
The State of South Carolina 
In The Court of Appeals 

________________________ 
 

Appeal from Charleston County  
Hon. William C. McMaster III, Circuit Court Judge 

________________________ 
 

Appeal 2026-000191 
 

Case Nos.  2022-CP-10-04031 
      2019-CP-10-05892 
      2018-CP-10-05802 

________________________ 
    
John Doe 305, Julie McDonald, and Richard McDonald, Appellants, 
 
v.  
 
Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC, and    
The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, Defendants 
 
AND 
 
Jane Doe 304, Appellant, 
 
v.  
 
Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC, and 
The Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,  
Bishop Of Charleston, Defendants, 
  
AND 
 
Robert Chimento, Appellant, 
 v.  
 
Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, Richter and Haller, LLC, and The   
Bishop of Charleston a corporation Sole, and Robert E. Guglielmone,  
Bishop Of Charleston, Defendants, 
 
of which Lawrence E. Richter, Jr., David K. Haller, and Richter and Haller, LLC, are the Respondents. 

________________________ 
 

Motion to Extend Time 
________________________ 

 

Apr 07 2026



The appellants move to extend to May 1 the time for the initial brief in this appeal.  

At present, counsel calculates the initial brief and designation being due on April 13. 

Discovery deadlines in other matters and a family medical development have occupied counsel 

during the time he expected to have to conclude the brief.  

The court’s filing fee for this motion has been sent by U.S. mail. 

Counsel for the Diocese, Mr. Dukes, has graciously consented to counsel’s request for 

extension. No response to counsel’s request has been received from counsel for the other 

respondents. 

Conclusion 

An extension of time until Friday, May 1 should enable counsel to conclude the initial 

brief and designation, and we request an extension to that date. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

        s/ Gregg Meyers 
      Gregg Meyers, SC Bar No. 9908 
      114 4th Ave NW 
      Byron MN 55920 
      843-324-1589 
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Proof of Service 
________________________ 

 
 I hereby affirm that I have served upon counsel for the respondents a copy of the 
enclosed 
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Motion to Extend Time  

 
by sending a copy of the documents electronically, on April 7, 2026 to each of: 
 

Richard S. Dukes, RDukes@turnerpadget.com 
Sam Sammataro, SSammataro@turnerpadget.com 
Ben Bruner, BBruneer@brunerpowell.com 
John Cuttino, jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com 

 
A copy of the email to counsel by which the Motion was sent to counsel is attached to this Proof 
of service, as directed by the South Carolina Supreme Court’s order of April 24, 2024. 
 
The Motion and its proof of service have each been filed with the Court of Appeals pursuant to 
the electronic filing order of the South Carolina Supreme Court of April 24, 2024, by sending the 
motion and the proof of service by email to: 
 

ctappfilings@sccourts.org 
 
A copy of that transmission of the Notice to the court was also copied to counsel. 
 
Done April 7, 2026    
 
       s/ Gregg Meyers 
                   Gregg Meyers 
      114 4th Ave NW 
      Byron MN 55920 
      843-324-1589 
      attygm@gmail.com 
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G Meyers <attygm@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 7, 2026 at 1:09 PM
To: Rich Dukes <RDukes@turnerpadget.com>, "Sammataro, Sam" <SSammataro@turnerpadget.com>, "John E. Cuttino
(jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com)" <jcuttino@gwblawfirm.com>, Ben Bruner <BBruner@brunerpowell.com>

Gentlemen:

Attached please find my motion to extend time to May 1 for the initial brief in
this appeal, and proof of service. I expect to file it with the court today.

Gregg Meyers
Attorney At Law

843-324-1589         
attygm@gmail.com

This	email	is	covered	by	the	Electronic	Communica6ons	Privacy	Act,	18	U.S.C.	§§	2510-2521	and	is	legally	privileged.	The
Informa6on	contained	in	this	communica6on	is	confiden6al,	is	subject	to	the	aJorney-client	privilege	or	other	privileges,	may
cons6tute 	 inside 	 informa6on, 	 and 	 is 	 intended 	only 	 for 	 the 	use 	of 	 the 	addressee. 	 It 	 is 	 the 	property 	of 	Gregg 	Meyers.
Unauthorized	use,	disclosure	or	copying	of	this	communica6on	or	any	part	thereof	is	strictly	prohibited	and	may	be	unlawful.
If 	 you 	 have 	 received 	 this 	 communica6on 	 in 	 error, 	 please 	 no6fy 	me 	 immediately 	 by 	 return 	 e-mail, 	 and 	 destroy 	 this

communica6on	and	all	copies	thereof,	including	all	aJachments.	
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