 
not automatically show irreparable injury, it is different when "there is a strong 
indication that the defendant may dissipate or conceal assets" (quoting Micro Signal 
Rsch., Inc. v. Otus, 417 F.3d 28, 31 (1st Cir. 2005)).  And, in a case nearly identical 
to this one, the Texas Court of Appeals affirmed an asset freezing injunction, 
recognizing the pursuit of monetary damages was an inadequate remedy when the 
defendant used allegedly fraudulent real estate transactions to insulate itself from a 
future judgment.  See Kalkan v. Salamanca, 672 S.W.3d 725, 731 (Tex. Ct. App. 
2023).  There, the plaintiff established "if the assets were not frozen, there [was] a 
likelihood that there would not be enough money available to cover any potential 
damage awards arising from the underlying actions."  Id. (agreeing with the trial 
court's finding that "without the temporary injunction, [the defendants] would 
continue their practice of transferring assets[,] essentially rendering [themselves] 
judgment-proof").   
 
These decisions trace a clear and widely recognized principle: a plaintiff should not 
be forced to await a hollow judgment if the defendant is engaged in behavior 
designed to thwart the pursuit of a lawful claim for damages.  Thus, pursuing a claim 
for monetary damages does not preclude a litigant from seeking an asset freezing 
injunction when there is a compelling reason to believe the defendant is seeking to 
undermine the judicial process by dissipating or concealing assets.   
 
This principle is fully consistent with our precedent.  In Grosshuesch, our supreme 
court reversed the denial of a preliminary injunction because the case "involve[d] 
the quintessential hallmark of an injunction: preservation of the property at issue 
until the matter has been adjudicated."  367 S.C. at 5–6, 623 S.E.2d at 835.  This 
purpose is plainly served when an injunction is granted to prevent a litigant from 
concealing assets to avoid a future judgment.  See id. (finding an injunction was 
appropriate when the defendants transferred $1.4 million to an unknown location); 
see also Welch v. Advance Auto Parts, Inc., 445 S.C. 640, 659, 916 S.E.2d 320, 330 
(2025) (recognizing drastic equitable remedies are warranted "where a defendant's 
conduct demonstrates it is fraudulently concealing or disposing of assets that may 
be responsive to a later judgment"); Columbia Broad. Sys., Inc. v. Custom Recording 
Co., 258 S.C. 465, 471, 189 S.E.2d 305, 308 (1972) (finding an injunction is 
appropriate when the relief requested "consists in restraining the commission or 
continuance of some act the commission or continuance of which, during the 
litigation would produce injury to the plaintiff" (citation omitted)); Seabrook v. 
Carolina Power & Light Co., 159 S.C. 1, 4, 156 S.E. 1, 3 (1930) ("For if in this case 







the injunction should be dissolved, there would be nothing to prevent the issue of 
bonds before the case could be heard on its merits, and if the bonds passed into the 
hands of innocent holders without notice, as they might and probably would do, then 
the controversy would become absolutely useless.").  Scratch Golf, a leading case 
for denying an injunction, is distinguishable because of the lack of evidence that the 
defendant in that case was attempting to thwart the plaintiff's ability to collect a 
judgment.  See Scratch Golf Co. v. Dunes W. Residential Golf Props., Inc., 361 S.C. 
117, 603 S.E.2d 905 (2004) (declining to issue an injunction because the remedy of 
attachment was available). 
 
Respondent Johnson seems to admit that Blue Bell's lawsuit prompted him to 
transfer his assets to other entities with the understanding that those transfers could 
insulate him from future judgments.  He claims these transfers were for legitimate 
business purposes.  Blue Bell disputes this.  We express no view on the merits of the 
requested injunctive relief, but we respectfully disagree with the reasoning in the 
circuit court's order finding Blue Bell's claim for monetary damages precluded it 
from pursuing an asset freezing injunction.   
 
REVERSED AND REMANDED.2 
 
MCDONALD, HEWITT, and TURNER, JJ., concur. 
 


 
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals  


Blue Bell Holdings, LLC, Appellant,  


 


v. 


 


Gary C. Johnson, Stephen D. Halpern, Holly A. Angel, 


Holly Ann, LLC, Belmont Properties, LLC, Johnson 


Halpern Partnership, Shoreline Funding, LLC and 


Orange Capital, LLC (Nevis), Respondents. 


 


Appellate Case No. 2023-000411 


 


The Honorable Marvin H. Dukes, III 


Beaufort County 


Trial Court Case No. 2022CP0702454 


 


 
 


ORDER 


 
 


The motion to remand is granted.  This matter is dismissed without prejudice 


pursuant to Hudson v. Hudson, 290 S.C. 215, 349 S.E.2d 341 (1986).  The 


remittitur will be sent as provided by Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate 


Court Rules. 


  


 FOR THE COURT 


 


BY   


 CLERK 


 


 


Columbia, South Carolina 


 


 


cc:  


James Ashley Twombley, Esquire 


Mar 30 2023







 


 


Elizabeth Janelle Palmer, Esquire 


Lee Anne Walters, Esquire 


Thornwell F. Sowell, III, Esquire 


Bess Jones DuRant, Esquire 


Johnson Halpern Partnership 


Orange Capital, LLC (Nevis) 
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Email from Craig Bright to John Boretti,  


dated Nov. 28, 2023  







From Craig Bright cbright696 gmail com
Sent Tuesday November 28 2023 7 07 AM
To John Boretti


Subject Fwd SouthState Transfer Processing Failure


I am getting multiple of these Please see if they can assist in getting rid of I will probably pay down another 50k bit


don t to out rest into another loan where fixed over three years or a simple line of credit Just got a 96k bill for my
litigation fees last month as still trying to get my kids back and get time for the five million dollar suit If I file


bankruptcy to protect my personal assets what would happen I m thinking of paying off all my Bright holdings loans


and taking equity out as I don t believe they can touch assets in my LLC like Bennie s so will pay that off with


personal cash to park money in another LLC which means I would want to borrow more against Bennie s As much as


the bank will allow me to borrow more and pay it off to get money out of my name Same with the raw land I will


contact a bankruptcy attorney but need to move money out of my personal name by spring Thanks Diana is going for


the repair and haven t seen her or the kids on three years and when I showed up at one soccer game she through me in


jail for 20 days for contempt of court She didn t put on her Last statement that she even bought land in Bluffton to


develop so getting that info all together Thanks


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message


From OnlineNotifications southstatebank com
Date November 28 2023 at 1 37 42 PM GMT 2


To cbright696 gmail com


Subject SouthState Transfer Processing Failure


To help protect your privacy Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet


SouthState Bank


A SouthState transfer has failed during processing on 11 28 2023 6 37 AM


If you have any questions please call us at 800 2772175 Thank you for banking with us


Email Disclaimer All email sent to or from this sender is subject to archival monitoring and or


review by and or disclosure to someone other than the recipient This message is intended only


for the use of the person s intended recipient to whom it is addressed It may contain


information that is privileged and confidential If you are not the intended recipient please


contact the sender as soon as possible and delete the message without reading it or making a
copy Any dissemination distribution copying or other use of this message or any of its content


by any person other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited


This email has been automatically generated by request This electronic transmission is confidential and is intended for desi gnated


recipients only If you have received this message in error please delete the original and all copies and notify the sender immediately


To ensure that you continue receiving our emails please add us to your address book or safe list


1
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Bright Audio 2


EveryWord, Inc. Court Reporting Page: 1 www.EveryWordInc.com


 1


 2


 3 Re: Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright vs. Craig Bright


 4


 5


 6


 7


 8 _______________________________________________________


 9                 AUDIO TRANSCRIPTION OF


10                     DBright_001509-


11 81538714_31690_05-07-2023_12-11-39_1-312-375-2147_2103


12                      AUDIO NUMBER


13 81538452_31690_05-07-2023_10-10-05_1-843-384-7776_1108


14                          DATE


15                       05/07/2023


16 _______________________________________________________


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25







Bright Audio 2


EveryWord, Inc. Court Reporting Page: 9 www.EveryWordInc.com


 1      No, no, no.  Hey, I told the (inaudible) here, I


 2 told him I would do it all over again.  I mean I'm not


 3 going to (inaudible) because this woman is scaring away


 4 from my children and (inaudible) that's -- that's what


 5 she does.  So, anyway, I got myself here.  Anyway, it


 6 doesn't really matter.  I'm fine doing the time because


 7 (inaudible) cleaned up a little bit (inaudible) when I


 8 get out here I'm going to get out of town for while and


 9 try to liquidate.  You know, I mean obviously


10 (inaudible) I've got everybody -- everybody in law


11 enforcement and the fire department wanting me, so I'm


12 getting out.  So I just need to pick a place to go, you


13 know (inaudible).


14 FEMALE:


15      Well, you know --


16 MR. BRIGHT:


17      But first steps.


18 FEMALE:


19      -- I don't know what to say to you other than --


20 MR. BRIGHT:


21      Nothing, nothing to say.  You're the only one


22 that's -- you've been, I mean, there's nothing to say.


23 Everybody's in really complete shock, but we didn't


24 expect the (inaudible) lawyer to show up and just


25 continue on with the judge out of Greenville and -- and
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA DOCKET NUMBER
2020-CP-07-01753


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS


COUNTY OF BEAUFORT


---------------------------------


DIANA JANURA F/K/A DIANA BRIGHT,  


Plaintiff,  


vs.  


CRAIG BRIGHT,  
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    MR. NOVAK 59


     THE COURT:  So let me say this -- and I almost feel like


I shouldn't have to because we've had hearings on this in the


past -- the whole point of the verification is that -- I am


not questioning your professional responsibility whatsoever. 


The fact of the matter is, you can only work with the


information that you know, that your client gives you.  That's


the nature of the relationship, right?  


And your answer -- you're not a litigant in this case. 


The purpose of the verification is for the party, the


litigant, to attest under oath that this is all there is.  I


got no more to give you.  And you simply cannot do that. 


That's why the verification is required.  That's why


Interrogatories need to be -- I call it a verification, but


the Rule says, "Under oath," by the party, not by counsel.  


Of course, you have a Rule 11 responsibility, an ethical


responsibility, a professional responsibility, all these


responsibilities to do your level best and to not send false


or misleading documents, to verify within the scope of your


ability to verify certain things.  But you're not the party.  


He -- and, in this case in particular, I have no doubt


that Mr. Bright has accounts that you know nothing about,


which is the point.  That -- so you can make a list all day


long with what he tells you.  And I don't know your


relationship with him.  I mean, I'm obviously making


assumptions.  But that's the point.  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  
 
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT  
 


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 


Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753 
 


 
Diana Janura f/k/a Diana Bright,  
 


                     Plaintiff,  
 
v.  
 
Craig Bright,  
 


                    Defendant.   
 


 
 


 
 


AMENDED ORDER 


 
This matter came before the Court for hearing on October 9, 2024, upon (1) Plaintiff’s Verified 


Second Motion for Contempt and/or Motion for Rule to Show Cause (Violation of Warrant of 


Attachment by Defendant Craig Bright) filed on September 25, 2024; and (2) Defendant’s Motion and 


Memorandum in Support to Vacate and Discharge the Ex Parte Warrant of Attachment (Real 


Property, Personal Property, and Business Assets Owned by Craig Bright) filed on November 29, 


2023. Present at the hearing were Justin P. Novak, Esquire, and M. Dawes Cooke, Esquire, as counsel 


for Defendant Craig Bright, and Thornwell F. Sowell, III, Esquire, and Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik, 


Esquire, as counsel for Plaintiff Diana Janura. After careful consideration of the parties’ arguments 


and submissions, this Court hereby revises and amends the Warrant of Attachment filed on November 


29, 2023, as follows: 


 
1. The Five Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($500,000.00) that Defendant Craig 


Bright has placed in escrow for this litigation shall remain in escrow pursuant to the 
existing escrow agreement unless otherwise ordered by the Court.  


 


2. The funds contained within all of Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage 
account(s) with Charles Schwab shall remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s 
investment brokerage account(s) held at Charles Schwab except that Defendant Craig 
Bright may purchase, sell, trade, exchange, transfer, convey, and/or otherwise dispose 
of the securities, cash, bonds, and other types of investment instruments held in the 
account(s) as long as the proceeds (including any securities, cash, bonds, or other types 
of investment instruments purchased or exchanged for) or losses of any such 
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transaction remain within Defendant Craig Bright’s investment brokerage account(s) 
with Charles Schwab. Defendant Craig Bright may also use the securities, cash, bonds, 
and other types of investment instruments held in the individual investment brokerage 
account(s) with Charles Schwab to lessen the amount of the pledged asset line of credit 
owed by Defendant Craig Bright to Charles Schwab. This provision shall remain in 
effect until further Order of this Court or the conclusion of this litigation.  
 


 


3. The Warrant of Attachment is expressly modified as follows: 
 


a. With respect to the real and personal property located at 24 Widewater Road, 
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926,  identified and described as Lot 
B22, 1.50 acres, Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton Head Island, on a plat 
recorded in the Beaufort County Records in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and the 
0.19 acre parcel on that certain plat entitled “A Boundary Survey of Lots B20, 
B21, and B22, Widewater Road, A Section of Spanish Wells Plantation, Hilton 
Head Island, Beaufort County, South Carolina” dated  April 16, 1998, and 
recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Beaufort County, South 
Carolina, in Plat Book 67 at Page 42, and known as Tax Map No. R510-010-
000-0093-0000, as described in Attachment “A” to the Warrant of Attachment 
(the “House”), Defendant shall be permitted to sell the House subject to the 
following conditions: (1) the transaction must be supervised and the closing 
conducted by Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC, including the 
distribution of all proceeds; and (2) all proceeds of the sale shall be used first 
to pay off any mortgage(s) or lien(s) on the House.  The balance of all proceeds 
shall be deposited in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley 
Patterson & Helms, LLC.  Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all 
closing documents to Plaintiff within ten (10) days of closing;  
 


b. With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s CrisCraft Boat located at 24 
Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926 (the “Boat”), 
Defendant shall be permitted to sell the Boat subject to the condition that any 
and all proceeds from the sale shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the 
Boat.  The balance of all proceeds shall be deposited in an escrow or trust 
account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC.  Defendant Craig 
Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to Plaintiff within ten (10) 
days of any sale of the Boat;  
 


c. With respect to Defendant Craig Bright’s motor vehicles, including but not 
limited to the Bentley, Ferrari, and motorcycles located at 24 Widewater Road, 
Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 29926, Defendant shall be permitted to 
sell his motor vehicle(s) subject to the condition that any and all proceeds from 
the sale(s) shall be used first to pay off any lien(s) on the motor vehicle that 
has been sold.  The balance of all proceeds from the sale(s) shall be deposited 
in an escrow or trust account with Barnwell Whaley Patterson & Helms, LLC.  
Defendant Craig Bright shall provide a copy of all sale(s) documents to 
Plaintiff within ten (10) days of the sale of any motor vehicle(s); 
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d. With respect to all Equipment, Fixtures, Furniture, General Intangibles, 
Inventory, and, to the extent not otherwise included, all proceeds and products 
of any and all of the foregoing, located at 19 Sheridan Park Circle, Bluffton, 
SC 29910, at that business operation known as Casual Living, Fireside and 
Grillin’, owned and operated by Bennies, Inc. a South Carolina corporation 
owned by Defendant Craig Bright, Defendant shall be permitted to purchase 
and sell any inventory of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’, and to operate 
and conduct the business of Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ and Bennies, 
Inc. in the normal course.  Defendant shall provide copies of monthly financial 
statements for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff 
on a monthly basis.  Additionally, Defendant is ordered to provide the latest 
tax returns for Bennies, Inc. and Casual Living, Fireside and Grillin’ to Plaintiff 
within ten (10) days of the entry of this Order. 


 


4. Defendant Craig Bright, and any entity in which he has an interest, is hereby enjoined 
from creating, establishing, founding, merging, or purchasing an interest in any entity 
in which he does not currently own an interest from the date of this Order until the 
termination of this litigation. Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he 
currently has an interest, may transfer, sell, or otherwise dispose of any other real 
property, personal property, assets, or liability within the ordinary course of business, 
subject to Plaintiff’s approval which shall be exercised in good faith. Further, pursuant 
to this Court’s order on November 21, 2023 that Defendant answer all discovery 
regarding his net worth, Defendant is ordered to provide a verified list of all entities 
in which he has any interest and to provide all financial records and documentation of 
such entities, including for any purchase, exchange, transfer, sale, or other disposition 
of any other real property, personal property, asset, or liability from the date of this 
order through the termination of this litigation.  Defendant is once again ordered to 
answer all discovery (specifically discovery regarding his net worth) in accordance with 
this Court’s prior orders, and he is further ordered to supplement and verify all 
discovery pursuant to Rule 26(e), SCRCP.  
 


5. Defendant Craig Bright, including any entity in which he has an interest, shall not 
remove any of his assets from South Carolina nor assign or dispose of any of his assets 
other than as permitted in Paragraphs 1 and 2 until further order of this Court or the 
termination of this litigation. He shall not remove any assets from South Carolina nor 
assign or dispose of any of his assets so as to knowingly reduce his personal net worth, 
until further order of this Court or the termination of this litigation. 
 


6. This Order is entered without prejudice to any right or claim of either party pursuant 
to S.C. Code § 15-19-10 et seq., including the parties’ respective contentions as to the 
propriety of the Warrant of Attachment, the sufficiency of the bond posted in support 
of the Warrant of Attachment, or Defendant’s violations of the Warrant of 
Attachment while it was in place. 


 
 


AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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Beaufort Common Pleas


Case Caption: Diana  Bright , plaintiff, et al VS Craig  Bright


Case Number: 2020CP0701753


Type: Order/Other


So Ordered


Jocelyn Newman


Electronically signed on 2024-10-17 16:10:50     page 4 of 4
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)


COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Case No. 2020-CP-07-01753 


Diana Bright, 


Plaintiff  


vs. 


Craig Bright, 


Defendant 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)


PLAINTIFF’S EX PARTE MOTION 
FOR ATTACHMENT   


Plaintiff Diana Bright n/k/a Diana Janura (“Plaintiff”), by and through her undersigned 


counsel, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-19-10 through 15-19-110, moves this Court for an ex 


parte warrant of attachment on the real and personal property of Defendant Craig Bright, as set 


forth in the attached affidavit by Plaintiff in accordance with S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-19-50 and 15-


19-60.  More specifically, Plaintiff seeks an attachment against:  


(1) Defendant’s house located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 


29926 (the “House”), which is currently for sale, see Affidavit Exhibit E, Zillow Listing;  


(2) any proceeds from the sale of the House, see Stephen v. Thayer, 2 S.C. L. 272, 272, 


1800 WL 265, at *1 (S.C. Const. Ct. App. 1800);  


(3) Defendant’s investment account with Charles Schwab, account ending in -3481;  


(4) Defendant’s CrisCraft boat, see Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 118, 220; 


Affidavit Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial Declaration; 


(5) Defendant’s vehicles, including but not limited to his Bentley and his Ferrari, see


Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 18–19; Affidavit Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial 


Declaration; 







(6) Defendant’s ownership interest in Bennies, Inc., a South Carolina corporation of which 


Defendant is the sole owner, see Affidavit Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo., pursuant to S.C. Code 


Ann. § 15-19-220; and 


(7) Defendant’s fifty-percent (50%) ownership interest in BNC Holdings, LLC, a South 


Carolina limited liability company, see Affidavit Exhibit H, Family Court Final Settlement 


Agreement at 14, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220.   


The grounds for this motion are fully set forth in the attached affidavit pursuant to S.C. 


Code Ann. §§ 15-19-50 and 15-19-60.  Therefore, Plaintiff respectfully moves this Court for 


issuance of a warrant of attachment. 


Respectfully submitted,


SOWELL & DuRANT, LLC 


By:      s/ Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik 
Thornwell F. Sowell III, SC Bar No. 5197 
bsowell@sowelldurant.com 
Bess J. DuRant, SC Bar No. 77920 
bdurant@sowelldurant.com 
Caroline D. Gimenez-Kaushik, SC Bar No. 102719 
cgimenez@sowelldurant.com 
1325 Park Street, Suite 100 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
(803) 722-1100 


and  


Thomas C. Davis, SC Bar No. 1603 
tdavis@harveyandbattey.com 
Harvey & Battey, P.A. 
1001 Craven Street 
Beaufort, SC 29902 
(843) 524-3109   


Attorneys for Plaintiff Diana Bright 


Columbia, South Carolina 
October 24, 2023 







STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)


COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT


Diana Bright, 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 


Craig Bright 


Defendant. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)


Civil Action No.: 2020-CP-07-01753 


AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
ATTACHMENT 


Personally appeared before me, Diana Bright n/k/a Diana Janura, who first being duly 


sworn, deposes and says as follows: 


1. That I am the Plaintiff in this action; 


2. That this action seeks to recover a multi-million dollar actual damages award, as 


well as punitive damages, against Defendant Craig Bright (“Defendant”) on claims of defamation, 


assault, and outrage, and the assets I seek to attach are valued less than the potential judgment; 


3. That, should the jury or the court, as a matter of law, find Defendant liable, 


Defendant will be justly and truly indebted to me, in an amount to be determined by the jury 


following the trial of this matter;  


4. That Defendant holds no respect for the law or the courts of this State as evidenced 


by his numerous and routine violations of the Beaufort County Family Court’s No Contact Order 


between the parties, see Exhibit A, Family Court No Contact Order and Communications, as well 


as his admitted failure to abide by the Litigation Hold Letter sent by my counsel at the beginning 


of this case, see Exhibit B, Litigation Hold Letter; Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 21–23, 27–


29;  


5. That Defendant has indicated his intention to “liquidate” his assets and “get out of 


town” as soon as possible, see Exhibit D, Jailhouse Call 81538452 at 6:41–6:46, 6:54–7:00, 







2 


7:38—7:50 (“When I get out of here [jail], I’m gonna get out of town for a while and try to liquidate 


. . . .  So I’m getting out, so I just need to pick a place to go.  Get out of state.”)1, and, in furtherance 


thereof, has placed his house located at 24 Widewater Road, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina 


29926 (the “House”) for sale, see Exhibit E, Zillow Listing, and expects an offer imminently, see


Exhibit F, Craig Bright Text (DBright_001235); and 


6. That I am, therefore, entitled to an attachment, as a security for the satisfaction of 


such judgment as I may recover, against:  


a. Defendant’s equity in the House;  


b. any proceeds from the sale of the House;  


c. Defendant’s investment account with Charles Schwab, account ending in -3481;  


d. Defendant’s CrisCraft boat, see Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 118, 220; Exhibit 


G, Craig Bright Financial Declaration; 


e. Defendant’s vehicles, including but not limited to his Bentley and his Ferrari, see


Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 18–19; Exhibit G, Craig Bright Financial 


Declaration; 


f. Defendant’s ownership interest in Bennies, Inc., a South Carolina corporation of 


which Defendant is the sole owner, see Exhibit C, Craig Bright Depo. at 16, 


pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220; and  


g. Defendant’s fifty-percent (50%) ownership interest in BNC Holdings, LLC, a 


South Carolina limited liability company, see Exhibit H, Family Court Final 


Settlement Agreement at 14, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-19-220, 


1 Exhibit D is an audio (.mp3) file and, therefore, cannot be filed electronically.  Plaintiff’s counsel 
will Traditionally File a copy with the Court pursuant to Rule 1(n) and 8(e) of the South Carolina 
Electronic Filing Policies and Guidelines. 
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Beaufort County Family Court’s No Contact Order
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Exhibit C


AFFIDAVIT OF DIANA JANURA
IN SUPPORT OF ATTACHMENT


Excerpts of Craig Bright deposition
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· · · · · · · · IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
·2· · · · · · · ·FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
· · · · · · · · · STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
·3· · · · · · · · · ·COUNTY OF BEAUFORT


·4


·5· ·DIANA BRIGHT,


·6· · · Plaintiff,


·7


·8


·9
· · ·vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · CIVIL ACTION NUMBER
10· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·2020-CP-07-01753


11


12


13· ·CRAIG BRIGHT,


14· · · Defendant.


15· ·---------------------------/


16· · · · · · The videotaped deposition of CRAIG


17· ·BRIGHT, a witness in the above-entitled cause,


18· ·taken pursuant to Notice and agreement, before


19· ·Yvonne P. Fanning, Stenographic Court Reporter


20· ·and Notary Public, Keven Carvajal,


21· ·Video-Technician, at the offices of Twenge +


22· ·Twombley Law Firm, 311 Carteret Street,


23· ·Beaufort, South Carolina, on the 27th day of


24· ·October, 2022, commencing at or about the hour


25· ·of 10:11 a.m.


DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022


www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 ·


www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082







·1· ·APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL:
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·3· · · · · · · · (IN-PERSON)
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·1· ·you referred to earlier, is that B&C?


·2· · · ·A· · Yes, ma'am.


·3· · · ·Q· · Okay.· And the furniture store, what


·4· ·name is that entity?


·5· · · ·A· · The corporate name is Bennies,


·6· ·B-e-n-n-i-e-s.


·7· · · ·Q· · How long have you owned Bennies?


·8· · · ·A· · Right after we bought the building,


·9· ·seven and a half years, maybe, approximately.


10· · · ·Q· · What is your day-to-day role at Bennies


11· ·today?


12· · · ·A· · I do not play an active role in the


13· ·company.


14· · · ·Q· · Are you the 100 percent owner of


15· ·Bennies?


16· · · ·A· · Yes, I am.


17· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Mr. Bright, when did you and


18· ·Ms. Janura get married?


19· · · ·A· · I'm not sure, ma'am.


20· · · ·Q· · When did you get divorced?


21· · · ·A· · I do know it was on my birthday, so --


22· ·and I think it's been -- this year will be eight


23· ·years, seven or eight years this year.  I


24· ·believe it would be eight.


25· · · ·Q· · And thank you for reminding me of a


DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022
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·1· · · ·A· · Not that I'm aware of.


·2· · · ·Q· · Okay.· So if we have any emails from


·3· ·this address, did you send those emails?


·4· · · ·A· · It would be my belief that I would


·5· ·have, yes.


·6· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Craig, what cars have you owned


·7· ·or rented since 2015?


·8· · · ·A· · Boy, I wasn't prepared to answer that


·9· ·question.


10· · · · · · I believe I've owned not many.· I'm


11· ·just trying to think.· I had a Porsche.  I


12· ·currently have a Bentley.· I do collect cars and


13· ·race them, so it's a hobby.· I've had a


14· ·couple -- two to three Ferraris in the period,


15· ·and I believe two Aston Martins.


16· · · ·Q· · What about a green Land Rover?


17· · · ·A· · Range Rover.


18· · · ·Q· · Range Rover.· Excuse me.


19· · · ·A· · You've had -- you're right.· I've


20· ·had -- sorry, not a question I don't think about


21· ·very often.· I had -- I had a black and a green


22· ·Range Rover.


23· · · ·Q· · Is your Bentley blue?


24· · · ·A· · No.· My Bentley was blue for a couple


25· ·of months, the one that was photographed, but I
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·1· ·changed.· I was waiting for the one that I


·2· ·ordered to come in, and that was kind of a


·3· ·loaner.


·4· · · ·Q· · What is the color of the Bentley that


·5· ·you own now?


·6· · · ·A· · It's gray.


·7· · · ·Q· · Do you have a white car, or have you


·8· ·had a white car for the past -- since 2015?


·9· · · ·A· · I'm sure I have, and given some time,


10· ·I'll -- I'll get together a complete list for


11· ·you.


12· · · ·Q· · Thank you.


13· · · ·A· · Sure.


14· · · ·Q· · Do you own any guns?


15· · · ·A· · I do.


16· · · ·Q· · Okay.· How many?


17· · · ·A· · Two.


18· · · ·Q· · Do you know when you purchased those


19· ·guns?


20· · · ·A· · Within the last year.


21· · · · · · MS. DuRANT:· Okay.· Ms. Kelly, may


22· · · I have the engagement letter, please,


23· · · ma'am?


24· · · · · · Mr. Bright, I'm going to hand you


25· · · and your lawyer -- let's make this his
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·1· · · · · · Do you see that?


·2· · · ·A· · Yes, ma'am.· I should have brought my


·3· ·glasses.


·4· · · ·Q· · Do you have any reason to doubt that


·5· ·you did not receive this letter marked as


·6· ·Exhibit 1?


·7· · · ·A· · I received -- what I do receive -- call


·8· ·receiving through a server was the initial


·9· ·filing asking for a jury trial and a packet of


10· ·paper that was fairly lengthy.· In regards to


11· ·this particular case, and again, we have several


12· ·ongoing cases, I believe this to be the only


13· ·document that I was served.· Whether this was


14· ·part of it, I do recall being served once in


15· ·this case asking for a jury trial.


16· · · ·Q· · Yeah.· I guess let me go back to my


17· ·question and make it a little bit clearer.


18· · · · · · If the process server says he served


19· ·you with this letter, do you have any reason to


20· ·question that you did not receive this letter?


21· · · ·A· · Again, I would not question.· I just


22· ·don't recall unless it was in the initial


23· ·packet --


24· · · ·Q· · Okay.


25· · · ·A· · -- which would have been around that


DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022


www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082


DIANA BRIGHT vs CRAIG BRIGHT
Craig Bright on 10/27/2022 Page 21


www.huseby.com Huseby Global Litigation 800-333-2082
YVer1f







·1· ·date --


·2· · · ·Q· · Yeah.


·3· · · ·A· · -- would it not have been?


·4· · · ·Q· · Yes, correct.· And you are correct.


·5· ·This was served with the summons and complaint.


·6· · · ·A· · Okay.· Then I do recall having a


·7· ·server.


·8· · · ·Q· · Great.


·9· · · · · · Have you read this letter before today?


10· · · ·A· · I don't recall.


11· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Do you understand -- and you can


12· ·read it if you want to now.


13· · · ·A· · I just did.· Yeah.


14· · · ·Q· · Do you understand the purpose of this


15· ·letter?


16· · · ·A· · Yes.


17· · · ·Q· · And what is that purpose?


18· · · ·A· · To not destroy any electronic


19· ·documents.


20· · · ·Q· · Uh-huh.· Along with any tangible


21· ·documents, hard copies of documents.


22· · · · · · Do you understand that as well?


23· · · ·A· · I understand what a hard document is.


24· ·But that would be in my possession?· And what


25· ·would be -- what type of document, for example?
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·1· ·Just for me to better understand.


·2· · · ·Q· · Sure.


·3· · · ·A· · I don't need --


·4· · · ·Q· · Sure.


·5· · · ·A· · I'm just curious.


·6· · · ·Q· · That -- that you wouldn't go around


·7· ·shredding documents.


·8· · · ·A· · No, ma'am.· I don't own a shredder.


·9· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Or -- or destroying documents,


10· ·burning documents, that you wouldn't


11· ·intentionally destroy any paper documents that


12· ·you have.


13· · · ·A· · Yeah.· As you're aware, I'm -- I'm


14· ·100 percent electronic, unfortunately.


15· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Have you deleted any texts or


16· ·emails since receiving this letter?


17· · · ·A· · I certainly have deleted texts.  I


18· ·don't know any of them would be relevant to this


19· ·case.· I do know that they all go up into the


20· ·cloud, and I believe that's why you guys ceased


21· ·my equipment to get access.· But I do not


22· ·keep -- for example, the text I received today,


23· ·I don't keep every text that I receive.· I,


24· ·frankly, wasn't aware that I was supposed to.


25· · · · · · MS. DuRANT:· Ms. Kelly, if you
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·1· · · ·Q· · Do you understand that I subpoenaed


·2· ·documents from Phil Hartman?


·3· · · ·A· · Yeah.· I know Phil Hartman has had


·4· ·documents requested.


·5· · · ·Q· · Do you -- are you aware that


·6· ·Phil Hartman produced texts between you and him


·7· ·about Ms. Janura in this case during that time


·8· ·frame?


·9· · · ·A· · I -- I'm not aware, nor do I not


10· ·believe it to be true.· I lose my phone at least


11· ·on a quarterly basis, and records will show from


12· ·Verizon that I just got a new one the other day


13· ·because I misplaced one.· So very, very possibly


14· ·during this period of time, I missed a phone


15· ·and, of course, when you get a new phone, your


16· ·texts aren't there.


17· · · ·Q· · Okay.· It is my understanding from your


18· ·testimony just a few minutes ago that your texts


19· ·go to an iCloud?


20· · · ·A· · I'm hoping or assuming they do.  I


21· ·would think everything these days goes to a


22· ·cloud.


23· · · ·Q· · Would it surprise you that we could not


24· ·find the forensic accountant -- not accountant,


25· ·excuse me -- the forensic IT -- gentleman who
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·1· · searched your phone could not find these texts


·2· · that Mr. Hartman had between you and he?


·3· · · · A· · It would --


·4· · · · · · ·MR. NOVAK:· Objection.


·5· · · · · · ·You can answer.


·6· · · · · · ·THE WITNESS:· Yeah.· It would --


·7· · · ·it would surprise me that a


·8· · · ·professional wasn't able to find them.


·9· · · ·I -- I turn my phone on and off when


10· · · ·it's not working like my computer.  I


11· · · ·don't know anything about technical.  I


12· · · ·have no capacity to make something go


13· · · ·away, and I would think a forensic


14· · · ·examiner, since that's his job, would


15· · · ·be able to take a layman's phone and


16· · · ·extract it, but I have no professional


17· · · ·knowledge of their field.


18· ·BY MS. DuRANT:


19· · · · Q· · Did you delete any texts during this time


20· · frame?


21· · · · A· · Ma'am, I -- obviously, if they're not


22· · there, possibly I could have.· No recollection.


23· · But it's great that you have the copies.


24· · · · Q· · The copies of what?


25· · · · A· · The ones that Phil sent, so you have
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·1· ·records of them.


·2· · · ·Q· · Have you deleted any other texts


·3· ·related to this litigation?


·4· · · ·A· · I -- I would say that there's a great


·5· ·certainty that if I sent an email to Diana, I


·6· ·would delete it because she would have a copy,


·7· ·of course, and that would be the only thing


·8· ·relevant.


·9· · · ·Q· · Okay.· What about other emails or texts


10· ·not sent to Diana; would you delete them?


11· · · ·A· · If it was in regards to the case of --


12· ·I would have nobody that I would be texting.


13· · · ·Q· · What about emailing?


14· · · ·A· · Emailing would be through my attorneys,


15· ·and I guess that would be protected.


16· · · ·Q· · Yeah.· I don't -- I don't want to know


17· ·about any communications with your lawyers, but


18· ·if you have any emails with Phil Hartman, your


19· ·parents, anybody else in your world about this


20· ·case, have you deleted those emails or texts


21· ·since September 3rd of 2020?


22· · · ·A· · It's possible.· I don't have any


23· ·recollection.


24· · · · · · MS. DuRANT:· Ms. Kelly, may I have


25· · · the next exhibit, please, ma'am.
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·1· ·the house, paid the repairs.· No harm, no foul.


·2· ·Ms. Bright never knew I was anywhere in the


·3· ·area.


·4· · · ·Q· · What kind of boat do you have?


·5· · · ·A· · I have a CrisCraft.


·6· · · ·Q· · How much does it cost?


·7· · · ·A· · I don't recall.


·8· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Does $500,000 sound about right?


·9· · · ·A· · That would sound about right, yes.


10· · · ·Q· · I'm going to ask Ms. Kelly to play some


11· ·videos for us, and I'll ask you questions after


12· ·them --


13· · · ·A· · Okay.


14· · · ·Q· · -- if you don't mind, please, sir.


15· · · · · · MS. DuRANT:· Oh.· It's sounds like


16· · · lunch is on its way.· Do y'all -- this


17· · · might be a good time to --


18· · · · · · MR. NOVAK:· Yeah.· If it works --


19· · · · · · MS. DuRANT:· Great.


20· · · · · · MR. NOVAK:· -- that's fine with


21· · · me.


22· · · · · · We'll go off the record.


23· · · · · · THE VIDEOGRAPHER:· The time is


24· · · 12:36 p.m. and we're off the record.


25· · · · · · · · ·(Recess taken from 12:36 p.m. to
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·1· · · ·Q· · Okay.· The boat?


·2· · · ·A· · Uh-huh.· There's a liability for you.


·3· · · ·Q· · A liability regardless if you have debt


·4· ·or not.


·5· · · · · · How much equity do you have in the


·6· ·boat?


·7· · · ·A· · I don't think really any.


·8· · · ·Q· · Okay.


·9· · · ·A· · I mean, maybe 50 grand.· Who knows.


10· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Do you have any trusts?


11· · · · · · Did I just ask you this?


12· · · ·A· · You just asked me that.


13· · · ·Q· · Sorry.


14· · · ·A· · No, I do not.


15· · · ·Q· · Have you received any loans recently?


16· · · ·A· · Yes.· And I'm just waiting to hear


17· ·today about another one.


18· · · ·Q· · Is that what you submitted the verified


19· ·financial statements for?


20· · · ·A· · I mean, the banker just asked for this


21· ·information.· I didn't have to give him any


22· ·statements.


23· · · ·Q· · Okay.· Well, I thought you just said


24· ·you just did some financial statements or


25· ·declarations?
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