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

Good afternoon,
Please find for filing the Appellant's reply to Motion to Strike.
Respectfully,
Rhonda Meisner

Rhonda Lewis Meisner,
7800 Fairfield Road
Columbia, SC 29203 
(803)206-3402 cell phone 
 
Email disclosure: The Contents of this email and any attachments are private and
privileged and intended only for the email addresses listed as recipients. Disclosure to
others is strictly prohibited. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or
an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this email and/or the attachments in error and that any review,
dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited and any
dissemination, distribution, or copying may violate federal law. The information
contained herein may constitute opinions of the sender which are protected under the
1st Amendment of the United States Consitition.If you have received this communication
in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  
In the Court of Appeals 


______________ 
 


Appeal from Richland County Common Pleas 
 


The Honorable Justice Jean Toal, Circuit Court Judge 
___________ 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001626 
Lower Court Case No. 2022-CP-40-01455 


________ 
 
Rhonda Meisner,     


Appellant,  
 
v.  
 
Grant Meisner; Grant Meisner, MD, LLC; Sheila Robinson; Erwin Mangubat, MD; 
Moore, Taylor, & Thomas, P.A.; Moore Taylor Law Firm, P.A.; Moore Bradley Myers 
Law Firm, PA; Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; Richard G. Whiting, 
Esquire; Law Offices of Richard G. Whiting, P.A.; John Doe (1-10), a fictional name 
assigned to identify parties that are not yet known or not yet determined, 
Defendants,  
 


of which Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; and John Doe (1-10), a 
fictional name assigned to identify parties that are not yet known or not yet 


determined, are the Respondents. 
___________ 


 PROOF OF SERVICE MOTION TO STRIKE AND STAY 
 


 The appellant Rhonda Meisner has caused a copy of her MOTION TO 
STRIKE AND STAY By emailing a copy to Michael Tanner at 
michaelctanner@gmail.com and emre.tannerlaw@gmail.com and by placing a copy 
in the US Mail postage prepaid to Michael C. Tanner, LLC PO Box 1061 Bamberg, 
SC 29061 as the only respondent submitting briefs.  


       s/Rhonda Meisner 


August 31, 2026     Rhonda Meisner 
       7800 Fairfield Road 
       Columbia, SC 29203 
       scorequipment@gmail.com 
       (803)206-3402 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  
In the Court of Appeals 


______________ 
 


Appeal from Richland County Common Pleas 
 


The Honorable Justice Jean Toal, Circuit Court Judge 
___________ 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001626 
Lower Court Case No. 2022-CP-40-01455 


________ 
 
Rhonda Meisner,     


Appellant,  
 
v.  
 
Grant Meisner; Grant Meisner, MD, LLC; Sheila Robinson; Erwin Mangubat, MD; 
Moore, Taylor, & Thomas, P.A.; Moore Taylor Law Firm, P.A.; Moore Bradley Myers 
Law Firm, PA; Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; Richard G. Whiting, 
Esquire; Law Offices of Richard G. Whiting, P.A.; John Doe (1-10), a fictional name 
assigned to identify parties that are not yet known or not yet determined, 
Defendants,  
 


of which Tricia L. Flowers; Flowers Consulting, LLC; and John Doe (1-10), a 
fictional name assigned to identify parties that are not yet known or not yet 


determined, are the Respondents. 
___________ 


 RETURN TO MOTION TO STRIKE PORTIONS OF THE 
DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON 


APPEAL  
___________ 


  
The Appellant timely files her reply, given the return was filed on August 25, 


2026 and the 5th day was Sunday. 


 The Respondent’s Return to the Motion to Strike portions of the record on 


appeal is untimely filed and should be disregarded. 


 On July 22, 2026 the appellant filed a Motion to Strike the portions of the 


interlocutory appeal from Justice Toal that were not part of her decision making 
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process because they were not presented to the Court at the time of her ruling and 


other judges ruled on the case thereafter. Pursuant to SCACR Rule 240, the 


Respondent had 10 days after service to oppose the Motion to Strike. 1 The 


Appellant avers the return is not timely even if an additional 5 days was added to 


deadline for the mailing of the Motion because at the latest with the 5 days added, 


the  return would have been due on August 7, 2026. As such, the Appellant avers 


the Court should disregard the Respondent’s return because it was almost 20 days 


too late with no motion to accept an untimely filing. 


The Appellant respectfully references and incorporates her arguments as 


made in the Motion to Strike portions of the designation of matter and record for 


this case. 


The Record for this case has been assembled, but not yet filed based on the 


Court’s letter holding the appeal in abeyance pending the Court’s decision on the 


Motion to Strike and the fact some transcripts are still outstanding along with the 


outstanding Petition for a Writ of Certiorari. 


        Respectfully Submitted, 


August 31, 2026       s/Rhonda Meisner 


     Rhonda Meisner, Appellant pro-se 
              7800 Fairfield Road 


        Columbia, SC 29203 
        scorequipment@gmail.com 
        (803)206-3402 


 
 


                                                           
1 The Respondent does not address the timeliness of the return and does not state his return was 
timely filed. 






