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Introduction

Respondent Crescent Roofing & Remodeling, LLC moves to dismiss the appeal of
Appellant Eric Ragsdale (Appellate Case No. 2024-000420) pursuant to Rules 240 and 260 of the
South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (hereinafter “Rules”) on the grounds of his persistent failure
to abide by the Rules and this Court’s specific orders to file a Record on Appeal pursuant to Rule
210, SCACR. In pertinent part, Rule 260 requires that “the Clerk shall issue an order of dismissal
... [w]henever it appears that an appellant or a petitioner has failed to comply with the requirements
of” the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. Rule 260(a), SCACR. Rule 240 allows for a
motion to dismiss an appeal on these grounds. Rule 240(a), SCACR. Although Appellant filed
the Notice of Appeal in this matter on March 14, 2024, he has not filed a Record on Appeal that
complies with the Rules after the passage of two (2) years and six (6) months.

Appellant has delayed the perfection of this appeal by willfully refusing to comply with
the Court’s Rules and Orders at every step of the process. For example, Appellant repeatedly
refused to pay the court reporter for the 14-page transcript of the hearing giving rise to the order
he is appealing. Although the transcript was produced by Court Reporter Pamela E. Green on May
9, 2024, Appellant did not produce the transcript to the Respondent until April 7, 2025, nearly one
year after it was available. See Exhibit 1, pp.2 & 16 (compare 2024 date of Court Reporter’s
certificate of production on page 16, to the 2025 filing date of the transcript by this Court on page
2). Significantly, Appellant/Defendant Eric Ragsdale engaged in similar misconduct in the circuit
court proceeding below. In the February 15, 2024 order that is the subject of this appeal, Judge
Price held that Appellant/Defendant Ragsdale failed to comply with the South Carolina Rules of
Civil Procedure and engaged in bad-faith litigation tactics that prejudiced the Respondent/Plaintift:

I FIND that [Respondent/Plaintiff] has demonstrated by clear, convincing and
substantial evidence that it was prejudiced by [Appellant/Defendant Ragsdale’s]
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failure to respond to discovery and that [Respondent] has incurred substantial costs
due to [Appellant/Defendant’s] willful disregard for his obligations under the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.”

Exhibit 2 at pp. 6-7. The instant appeal is simply a continuation of Appellant’s prejudicial attempts
to delay the adjudication of Respondent/Plaintiff’s claims and cause Respondent to incur
“unnecessary attorney’s fees” by intentionally failing to meet the deadlines established by the
Rules, unjustifiably delaying his compliance with the Rules, and filing baseless motions.

Factual Background

Rule 210 of the South Carolina Rules of Appellate Practice requires appellants to file the
Record on Appeal “[w]ithin thirty (30) days after service of the last [initial] brief.” Rule 210(a),
SCACR. In this matter, the Record on Appeal was due on or before September 5, 2025 which is
30 days following the filing of the last initial brief by Respondent on August 6, 2025.! Exhibit 3.
The Court emphasized this deadline by writing to Appellant on August 18, 2025 requiring
Appellant to file a bound copy of both the Record on Appeal and his Final Appellant’s Brief.
Exhibit 4. In a letter dated August 7, 2025, Respondent’s counsel wrote to Appellant Ragsdale
serving upon him Respondent’s Initial Brief and reminding him of counsel’s earlier
correspondence explaining that Appellant’s Designation of Matter to Be Included in the Record on
Appeal impermissibly included documents that were not filed with, nor considered by, the trial
court in violation of Rule 209(g), SCACR. Respondent’s counsel also repeated his request that
the Designation include documents filed with, and considered by, the trial court and that those
documents must be included in the Record on Appeal. Exhibit 5. After providing Appellant with
ample time to correct his Designation, Respondent filed a competing Designation of Matters to be

Included in the Record on Appeal on September 18, 2025. Exhibit 6. Appellant responded to

! Appellant filed no reply brief.
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Respondent’s Initial Brief and Designation of Matter to be Included in the Record on Appeal by
filing a baseless Motion to Strike both of Respondent’s documents. Appellant’s Motion was denied
by Order dated November 18, 2025. Exhibit 7. The November 18" Order recognized that
Appellant had not filed a Reply. It also granted Respondent’s request to strike material from
Appellant’s Designation that he had not filed with, nor raised to, the trial court.

Despite the Court’s Order in November of 2025, Appellant did not file nor serve a Record
on Appeal to the Respondent. After nearly four (4) months of inactivity, Respondent filed a Motion
to Dismiss this Appeal on February 27, 2026 based on Appellant/Defendant Ragsdale’s failure to
comply with the Rules and file a Record on Appeal and his Final Brief. Exhibit 8. Respondent
specifically pointed out in its Motion to Dismiss that “Appellant has yet to file a record on appeal
or a final brief that complies with the Rules after the passage of nearly two (2) years [since filing
the appeal].” Exhibit 8 at p.2. Appellant did not respond to Respondent’s February 27" Motion
to Dismiss and did not deny Respondent’s claim that Appellant had not filed or served the Record
on Appeal. Nevertheless, the Court denied the Respondent’s Motion by Order dated June 9, 2026.
The June 9" Order also required Appellant to “provide proof of service for the record on appeal
within 20 days of the date of this order or the appeal will be dismissed.” Exhibit9. As with earlier
deadlines, Appellant did not file or provide either the Record on Appeal or Final Brief; however,
Appellant falsely filed certificates of service on August 24, 2026 claiming he had served both
documents to Respondent’s counsel. Exhibit 10. Two (2) days after Appellant’s shocking
misrepresentation about the Record and Final Brief, Counsel for Respondent sent a letter dated
August 26, 2026 to the Court informing it of the falsity of Appellant’s service claims. Exhibit 11.
In a letter dated September 22, 2026 the Court noted it too had not received Appellant’s Final Brief

and gave Appellant another ten (10) day deadline to file it or else his appeal would be dismissed.
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Exhibit 12. The Court’s September 22, 2026 letter made no mention of whether or not it had
received a bound copy of the Record on Appeal as it had requested a year earlier on August 18,
2025. See Exhibit 4. As of the date of this filing, Respondent has not yet received a Record on
Appeal and therefore no party is able to file final briefs as required by the Rules and the Court’s
September 22, 2026 letter to the parties setting forth deadlines for doing to. The Court appears to
have assumed Appellant had filed and served a Record on Appeal when Appellant produced
Certificates of Service on August 24, 2026; nevertheless, no Record or Final Brief has ever been
served to Respondent. Accordingly, Respondent files the instant Motion to Dismiss this appeal
based on Appellant’s repeated non-compliance with applicable Rules, the specific Orders and
instructions of this Court, and/or Appellant’s misrepresentations to this Court.

Legal Argument

In pertinent part, Rule 260 requires that “the Clerk shall issue an order of dismissal ...
[w]henever it appears that an appellant or a petitioner has failed to comply with the requirements
of” the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. Rule 260(a), SCACR. Rule 240(a) specifically
allows for a motion to dismiss an appeal. Appellant Eric Ragsdale has deliberately failed to comply
with South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (hereinafter “Rules”) and has repeatedly delayed the
perfection of this appeal through his willful disobedience to the Court’s Rules and its orders. This
appeal has been pending for thirty (30) months and Appellant has yet to produce a Record on
Appeal or a Final Brief that complies with the Rules. While Appellant’s failure to comply with
the Court’s deadlines is grounds for dismissal under Rule 260(a), SCACR; Appellant’s willful
disobedience to the Rules regarding the creation of the Record on Appeal provides an additional

ground for dismissal.
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In pertinent part, Rule 209 requires each party to produce a Designation of Matter to be
Included in the Record of Appeal (hereinafter “Designation”) that “set[s] forth with specificity
those parts of the transcript, pleadings, orders, exhibits, or other materials which he proposes to
include in the record on appeal.” Rule 209(a), SCACR. Appellant’s initial Designation did not
include the very motions and accompanying exhibits that were the subject of the order appealed
from. The omitted documents include Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Discovery Responses;
Plaintift’s Motion for an ADR Extension, and the joint Exhibits filed in support of those two
motions. The trial judge heard arguments on these pleadings and documents and granted the relief
the Respondent/Plaintiff sought. On appeal, Appellant/Defendant seeks to exclude this material
from the Record on Appeal while including in the Record documents that were neither raised to,
nor ruled upon by, the trial judge in order to support Appellant’s appellate arguments. The material
advocated by Appellant is described as Emergency Notice of Motion and Motion of Defendant to
Quash Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel (Appellant Designation Item #8) as well as certain Exhibits
(Appellant Item #5) and Respondent/Plaintiff’s Discovery Responses (Appellant Item #6).
Respondent’s counsel immediately objected to these improper designations pointing out that they
violated Rule 210(c), SCACR because they had not been filed or referred to below. They were
stricken from Appellant’s Designation by order of this Court dated November 18, 2025. See
Exhibit 7. Nevertheless, Appellant did not amend his Designation to include the materials
designated by Respondent that were actually considered by the Court below even though this
omission was specifically brought to the Appellant’s attention by both the Court and Respondent’s
counsel on several occasions. Since the filing of this appeal, Appellant has refused to produce a
Record on Appeal with those materials or even acknowledge the existence of the material

designated by the Respondent.
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Respondent therefore asks this Court to strike this appeal pursuant to Rule 260, SCACR
for Appellant’s repeated and willful noncompliance with the Rules. Throughout the long process
to perfect this appeal, Appellant has offered no authority to permit his willful non-compliance with
the Rules, nor does any such authority. On three (3) separate occasions during the process,
Respondent’s counsel made Appellant aware of the requirements regarding the appropriate
material to be included in the Record on Appeal. In its Order filed November 18, 2024, this Court
also informed Appellant that “[t]he Record shall not ... include matter which was not presented to
the lower court” pursuant to Rule 210(c), SCACR. Nevertheless, Appellant made no attempt to
comply with the Rules. Rather than trying to comply with the Rules, Appellant filed a frivolous
Motion to Strike Respondent’s initial brief and sought permission to use material not present to
the trial court without citing any South Carolina authority to support Appellant’s position. Exhibit
13. This filing amounts to a willful disobedience of the Court’s authority and the rules governing
the operation of this Court. Delay of the appeal can be the only motive for disregarding the simple
and commonsensical requirement that an appeal only involve material actually filed with, and
considered by, the lower court in reaching the order appealed from.

The intentional, voluntary and willful failure to comply with the clear instructions of a
South Carolina court is universally recognized as contempt of that court’s authority and
procedures. In State v. Bevilacqua, 316 S.C. 122, 129,447 S.E.2d 213, 217 (Ct. App. 1994), this
Court defined a “willful act” as “one done voluntarily and intentionally with the specific intent to
do something the law forbids, or with the specific intent to fail to do something the law requires to
be done, that is to say with the bad purpose either to disobey or disregard the law.” Our Supreme
Court considered another “willful act” of noncompliance in Bauknight v. Pope, 914 S.E.2d 848,

855 (S.C. 2025). While Bevilacqua considered willful disobedience of a court’s contempt order,
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the Bauknight Court considered the “bad faith, willful disobedience or gross indifference” of an
attorney who engaged in “frivolous and serial, abusive filings for the purpose of delay” in singer
James Brown’s long running estate case. While a comparison of the willful disobedience of an
attorney to that of a pro se litigant is distinguishable in most instances, the unique facts of this
matter erase that distinction. As with Bevilacqua, Appellant in this matter willfully failed to
comply with the Court’s Rules and orders. As with Bauknight, Appellant engaged in bad faith and
willful disobedience to the Rules he undertook to obey by choosing to represent himself. It is
axiomatic that a pro se litigant must comply with all rules of court procedure. See State v. Burton,
356 S.C. 259, 265 fn.5, 589 S.E.2d 6 (S.C. 2003) (holding that “pro se litigants are held to the
same standards as attorneys.”).

Appellant was repeatedly informed of the Rule’s simple requirements to meet its deadlines
and only include material considered by the trial judge it the Record on Appeal. The Court gave
Appellant numerous opportunities to correct his deficiencies generally, and more than a year to
produce a complaint Record on Appeal. Nevertheless, Appellant made no effort to comply with
the Rule or the Court’s orders. While the Bauknight Court relied on Rule 11 of the South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure to punish an attorney for filing pleadings, motions and other papers that
were “interposed for delay,” Rule 260(a), SCACR provides this Court with the obligation and
power to punish an appellant’s bad faith, willful disobedience, and gross indifference to the Court’s
Rules by dismissing Appellant’s appeal.

Conclusion

Respondent Crescent Roofing & Remodeling, LLC asks this Court to dismiss the appeal

of Appellant Eric Ragsdale pursuant to Rules 240 and 260 of the South Carolina Appellate Court

Rules as well as related authority due to Appellant’s willful disobedience and gross indifference to

Page 8 of 9





this Court’s Rules and orders. Additionally, this Court should dismiss this appeal as a sanction
for contempt due to Appellant’s repeated misrepresentations claiming both directly and indirectly
to have created and served upon the Respondent a Record on Appeal that complies with the Rules.
This Court required Appellant to provide it with a bound copy of the Record on August 18, 2025,
yet it appears that Appellant has not yet done so even though he falsely claimed to have produced
and served such a Record on Respondent. Such bad faith warrants dismissal of this appeal pursuant
to the authority set forth in this Motion.

THE PHILLIPS FIRM, LLC
Attorney & Counselor at Law

/s/Robert B. Phillips

By Robert B. (Sam) Phillips, Esq.
SC Bar # 16954

1025 Calhoun Street #3
Columbia, SC 29201
(803)726-4268
Sam@PhillipsFirm.Net

28 September 2026
Attorney for the Respondent
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From: Eric Ragsdale

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Subject: 2024-000420 Initial Brief Of Appellant Crescent Roofing & Remoldeling v Eric Ragsdale
Date: Monday, April 7, 2025 10:25:46 PM

Attachments: Transcript 2022-CP-32-3934 case 2024-000420.pdf

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

Please find attached transcript and other attachments for the court's review forthcoming

Thank you
Eric Ragsdale

This electronic transmission and any attached files are
intended only for the person(s) or entity(ies) to which

the transmission is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from
disclosure. If you received this transmission in error, please
alert the sender by return email then permanently delete
the transmission. Any retention and/or distribution of the

transmission is strictly prohibited by applicable law.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS NONJURY

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

CRESCENT ROOFING & REMODELING, LLC, ) TRANSCRIPT
PLAINTIFF, % OF
Vs. % RECORD
ERIC RAGSDALE, % 2022-CP-32-3934
DEFENDANT. %

February 6th, 2024

BEFORE:
THE HONORABLE BENTLEY D. PRICE, Judge.

APPEARANCES:

ROBERT B. PHILLIPS
ESQ. o
Attorney for the Plaintiff

ERIC RAGSDALE
Pro Se

Transcribed by pPamela E. Green, from
WebEx
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(WHEREUPON, there were no exhibits marked or

testimony taken during this hearing.)
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PROCEEDINGS

THE COURT: Crescent Roofing & Remodeling versus Eric
Ragsdale.

MR. PHILLIPS: Good morning, Your Honor. Sam
PhiTllips. I'm here on behalf of the plaintiff, Crescent
Roofing & Remodeling.

MR. RAGSDALE: Good afternoon.

THE COURT: All right. So this is a motion to
compel.

MR. PHILLIPS: Yes, Your Honor.

There's also two motions. There's a, a motion to
compel.

Mr. Ragsdale, I think you've got two -- a phone and a
computer going. You're getting feedback.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. PHILLIPS: You have to turn one of those off.

THE COURT: It echoes when you do -- when you have
two things going at one time. You got to turn one of them
off.

MR. PHILLIPS: Your Honor, if I could?

And so there -- there's also a motion to enlarge the
time to participate in ADR and mediation. There's a
common timeline for both. So, let me just briefly go

through that for the Court.
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This dispute arose over a contract signed between my
client and Mr. Ragsdale on January llth, 2021, to
replace his roof and do some interior painting at his
residence. Mr. Ragsdale signed the contract. The
contract amount was $21,627. Gave a thousand dollar down
payment.

About a week later my client replaced the roof and
there was a contingency in the, in the contract, if there
was rotted wood underneath the shingles, that that would
be replaced for $75.00 a sheet. Three sheets were
replaced. That bumped the contract price to 21,852.

Insurance -- Mr. Ragsdale's insurance made several
payments over the next three months towards that balance.
The interior painting happened on April 2374, After
that, the insurance paid an additional amount for a total
of $16,950 Teaving a balance due on the contract of
$4,902.56.

My -- the owner of my company, Chris Lambeth, had
attended the end of both of this work, had spoken to
Mr. Ragsdale. He had indicated he was satisfied with the
work and that he would be paying the balance. That
payment didn't arrive.

And so my client went down to Lexington's Magistrate
Court on November Gth, 2022, and filed suit for the

missing money. Mr. Ragsdale answered and sought $21,627
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in punitive damages in a counterclaim, which, of course,
moved the case from Magistrate Court to Circuit Court.

In, in that complaint, there's just a conclusionary
statement. He's claiming that the contract was ambiguous,
that the contract didn't reflect the claims. Importantly,
that the painting and the roof work was defective, that
there was some problem that my client used subcontractors.
He claimed that the work damaged several -- some, some
shrubbery, some sod, some other items on his house. He,
he also claimed he didn't receive the warranty that he
paid for and he claims that my client cyber bullied him
and inflicted intentional emotional distress, what we call
outrage.

So, the case was moved. Significantly that
counterclaim wasn't served on my client. The case was
moved. He received a notice from the Court that it had
been put in the Circuit Court and, on June l4th, 2023,
he received the ADR notice from the Court that had a
deadline on it obviously.

So, he contacted me a couple days later, on
July 215t asked what was going on. I took a look at
the case for him and I filed an appearance that day and I
filed, on July 23rd, I filed interrogatories and request
to produce with Mr. Ragsdale.

There were 33 interrogatories. They were just the
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standard interrogatories and then one or two questions
about his numerous allegations in his counterclaim just so
I could figure out what he was talking about.

Two days after that, I, I contacted the, the
mediator, Attorney Yolanda Courie, here in Columbia and
said look, you know, I know we have a, a mediation
scheduled. I know nothing about this complaint. I
explained this to Mr. Ragsdale that, you know, there's no
way to evaluate these claims. You didn't point them out
to my client and you haven't put dollar amounts on them.
You're just seeking this $21,000 number for damage that we
have no, no understanding or no belief in.

So, can we postpone mediation. The mediator agreed.
Mr. Ragsdale agreed.

And so the 30 days to respond to discovery went
forward. He didn't respond. He reached out to me, asked
for an extension for the discovery, and also said he
wanted to engage in settlement discussions outside of the
mediator.

In a long email, which is -- I've placed in the
record, I explained that oh, well, okay, we can look at
that but you got to answer the discovery cause I have no
idea and -- you know, about what you're claiming here in
this counterclaim.

So, he agreed to that. He moved forward. Wwe
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received the discovery responses, which 1'11 talk about in
just a second. But, to finish the narrative, they were
inadequate. They didn't really tell us anything. There
were mostly objections that were obviously cut and pasted
from the internet.

So, we asked for, you know, more complete responses.
We still have not received those. Wwe asked for those well
back in october 5th of Tast year and Mr. Ragsdale then
wrote, wrote the Court and asked for sanctions for not
participating in the mediation.

I, I reached out to the chief administrative judge
with the letter that's required in order to, you know, to
extend the ADR deadline and Judge McCaslin said that,
because Mr. Ragsdale was objecting to that, I should file
a motion to extend time. That's our second motion.

And, Your Honor, it, it gets down to, in our
motion -- I mean in our discovery, we Tliterally are just
asking the, the questions that are allowed by the rules
and for some support for these -- all these allegations
that are Tisted.

The objections that we got back were -- and I just --
you know, I, I drafted a very detailed letter to Mr.
Ragsdale. 1It's in the record. I explained it. Let me
just give you a, a few highlights.

As to Standard Interrogatory Number 1, who are your
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witnesses, his, his objection is that it imposed a
requirement other than and in addition to what's in the
Rules of Civil Procedure when, in fact, it is exactly the
requirement in the rules.

He objected to Number 2 when we asked for photos or
documents, that we were seeking information that was
outside the scope of discovery.

As to Standard Interrogatory Number 6, we asked,
okay, well, who are your experts. You're claiming this
work was not done properly and he claimed that there was
a, a future attorney/client privilege. So, he didn't have
to respond to that.

As to his insurance, he said that was equally
available to us, which it's obviously not, and then, most
importantly, how do you get to 21,600 and some odd
dollars. Give us your itemized statement as allowed by
Sstandard Interrogatory Number 5 and he said that that
request was beyond any applicable statute of limitations.

So, in our prospective, this is -- you know, I'm,
I'm -- I've had several cases over the years with pro se
litigants. That's why I took the time to write out and
explain what we're asking for, the reason we were asking
for it, and how it's important for the discovery process
and what we got is what, what I believe is to be a bad

faith attempt to try to, to skate out of this by -- we had
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agreed to postpone the mediation.

wWe had agreed to do discovery. Wwe had, we had agreed
that we'd talk to him outside of mediation about
settlement when we got information and it was never
provided.

I, I -- last night at 10:00, I'm -- I, I -- I'm up
late working on another case and I see that Mr. Ragsdale
has now -- was trying to file an emergency motion a --
about our motion to compel.

Your Honor, I, I, I believe this has been done in bad
faith. It's been done in bad faith from the start. We
haven't seen anywhere close to thousands -- tens of
thousands of dollars of damage. It has taken this case
out of Magistrate's Court where my client could represent
himself. He caused him to have a lawyer. Wwe're, we're
here at this hearing.

And so we're asking for attorney's fees based off of
the unnecessary work that has been, that has been produced
by this cut and paste job on responses.

And then, Your Honor, what he filed today about an
emergency motion, this, this motion has been pending for
four months. And so now we have yet no -- something else
that was filed and I, I, I believe it's now pretty clear
that his counterclaims were done in bad faith. He's

avoiding his requirements under discovery so that we can
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prove they were done in bad faith.

And so I would ask the Court to sanction him for
attorney's fees under Rule 37(d), you know, the, the cost
of, of, of preparing for this. 1It's less than a thousand
dollars. I have an affidavit in the record.

But I would strike -- I would ask that, under
37(b) (2) (C), the court strike his counterclaims. He, he
has had more than enough opportunity to prove that there's
a basis for them. He has not and it -- this is call --
you know, on a $4,000 claim, my client's gonna end up
spending well more than that.

we believe that's the motivation behind this and
that, and that -- so, therefore, we should strike the
counterclaims and go forward with a trial on the breach of
contract, which is all this dispute is about.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: ATl right. Thank you.

well, I guess that begs the question, Mr. Phillips,
what is the amount of damages that your clients are
seeking?

MR. PHILLIPS: I -- just what's unpaid underneath --
under the contract that Mr. Ragsdale signed. That's
$4,902.56. And then, based on the unnecessary work to
file this motion to compel, we are seeking $875.00 as a

sanction for attorney's fees. And again, Your Honor, this
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is all in a filing that I have wiﬁh the Court including my
attorney's affidavit -- attorney fee affidavit.

THE COURT: ATl right. Mr. Ragsdale, would you like
to respond?

MR. RAGSDALE: Yes, sir.

How you doing, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Fine.

MR. RAGSDALE: I apologize for the technical
difficulty. I was trying to set up this video. I don't
know if you can see me or not.

I just want to say that I am a pro se litigant and I
have, in good faith, responded in our -- my Timited legal
knowledge to responses that the plaintiffs had requested.

The, the discovery requests that they have requested
was the information that the documents that the plaintiff
had that just corresponded with text messages, verbal
communication, and before this issue arose, to a, a, a
contingency of Magistrate's Court for the amount owed.
They was communication -- there's pictures that, that
plaintiff is aware of as far as the damages concerned.

As far as the motion to compel, Your Honor, I
apologize for my ignorance to the law. I tried to do it
the best I could, research in the way that that resource's
available. I tried to ask questions.

In no way have I tried to impede or tried to evade my

11
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responsibilities. But the plaintiff in this case, Your
Honor, has, has failed to respond and I, I filed a motion
after I had a, a letter from the Court to, to show cause.
Time had expired. I asked for a mediation to be able to
work out the differences in the claims.

I had never signed verbally to the plaintiff's
attorney. I did not agree -- disagree not to have
mediation. I done everything I could to put this -- if --
issue and evidence before the Court.

I would just Tike to say, Your Honor, that, as far as
the, the, the complaint, this was a collection for money
owed. There was not an insurance dispute and, in
discovery motions, everything that was asked for I -- of
course, we have not hired expert witnesses. I've provided
all the information. It, it was relevant. Even showed as
an example to plaintiff attorney some of the text messages
that the plaintiff had custody of and this information
that they keep asking for I feel Tike that was in their
possession enough to prove or disapprove the claims.

As far as the motion to compel, I, I -- I'd ask the
Court last night, because I am limited in knowledge, to
set aside because there was a pending matter before Judge
McCaslin on the rule to show cause for the mediation
hearing.

As far as any information that the Court requires for
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me to provide, I think everything has been put on the
record. Again, I'd 1ike to be able to respond accordingly
but is, is -- I would ask the Court to consider me and not
my pleadings as my Timited knowledge and construe them
more so as a, as a citizen and, and not as a skilled
attorney.

THE COURT: A1l right. well, that's the problem that
you run into, Mr. Ragsdale. Exactly what you just said is
exactly the reason why everybody that's sitting on this
zoom call today has an attorney because, representing
yourself, the law states that I have to hold you to the
same rules as the attorneys. And regardless of whether
you are ignorant of the rules, you are still held to that
same standard.

And so Mr. Phillips is correct that you can not just
claim $21,000 in punitive damages. That's not actually
even a counterclaim to be quite honest with you.

But with all that being said, I am gonna grant the
motion to extend the time. However, I'm going to strike
your answer in this case. I'm gonna remand it back to
Magistrate's Court and I'm gonna give y'all 60 days from
today's date to mediate the case. If the case is not
mediated in the next 60 days, I'm gonna hold you in
default and we'll have a damages hearing.

Mr. Phillips, just send me an order.
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MR. PHILLIPS: I will, Your Honor. Appreciate it.
THE COURT: Have a good day.

MR. PHILLIPS: Thank you, sir.

* % *END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD* * *
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PROCEEDINGS

THE COURT: Crescent Roofing & Remodeling versus Eric
Ragsdale.

MR. PHILLIPS: Good morning, Your Honor. Sam
PhiTllips. I'm here on behalf of the plaintiff, Crescent
Roofing & Remodeling.

MR. RAGSDALE: Good afternoon.

THE COURT: All right. So this is a motion to
compel.

MR. PHILLIPS: Yes, Your Honor.

There's also two motions. There's a, a motion to
compel.

Mr. Ragsdale, I think you've got two -- a phone and a
computer going. You're getting feedback.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. PHILLIPS: You have to turn one of those off.

THE COURT: It echoes when you do -- when you have
two things going at one time. You got to turn one of them
off.

MR. PHILLIPS: Your Honor, if I could?

And so there -- there's also a motion to enlarge the
time to participate in ADR and mediation. There's a
common timeline for both. So, let me just briefly go

through that for the Court.
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This dispute arose over a contract signed between my
client and Mr. Ragsdale on January llth, 2021, to
replace his roof and do some interior painting at his
residence. Mr. Ragsdale signed the contract. The
contract amount was $21,627. Gave a thousand dollar down
payment.

About a week later my client replaced the roof and
there was a contingency in the, in the contract, if there
was rotted wood underneath the shingles, that that would
be replaced for $75.00 a sheet. Three sheets were
replaced. That bumped the contract price to 21,852.

Insurance -- Mr. Ragsdale's insurance made several
payments over the next three months towards that balance.
The interior painting happened on April 2374, After
that, the insurance paid an additional amount for a total
of $16,950 Teaving a balance due on the contract of
$4,902.56.

My -- the owner of my company, Chris Lambeth, had
attended the end of both of this work, had spoken to
Mr. Ragsdale. He had indicated he was satisfied with the
work and that he would be paying the balance. That
payment didn't arrive.

And so my client went down to Lexington's Magistrate
Court on November Gth, 2022, and filed suit for the

missing money. Mr. Ragsdale answered and sought $21,627
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in punitive damages in a counterclaim, which, of course,
moved the case from Magistrate Court to Circuit Court.

In, in that complaint, there's just a conclusionary
statement. He's claiming that the contract was ambiguous,
that the contract didn't reflect the claims. Importantly,
that the painting and the roof work was defective, that
there was some problem that my client used subcontractors.
He claimed that the work damaged several -- some, some
shrubbery, some sod, some other items on his house. He,
he also claimed he didn't receive the warranty that he
paid for and he claims that my client cyber bullied him
and inflicted intentional emotional distress, what we call
outrage.

So, the case was moved. Significantly that
counterclaim wasn't served on my client. The case was
moved. He received a notice from the Court that it had
been put in the Circuit Court and, on June l4th, 2023,
he received the ADR notice from the Court that had a
deadline on it obviously.

So, he contacted me a couple days later, on
July 215t asked what was going on. I took a look at
the case for him and I filed an appearance that day and I
filed, on July 23rd, I filed interrogatories and request
to produce with Mr. Ragsdale.

There were 33 interrogatories. They were just the
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standard interrogatories and then one or two questions
about his numerous allegations in his counterclaim just so
I could figure out what he was talking about.

Two days after that, I, I contacted the, the
mediator, Attorney Yolanda Courie, here in Columbia and
said look, you know, I know we have a, a mediation
scheduled. I know nothing about this complaint. I
explained this to Mr. Ragsdale that, you know, there's no
way to evaluate these claims. You didn't point them out
to my client and you haven't put dollar amounts on them.
You're just seeking this $21,000 number for damage that we
have no, no understanding or no belief in.

So, can we postpone mediation. The mediator agreed.
Mr. Ragsdale agreed.

And so the 30 days to respond to discovery went
forward. He didn't respond. He reached out to me, asked
for an extension for the discovery, and also said he
wanted to engage in settlement discussions outside of the
mediator.

In a long email, which is -- I've placed in the
record, I explained that oh, well, okay, we can look at
that but you got to answer the discovery cause I have no
idea and -- you know, about what you're claiming here in
this counterclaim.

So, he agreed to that. He moved forward. Wwe
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received the discovery responses, which 1'11 talk about in
just a second. But, to finish the narrative, they were
inadequate. They didn't really tell us anything. There
were mostly objections that were obviously cut and pasted
from the internet.

So, we asked for, you know, more complete responses.
We still have not received those. Wwe asked for those well
back in october 5th of Tast year and Mr. Ragsdale then
wrote, wrote the Court and asked for sanctions for not
participating in the mediation.

I, I reached out to the chief administrative judge
with the letter that's required in order to, you know, to
extend the ADR deadline and Judge McCaslin said that,
because Mr. Ragsdale was objecting to that, I should file
a motion to extend time. That's our second motion.

And, Your Honor, it, it gets down to, in our
motion -- I mean in our discovery, we Tliterally are just
asking the, the questions that are allowed by the rules
and for some support for these -- all these allegations
that are Tisted.

The objections that we got back were -- and I just --
you know, I, I drafted a very detailed letter to Mr.
Ragsdale. 1It's in the record. I explained it. Let me
just give you a, a few highlights.

As to Standard Interrogatory Number 1, who are your
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witnesses, his, his objection is that it imposed a
requirement other than and in addition to what's in the
Rules of Civil Procedure when, in fact, it is exactly the
requirement in the rules.

He objected to Number 2 when we asked for photos or
documents, that we were seeking information that was
outside the scope of discovery.

As to Standard Interrogatory Number 6, we asked,
okay, well, who are your experts. You're claiming this
work was not done properly and he claimed that there was
a, a future attorney/client privilege. So, he didn't have
to respond to that.

As to his insurance, he said that was equally
available to us, which it's obviously not, and then, most
importantly, how do you get to 21,600 and some odd
dollars. Give us your itemized statement as allowed by
Sstandard Interrogatory Number 5 and he said that that
request was beyond any applicable statute of limitations.

So, in our prospective, this is -- you know, I'm,
I'm -- I've had several cases over the years with pro se
litigants. That's why I took the time to write out and
explain what we're asking for, the reason we were asking
for it, and how it's important for the discovery process
and what we got is what, what I believe is to be a bad

faith attempt to try to, to skate out of this by -- we had
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agreed to postpone the mediation.

wWe had agreed to do discovery. Wwe had, we had agreed
that we'd talk to him outside of mediation about
settlement when we got information and it was never
provided.

I, I -- last night at 10:00, I'm -- I, I -- I'm up
late working on another case and I see that Mr. Ragsdale
has now -- was trying to file an emergency motion a --
about our motion to compel.

Your Honor, I, I, I believe this has been done in bad
faith. It's been done in bad faith from the start. We
haven't seen anywhere close to thousands -- tens of
thousands of dollars of damage. It has taken this case
out of Magistrate's Court where my client could represent
himself. He caused him to have a lawyer. Wwe're, we're
here at this hearing.

And so we're asking for attorney's fees based off of
the unnecessary work that has been, that has been produced
by this cut and paste job on responses.

And then, Your Honor, what he filed today about an
emergency motion, this, this motion has been pending for
four months. And so now we have yet no -- something else
that was filed and I, I, I believe it's now pretty clear
that his counterclaims were done in bad faith. He's

avoiding his requirements under discovery so that we can
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prove they were done in bad faith.

And so I would ask the Court to sanction him for
attorney's fees under Rule 37(d), you know, the, the cost
of, of, of preparing for this. 1It's less than a thousand
dollars. I have an affidavit in the record.

But I would strike -- I would ask that, under
37(b) (2) (C), the court strike his counterclaims. He, he
has had more than enough opportunity to prove that there's
a basis for them. He has not and it -- this is call --
you know, on a $4,000 claim, my client's gonna end up
spending well more than that.

we believe that's the motivation behind this and
that, and that -- so, therefore, we should strike the
counterclaims and go forward with a trial on the breach of
contract, which is all this dispute is about.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: ATl right. Thank you.

well, I guess that begs the question, Mr. Phillips,
what is the amount of damages that your clients are
seeking?

MR. PHILLIPS: I -- just what's unpaid underneath --
under the contract that Mr. Ragsdale signed. That's
$4,902.56. And then, based on the unnecessary work to
file this motion to compel, we are seeking $875.00 as a

sanction for attorney's fees. And again, Your Honor, this

10
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is all in a filing that I have wiﬁh the Court including my
attorney's affidavit -- attorney fee affidavit.

THE COURT: ATl right. Mr. Ragsdale, would you like
to respond?

MR. RAGSDALE: Yes, sir.

How you doing, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Fine.

MR. RAGSDALE: I apologize for the technical
difficulty. I was trying to set up this video. I don't
know if you can see me or not.

I just want to say that I am a pro se litigant and I
have, in good faith, responded in our -- my Timited legal
knowledge to responses that the plaintiffs had requested.

The, the discovery requests that they have requested
was the information that the documents that the plaintiff
had that just corresponded with text messages, verbal
communication, and before this issue arose, to a, a, a
contingency of Magistrate's Court for the amount owed.
They was communication -- there's pictures that, that
plaintiff is aware of as far as the damages concerned.

As far as the motion to compel, Your Honor, I
apologize for my ignorance to the law. I tried to do it
the best I could, research in the way that that resource's
available. I tried to ask questions.

In no way have I tried to impede or tried to evade my

11
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responsibilities. But the plaintiff in this case, Your
Honor, has, has failed to respond and I, I filed a motion
after I had a, a letter from the Court to, to show cause.
Time had expired. I asked for a mediation to be able to
work out the differences in the claims.

I had never signed verbally to the plaintiff's
attorney. I did not agree -- disagree not to have
mediation. I done everything I could to put this -- if --
issue and evidence before the Court.

I would just Tike to say, Your Honor, that, as far as
the, the, the complaint, this was a collection for money
owed. There was not an insurance dispute and, in
discovery motions, everything that was asked for I -- of
course, we have not hired expert witnesses. I've provided
all the information. It, it was relevant. Even showed as
an example to plaintiff attorney some of the text messages
that the plaintiff had custody of and this information
that they keep asking for I feel Tike that was in their
possession enough to prove or disapprove the claims.

As far as the motion to compel, I, I -- I'd ask the
Court last night, because I am limited in knowledge, to
set aside because there was a pending matter before Judge
McCaslin on the rule to show cause for the mediation
hearing.

As far as any information that the Court requires for

12
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me to provide, I think everything has been put on the
record. Again, I'd 1ike to be able to respond accordingly
but is, is -- I would ask the Court to consider me and not
my pleadings as my Timited knowledge and construe them
more so as a, as a citizen and, and not as a skilled
attorney.

THE COURT: A1l right. well, that's the problem that
you run into, Mr. Ragsdale. Exactly what you just said is
exactly the reason why everybody that's sitting on this
zoom call today has an attorney because, representing
yourself, the law states that I have to hold you to the
same rules as the attorneys. And regardless of whether
you are ignorant of the rules, you are still held to that
same standard.

And so Mr. Phillips is correct that you can not just
claim $21,000 in punitive damages. That's not actually
even a counterclaim to be quite honest with you.

But with all that being said, I am gonna grant the
motion to extend the time. However, I'm going to strike
your answer in this case. I'm gonna remand it back to
Magistrate's Court and I'm gonna give y'all 60 days from
today's date to mediate the case. If the case is not
mediated in the next 60 days, I'm gonna hold you in
default and we'll have a damages hearing.

Mr. Phillips, just send me an order.

13
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MR. PHILLIPS: I will, Your Honor. Appreciate it.
THE COURT: Have a good day.

MR. PHILLIPS: Thank you, sir.

* % *END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD* * *
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) Civil Action No. 2022-CP-32-03934
Crescent Roofing & Remodeling LLC, )
)
Plaintiff, ) ORDER
)
v. )
)
Eric Ragsdale, )
)
Defendant. )
)
Judge: Hon. Bentley D. Price
Date of Hearing: February 6, 2023 via Webex

Appearance for Plaintiff: Robert B. “Sam” Phillips, Esq.
Appearance for Defendant: Eric Ragsdale, pro se.

THIS MATTER came before the Court on the Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Discovery and
Plaintiff’s Reply to Defendant’s Request for ADR Sanctions, both filed on November 1, 2023 as
well as Plaintiff’s Motion for an ADR Extension filed on November 15, 2023. Plaintiff filed ten
(10) common Exhibits on November 1, 2023 that were incorporated into both its Motion to Compel
and Reply to Defendant’s Request for ADR Sanctions. Defendant emailed a document to the Court
styled Emergency Motion to Quash Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel late in the evening of February
5, 2023.

HISTORY OF THE CASE
On January 11, 2021, Defendant Eric Ragsdale entered into an agreement with Plaintiff

Crescent Roofing & Remodeling LLC to replace the roof and perform some interior painting on

Mr. Ragsdale’s residence for an agreed upon price of $21,627.94 plus a contingency to replace
rotted wood found underneath the existing roof. Crescent Roofing replaced the roof on January

18-19, 2021 and completed the painting on April 23, 2021. The total cost of the completed work

Exhibit 2 1
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was $21,852.94 (original contract price plus cost of replacing three (3) sheets of plywood at $75.00
per sheet). Mr. Ragsdale paid $1,000.00 to the Plaintiff at the start of the job and Mr. Ragsdale’s
home insurance carrier made several partial payments as the work progressed. At the completion
of the job, Crescent Roofing’s owner, Chris Lambreth, met with Mr. Ragsdale at his home to
inspect the work. Mr. Ragsdale did not express any concern or dissatisfaction with the roofing
work or painting to either Mr. Lambreth during this end-of-job walk through or at any other time
to any of Crescent’s workers on the job site. Although Mr. Ragsdale told Mr. Lambreth he would
pay the remaining contract balance of $4,902.56 from his office, Mr. Ragsdale ultimately refused
to do so on multiple occasions.

After Mr. Ragsdale refused numerous requests to pay the outstanding balance of the
contract (84,902.56), Crescent Roofing and Remodeling, LLC brought an action for breach of
contract in the Swansea Magistrate Court in Lexington County on July 27, 2022
(2022CV321100943). Defendant Ragsdale filed an answer and a dozen counterclaims on
November 16, 2022 seeking $21,627.64 in compensatory damages and an unspecified amount of
punitive damages. The action was transferred to Lexington County Circuit Court on November
16, 2022.

After learning it could not continue to represent itself in Circuit Court, Crescent Roofing
hired attorney Robert “Sam” Phillips who filed an appearance on July 21, 2023. On July 23, 2023,
Plaintiff’s counsel served discovery on Mr. Ragsdale seeking answers to the Standard
Interrogatories set forth in the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, an explanation of the basis

of Mr. Ragsdale’s dozen counterclaims, and sought the production of documents related to those

claims. On July 25, 2023, Plaintiff’s counsel reached out to court appointed mediator Yolanda

Courie to propose a continuation of the mediation so that the Defendant would have an opportunity
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to respond to discovery observing that “mediations without the benefit of discovery responses
rarely succeed.” Mediator Courie agreed informing both parties that “the mediation will be more
meaningful with some discovery.” The mediator and Mr. Ragsdale agreed to a continuation of
the mediation until November 2023. On August 28, 2023 Mr. Ragsdale sought a thirty (30) day
extension for answering discovery. He also indicated he was “reaching out to offer settlement
options in the matter.” Plaintiff’s counsel responded to Mr. Ragsdale’s “settlement options”
request by explaining the need for discovery responses so that Plaintiff could evaluate the evidence
of his counterclaims and meaningfully participate in settlement talks. Mr. Ragsdale did not raise
any objection to postponing the mediation at any time during this period.

After the 30-day discovery extension passed, Plaintiff’s counsel again reached out to Mr.
Ragsdale. Shortly thereafter, Mr. Ragsdale responded to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and Requests
to Produce (hereinafter collectively “Plaintiff’s Discovery”). Most of Mr. Ragsdale’s responses to
Plaintiff’s Discovery were evasive or irrelevant objections that were not supported by the South
Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. For example, in response to Plaintiff’s Standard Interrogatory
#1 (Rule 33(b)(1), SCRCP) seeking the names of Mr. Ragsdale’s witnesses, he objected claiming
the Interrogatory “deviate[d] or purport[ed] to impose requirements other than or in addition to
those required by the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.” In response to Standard
Interrogatory #2 (Rule 33(b)(2), SCRCP) seeking photos and document related to his
counterclaims, Mr. Ragsdale objected claiming the interrogatory “seek[s] information or
documents outside the scope of discovery permissible by the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure.” Mr. Ragsdale also refused to provide any documentation or other evidence to justify
his claim for more than $20,000.00 in compensatory damages, relief from contractual obligation

of almost $5,000.00, and an unspecified amount of punitive damages. In response to Standard
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Interrogatory #5 (Rule 33(b)(5), SCRCP) requesting an itemized damages statement, Mr. Ragsdale
objected claiming the interrogatory “seek[s] information or documents for any period of time
beyond any appliable statute of limitations.” Plaintiff’s counsel wrote a detailed response to each
of Mr. Ragsdale’s many objections on October 23, 2023 and asked the Defendant for more
complete responses. Mr. Ragsdale responded by seeking ADR sanctions against Plaintiff on
October 25, 2023 by falsely claiming that Plaintiff’s counsel had unilaterally canceled mediation
and had made discovery requests in “disregard to the essential spirt [sic] of the law outlined in the
Rules of Civil Procedure.”

As of the date of the hearing in this matter, Mr. Ragsdale has not supplemented or clarified
his initial discovery responses, nor had he filed a response to Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel his
discovery responses other than an email to the Court on the eve of the hearing making an
“emergency” request to either quash the pending motions or grant him an extension to raise
“objections” to those motions.

LAW

Rule 1 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (hereinafter “SCRCP”) provides that
the scope and purpose of rules “shall be construed to secure the just, speedy, and inexpensive
determination of every action.” Rule 1, SCRCP. “The entire thrust of the discovery rules involves
full and fair disclosure, to prevent a trial from becoming a guessing game or one of surprise for
either party.” Samples v. Mitchell, 495 S.E.2d 213, 217 (S.C. Ct. App. 1997). Where a party’s
right to discovery material is not accorded, prejudice must be presumed. /d. at 215. Discovery “is

not a children’s game, but a serious effort on the part of adult human beings to administer justice.”
Griffin v. Capital Cash, 423 S.E.2d 143, 146 (S.C. Ct. App. 1992) quoting United States v. Fischer

Lumber Co., 102 F.2d 872, 873 (4" Cir. 1947). Rule 37(a), SCRCP allows a party, after reasonable
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notice, to seek an order compelling an opposing party to answer interrogatories submitted to that
party pursuant to Rule 33, SCRCP. A noncompliant party who fails to answer interrogatories may
be ordered to pay the moving party’s expenses in bringing such a motion to compel pursuant to
Rule 37(a)(4), SCRCP or otherwise sanction the noncompliant party with an order refusing to
allow the disobedient party to support designated counterclaims or defenses as well as strike the
disobedient party’s pleadings pursuant to Rule 37(d), SCRCP. “In deciding what sanction to
impose for failure to disclose evidence during the discovery process, the trail court should consider
the nature of the interrogatories, the discovery posture of the case, willfulness, and the degree of
prejudice.” Samples v. Mitchell, 495 S.E.2d 213, 216 (S.C. Ct. App. 1997).

Under the South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules (hereinafter “SCADRR”),
mediation is a voluntary process that is; nevertheless, required by Rule 3(a), SCADRR (hereinafter
“SCADRR?) for all civil actions. While the SCADRR rules impose a Three Hundred (300) day
timeframe for conducting a mediation, Rule 5(¢), SCADRR allows parties to file a good faith
motion for an extension of that deadline. Said extensions are only a violation of the Rules “[i]f
any person or entity subject to the ADR Rules violates any provision of the ADR Rules without
good cause.” Rule 10(a), SCADRR (emphasis added). In Ross v. Waccamaw Community
Hospital, 744 S.E.2d 547 (S.C. 2013), our Supreme Court addressed the consequences of failing
to comply with a statutory mediation requirement in a medical malpractice case. The court
characterized the failure as a “non-jurisdiction procedural defect” and refused to impose a harsh
sanction noting that the trial court “retains the discretion to permit the mediation process to
continue” past a mediation deadline. 744 S.E.2d at 551. Relying on the Ross decision, the South
Carolina Court of Appeals declined to sanction the failure to meet a mediation deadline upon a

showing that the non-compliant party made a good-faith attempt to work with the opposing party
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to obtain necessary discovery in order to facilitate discovery and a mediation. Rickerson v. Karl,
770 S.E.2d 767 (S.C. Ct. App. 2015).
DISCUSSION

Based on its filings with this Court, Plaintiff argued Defendant’s actions were deliberately
undertaken in bad faith and for the purpose of imposing delay and/or additional costs to the
Plaintiff. Plaintiff pointed to Defendant’s late-night filing to the Court, along with his continued
failure to respond to Plaintiff’s discovery requests, as the latest evidence of Defendant’s willful
bad-faith and sanctionable conduct. The Court agrees with Plaintiff and finds that Plaintiff’s
interrogatories and requests for production were compliant with South Carolina law and were
reasonably calculated to obtain the evidence the Plaintiff is entitled to in order to respond to
Defendant’s numerous counterclaims. The Plaintiff’s request for a three (3) month delay in
mediation to complete discovery was appropriate and found to be agreeable at the time by both the
court-designated mediator and the Defendant. Although Defendant agreed to the proposed
discovery-then-mediation schedule proposed by Plaintiff’s counsel, Defendant willfully and in
bad-faith refused to comply with his discovery obligations, complained about the delay in
mediation, and otherwise sought to benefit from his misconduct. This misconduct prejudiced the
Plaintiff’s ability to respond to Defendant’s counterclaims, prevented it from meaningfully
participating in mediation, and caused Plaintiff to incur unnecessary attorney’s fees. Accordingly,
I find that Plaintiff has met its burden in the Motions at issue in this matter and the Court enters
the following order:

SANCTION
I FIND that Plaintiff has demonstrated by clear, convincing and substantial evidence that

it was prejudiced by Defendant’s failure to respond to discovery and that Plaintiff has incurred

YE€6E£02E€dOCC0ZH#ISYO - SYITd NOWWOD - NOLONIX3T - WV 05:8 L d84 +20Z - A3 114 ATIVIINONLD3 13






substantial costs due to Defendant’s willful disregard for his obligations under the South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure. On the other hand, I find that Defendant suffered no prejudice from
Plaintiff’s request to delay mandatory mediation until such time as the Defendant could provide
Plaintiff with the discovery responses it is entitled to. Defendant only attempted to withdraw his
initial agreement to delay mediation and seek sanctions against the Plaintiff in response to
Plaintiff’s objections to the sufficiency of the Defendant’s discovery responses. After reviewing
the filings in this matter and hearing oral arguments from both parties, the Court finds that striking
Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaims is an appropriate discovery sanction.
Consequently, it is ORDERED that:
1) Defendant’s answer and counterclaims are hereby stricken from the record,
2) Both parties are required to participate, in good faith, with mandatory mediation
withing sixty (60) days of the filing of this order, and
3) This action is hereby remanded to the Swansea Magistrate Court in Lexington County
for further proceedings in accordance with this Order and other applicable law.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

<<judicial e-signature found on page to follow >>
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Lexington Common Pleas

Case Caption: Crescent Roofing & Remodeling LLC VS Eric Ragsdale
Case Number: 2022CP3203934

Type: Order/Discovery and Disclosure of Evidence

IT IS SO ORDERED!

/s Hon. Bentley D. Price, Circuit Judge 2766

Electronically signed on 2024-02-14 14:27:26  page 8 of 8
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