From: Drew Radeker

To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: Cheveron T. Scott; Judah VanSyckel; ShawnM French, Sr.
Subject: Re: Bryant v. Smalls - new appeal
Date: Friday, May 29, 2026 10:58:19 AM
Attachments: Proof service mot amend Notice of Appeal.pdf
Mot amend Notice of Appeal.pdf
A&C 2.pdf

Amended Notice of Appeal.pdf

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

Good morning. Attached for filing is a motion to amend the notice of appeal, with its exhibits
and proof of service.

Thank you. Please file these materials and have a great day.

Drew Radeker

R r L P.A

APPEALS e LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ¢ MEDIATION ¢ JUDGMENTS ¢ SPECIAL REFEREE
6511 Dare Circle, Columbia, SC 29206 © (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com * drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2026 8:36 AM

To: ctappfilings@sccourts.org <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: Cheveron T. Scott <scottlawfirm@yahoo.com>; Judah VanSyckel <judah@saludalaw.com>;
ShawnM French Sr. <shawn@thefrenchlawfirm.com>; ctappfilings@sccourts.org
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Subject: Re: Bryant v. Smalls - new appeal

Good morning. I write to note that I just dropped off the filing fee check for this appeal.
Thank you.
Drew Radeker

Sent from my iPhone - please excuse any typos

On May 18, 2026, at 10:45 AM, Court Of Appeals Filings
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org> wrote:

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Daniel M. Coble, Circuit Judge

Appellate Case No. 2026-001167

Stacey Bryant,.........o.oiiiinii i Appellant,
V.

Robert A. Smalls and Low Country Transit, LLC,.................ccoivininn.. Defendants,
Of which Robert A. Smallsisthe .............cooooiiiiiiiii Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the foregoing notice of appeal on the date given

below by emailing it to opposing counsel at the address(es) noted below.

Cheveron T. Scott, Esq., at scottlawfirm@yahoo.com

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew S. Radeker
Andrew S. Radeker
S.C. Bar No. 73743
Attorney for Appellant

May 29, 2026



mailto:scottlawfirm@yahoo.com



		Robert A. Smalls and Low Country Transit, LLC,………….…………...…Defendants,

		Of which Robert A. Smalls is the ………………………...………………..Respondent.

		Respectfully submitted,






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Daniel M. Coble, Circuit Judge

Appellate Case No. 2026-001167

Stacey Bryant,.........o.oiiiinii i Appellant,
V.

Robert A. Smalls and Low Country Transit, LLC,.................ccoivininn.. Defendants,
Of which Robert A. Smallsisthe .............cooooiiiiiiii Respondent.

MOTION TO AMEND NOTICE OF APPEAL

Appellant hereby moves pursuant to Rules 203 and 240, SCACR, for an order
accepting the amended notice of appeal filed with this motion and treating it as the
notice of appeal as of the date the notice of appeal was served and filed. The grounds
for this motion are as follows:

1. Through confusion and inadvertence of counsel, Appellant wrote the
notice of appeal in this case as though there had been only one
defendant in the case. That notice of appeal was timely served on the
attorney who represented both defendants. It was Appellant’s
intention that both defendants be the respondents in this appeal. The

defendants pled and defended jointly (as shown by their answer and





counterclaim submitted with this motion) and were represented by the
same attorney throughout the case.

2. Under the logic of Conner v. City of Forest Acres, 348 S.C. 454, 461-

62, 560 S.E.2d 606, 610 (2002), the amendment sought should be
granted and both defendants should be deemed respondents.
Appropriate service and notice to both defendants of this appeal was
done, and Appellant has acted quickly to make this motion.

3. No prejudice would inure to any party by granting the amendment
sought in this motion.

4. Opposing counsel has indicated that he is not in a position to take a
stance on amendment of the notice of appeal.

5. The undersigned has served this document on opposing counsel by
email to registered AIS email address on the date given below.

WHEREFORE Appellant prays for an order accepting the amended notice of

appeal filed with this motion and treating it as the notice of appeal as of the date the

notice of appeal was served and filed.





May 29, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew S. Radeker

Andrew S. Radeker

S.C. Bar No. 73743

Radeker Law, P.A.

6511 Dare Circle

Columbia, South Carolina 29206
(803) 500-0891
drew(@radekerlaw.com

and

Shawn M. French, Sr.

S.C. Bar No. 75007

851 Hwy 378, Suite 100 1074
Lexington, South Carolina 29072
(843) 606-6440
shawn@thefrenchlawfirm.com
and

Judah VanSyckel

S.C. Bar No. 79114

Saluda Law, LLC

137 E. Butler Street, Office 1
Lexington, South Carolina 29072
(803)939-6927
judah@saludalaw.com
Attorneys for Appellant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
)
Stacey Bryant )
Plaintiff, )
)
-Vs- ) SUMMONS
)
Robert A. Smalls )
)
Defendant. )
*

*hhhhkkkkkhkhkhkhhhhkhkhkhkhkkhhiihhhiixikk

TO: STACEY BRYANT, THE PLAINTIFF ABOVE NAMED.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to respond to the Counterclaim
in this Amended Complaint action, a copy of which is herewith served upon you, and to
serve a copy of your Reply to the said Counterclaim on the Defendant or Cheveron T. Scott,
Esquire, at his office located at Post Office Box 80, Darlington, South Carolina 29540,
within thirty (30) days after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service, and if
you fail to answer the Counterclaim within the time aforesaid, the Defendant in this action
will apply to the Court for the relief demanded in the Counterclaim.

Dated at Darlington, South Carolina, on the 2nd day of August 2023.

/s/Cheveron T. Scott

Cheveron T. Scott

Attorney for the Defendant

Post Office Box 580

Darlington, South Carolina 29540
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
)
Stacey Bryant )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. ) ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM
) TO AMENDED COMPLAINT
Robert Anthony Smalls, Low )
Country Transit LLC, and )
Transformative Educational )
Solutions, LLC, )
)
Defendants. )
)

Defendants, Robert Anthony Smalls, Low Country Transit LLC, and
Transformative Educational Solutions, hereby answer the allegations of the Plaintiff’s
Amended Complaint as follows:

1.

Any allegation of the Complaint not herein admitted, qualified, or explained
is denied. Any allegations of the Complaint subject of qualified admissions
made herein are denied insofar as the allegations are not qualifiedly
admitted, and any allegations of the Complaint subject of any other
qualifications or explanations herein are denied insofar as they are not
otherwise qualified or explained,;

Defendant Robert Anthony Smalls is herein referred to as Defendant 1;
Defendant Low Country Transit LLC is herein referred to as Defendant 2;
Defendant Transformative Educational Solutions is herein referred to as
Defendant 3; and Defendants 1,2, and 3 collectively are herein referred to
as “all Defendants”;

All Defendants admit the allegations contained within Paragraph 1;

All Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 2;

All Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 3;

All Defendants admit the allegations contained within Paragraph 4;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 5;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 6;
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 7 and
Defendant 1 asserts that the $12,400 payment was a personal loan between
the Plaintiff and her father (Robert Abraham Smalls);

All Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 8;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 except the
fact that Defendant 1 is an authorized name on the account;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 10;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 11;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 12;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 13 and
Defendant 1 asserts that while he did pay off the loan on the vehicle; it
was for the benefit of his father, Robert Abraham Smalls and not his own;
All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 14;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 and
Defendant 1 asserts that he has attempted to give the Plaintiff the $4,000
initial investment but the Plaintiff refuses to accept those monies back;
All Defendants admit the allegations contained within Paragraph 16;
however, Defendant 1 was specifically talking about the $12,400 loan
between the Plaintiff and her father, Robert Abraham Smalls, (not the
$4000 initial investment that the Plaintiff refuses to accept back);

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 and
Defendant 1 only stopped communication with the Plaintiff when he found
out that she has been physically assaulting their parents and verbally
threatening him and their siblings;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 18;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 19 and
Defendant 1 asserts that he transferred the monies into the same account
that all the vehicle payments were originally paid from. Defendant 1
further asserts that all the transfers were done for the benefit of the father,

Robert Abraham Smalls (not any of the Defendants in this case).

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 20;
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23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 21 and
Defendant 1 asserts that it was the Plaintiff who insisted that he keep
everything in his name and refused her initial investment back;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 22;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 23 and
Defendant 1 repeatedly attempted to give the Plaintiff her $4,000 initial
investment back;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 24 and
Defendant 1 asserts that the $12,400 loan was between the Plaintiff and
her father, Robert Abraham Smalls (not any of the Defendants);

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 25 except that
Robert Abraham Smalls, the father, resides in Charleston and that he is
receiving payments. However, the payments are coming from Defendant 2
and not Defendant 1 personally;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 26 and all the
Defendants assert that the Plaintiff was fully aware of the business activity
until she got in a verbal altercation with Marilyn Washington, her sister
(who also invested an initial $4,000 investment with Defendant 2;

All Defendants admit the allegations contained within Paragraph 27
except that Defendant 1°s actions demonstrate a pattern of taking what is
not his through deception and financial mismanagement. All the
Defendants assert that the payments were made to pay off a vehicle that
Robert Abraham Smalls, the father, has been the sole beneficiary of the
vehicle in question and has kept insurance in his name on the said vehicle;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 28 in that
the transfer was done for the benefit of all the Defendants and not
Defendant 1 personally;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 29 and all the
Defendants assert that all investments and monies paid was for the benefit
of Robert Abraham Smalls and not any of the Defendants;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 30;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 31 and all

the Defendants assert that the $12,400 loan was between the Plaintiff and
Robert Abraham Smalls and not Defendant 1;
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34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 32
because although Robert Abraham Smalls, the father, does not have the
title in his name; he is the only person utilizing the vehicle in question and
has the insurance in his name and always uses the vehicle for his own
benefit;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 33;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 34;

All Defendants deny the allegations contained within Paragraph 35 and all
the Defendants assert that she voluntarily alienated herself by physically
assaulting her parents and verbally threatening her siblings to include
Defendant 1 in this matter;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraphs 36;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 37;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 38;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 39;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 40;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 41;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 42;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 43;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 44;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 45 and all the
Defendants assert that the Plaintiff was fully aware that the loan was
between the Plaintiff and Robert Abraham Smalls, her father and not any
of the Defendants;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 46;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 47;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 48;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 49;
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52.

53.

54,

55.

56.

S57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 50;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 51;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 52;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 53;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 54;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 55;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 56;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 57;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 58;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 59;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 60;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 61;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 62;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 63;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 64;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 65;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 66;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 67;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 68;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 69;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 70;
The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 71;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 72;
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75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 73;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 74;

The Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 75;

The Defendants admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 76 in that
money has been transferred to other accounts, but it has always been for
the benefit of Defendant 2 and Robert Abraham Smalls, the father and not
Defendants 1 and 3;

FIRST COUNTERCLAIM (JOINDER)

The Defendants re-asserts each response contained in the above-
mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 78 and further asserts the following:

That the Plaintiff, the Defendant 1, Robert Abraham Smalls (the father),
and two of their siblings entered into an agreement whereby each party
was to contribute a set amount of money towards establishing Defendant
2;

That the Plaintiff voluntarily agreed to pay Robert Abraham Smalls, the
father, a sum of $12,400 to pay off the above-mentioned van to ensure
there would be no expenses associated with Defendant 2 and that all the
siblings knowingly agreed to do so for Robert Abraham Smalls;

That the specific terms of the agreement were that the father, Robert
Abraham Smalls, was to repay this amount of $12,400 directly to the
Plaintiff’s son, Allen Snell, in increments of $400 per month until the sum
is paid off;

That the Plaintiff has failed to adhere to the terms of the agreement by
bringing this cause of action against just Defendants 1, 2, and 3 but does
not include Robert Abraham Smalls, the father;

That the Plaintiff has alleged throughout her Amended Complaint how
Robert Abraham Smalls benefitted from her investment and how he
allegedly conspired with the Defendants in this matter;

That the Defendants are informed and believe that since Robert Abraham
Smalls has benefited from their investments that he should be included in
this cause of action as a Defendant because he is the only one who has
benefited from their $4,000 investment as well as him personally agreeing
to the $12,400 loan with the Plaintiff;
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86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

SECOND COUNTERCLAIM (DEFAMATION)

The Defendants re-asserts each response contained in the above-
mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 85 and further asserts the following:

The Defendant asserts that the Plaintiff has communicated to numerous
third parties that Defendant 1 has defrauded her and embezzled monies
from Defendant 2;

The Plaintiff knew at the time that she communicated these allegations
that they were blatantly false;

The Defendant has attempted to communicate to the Plaintiff that she
should cease and desist from communicating false statements regarding
him but she has persisted to the point where she has called the Defendant’s
employer, Richland School District One, and continued to communicate
these false allegations to Dr. Craig Witherspoon, the Superintendent of the
District;

The Defendant is informed and believes that the false allegations have
severely and adversely affected his standing with his employer as well as
in the community;

The Defendant asserts that the Plaintiff has damage his reputation to the
point that it has caused him damages to his name and other business
ventures that he is currently engaged in; The Defendants re-asserts each
response contained in the above-mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 85 and
further asserts the following:

The Defendant asserts that he should be awarded and all damages
applicable based on the Plaintiff’s false allegations;

THIRD COUNTERCLAIM (FRIVILOUS CAUSE OF ACTION)

The Defendants re-asserts each and every response contained in the above-
mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 92 and further asserts the following:

Under South Carolina Code of Laws Section 15-36-10, parties are
required to use due diligence to ensure that the filing is not frivolous;

That the Plaintiff knew at the time of this filing that she did not have a
legitimate cause of action for breach of contract or any other cause of
action against the Defendant. Specifically, the Plaintiff (through her
attorney) filed their initial Complaint asserting that the $16,400 wired
monies was a personal loan between Defendant 1 and herself. Now, she is
alleging that she invested those monies into a business. At the time of the
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initial filing, the Plaintiff had knowledge that her initial Complaint was
false;

96. That the Plaintiff had full knowledge that the monies that she loaned in
this matter was for the sole benefit of Robert Abraham Smalls, and not any
of the Defendants and yet she recklessly disregarded the truth in bringing
this cause of action to harass all the Defendants;

97. That the Plaintiff’s Complaint does not lay out any of the specific terms of
the agreement because she knew that there was no actual breach of
contract between her and any of the Defendants;

98. That the Plaintiff willfully and without regard for the truth has caused
detrimental harm to the Defendant by affecting not only his livelihood but
also caused emotional pain and trauma to his well-being;

99. That the Defendant is informed and believes that he is entitled to an award
of actual and consequential damages plus, at the discretion of the jury, an
award of punitive damages because of the Plaintiff’s improper actions
under this Act.

FOURTH COUNTERCLAIM (CORPORATE SHIELD DEFENSE)

100.That the Defendants re-asserts each response contained in the above-
mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 99 and further asserts the following:

101.That Defendant 1 was always acting as an agent for Defendants 2 and 3
regarding the allegations contained in the Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint;

102.That Defendant 1 acted for the benefit of Defendants 2 and 3 with all his
actions;

103.That all of Defendant 1’s actions were done with the approval of
Defendants 2 and 3;

104.That Defendant 1 is informed and believes that he should be immune from
personal liability because both Defendants 2 and 3 are lawfully organized
as LLCs under South Carolina law establishing liability for the said LLCs
and not individuals acting within the scope of their employment or agency
relationship;

105.That Defendant 1 asserts that he should be removed as an individual
Defendant in this case of action;
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FIFTH COUNTERCLAIM (ATTORNEY’S FEES)

106.The Defendants re-asserts every response contained in the above-
mentioned Paragraphs 1 through 105 and further asserts the following:

107.That the Defendants have had to retain a lawyer to defend them against
this cause of action;

108.That the Defendants have had to absorb a financial burden in defending
themselves when the Plaintiff has knowingly lied and misrepresented the
material facts in this cause of action;

109.That the Defendants are informed and believe that the Plaintiff should be
responsible for paying all attorney fees and court costs in this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Defendants prays for the Court to grant the following relief:
(a) Issue an Order dismissing the Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint;

(b) Deny the Plaintiff all relief sought in this action;

(c) Render judgment in favor of the Defendant for actual damages, punitive damages,
and all applicable statutory penalties;

(d) Award the Defendant their reasonable attorney’s fees and court costs in this action;

(e) That Robert Abraham Smalls should be included as a Defendant in this cause of
action based on the Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint of including him as a
beneficiary in this business as well as the conspiracy allegations set forth in the said
Amended Complaint; and

(F) Grant the Defendant any such other and further relief as the court deems just and
proper.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Cheveron T. Scott

Cheveron T. Scott

Attorney for the Defendant

Post Office Box 80

Darlington, South Carolina 29540

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
Darlington, South Carolina
August 2, 2023
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Daniel M. Coble, Circuit Judge

Appellate Case No. 2026-001167

Stacey Bryant,.........o.oiiiinii i Appellant,
V.
Robert A. Smalls and Low Country Transit, LLC,........................... Respondents.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

Stacey Bryant (hereinafter “Appellant”) appeals from the orders of the
Honorable Daniel M. Coble filed November 17, 2025, and April 20, 2026. Copies of
these orders are submitted to the Court of Appeals herewith. Appellant received written

notice of these orders on the dates each was filed.

Retroactive to May 18, 2026





Other Counsel of Record:

Cheveron T. Scott

S.C. Bar No. 14229

Cheveron Scott, Attorney at Law, LLC
Post Oftice Box 80

Darlington, South Carolina 29540
(843) 260-6344
scottlawfirm@yahoo.com

Attorney for Respondent

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew S. Radeker

Andrew S. Radeker

S.C. Bar No. 73743

Radeker Law, P.A.

6511 Dare Circle

Columbia, South Carolina 29206
(803) 500-0891
drew(@radekerlaw.com

and

Shawn M. French, Sr.

S.C. Bar No. 75007

851 Hwy 378, Suite 100 1074
Lexington, South Carolina 29072
(843) 606-6440
shawn@thefrenchlawfirm.com
and

Judah VanSyckel

S.C. Bar No. 79114

Saluda Law, LLC

137 E. Butler Street, Office 1
Lexington, South Carolina 29072
(803)939-6927
judah@saludalaw.com
Attorneys for Appellant
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		Robert A. Smalls and Low Country Transit, LLC,…………………...…Respondents.

		Retroactive to May 18, 2026

		Respectfully submitted,

		/s/ Andrew S. Radeker






records.

Thank you!

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2026 10:38 AM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: Cheveron T. Scott <scottlawfirm@yahoo.com>; Judah VanSyckel
<judah@saludalaw.com>; ShawnM French, Sr. <shawn@thefrenchlawfirm.com>
Subject: Bryant v. Smalls - new appeal

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization.
Please exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***
Good morning. Attached for filing is a notice of appeal, proof of service of
the same, and copies of the appealed orders. Please file these materials.

| already have the transcript | believe | need. Thus, | am calendaring
30 days from today as the deadline for the appellant's initial brief.

Thank you.

Drew Radeker

R r L P.A

APPEALS e LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ¢ MEDIATION ¢ JUDGMENTS ¢ SPECIAL
REFEREE

6511 Dare Circle, Columbia, SC 29206 © (803) 500-0891

www.radekerlaw.com * drew@radekerlaw.com

~~~ 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.

<Bryant v. Smalls - OR (2).pdf>

<Bryant v. Smalls - OR.pdf>

<Bryant v. Smalls - NOA.pdf>
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