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1 
 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  
  
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 

)
)
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

C/A NO. 2022-CP-23-03510 
 )  
Roger Wayne Lynch 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
Angela West Einstein 
 
  Defendant. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 
) 

 
 

 
PLAINTIFF’S MEMORANDUM IN 

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S THIRD 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

 
 

 
Pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff Roger Wayne 

Lynch (“Plaintiff”) hereby submits this Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant Angela West 

Einstein’s (“Defendant”) Third Motion for Summary Judgment filed on May 30, 2025, in this 

action. Plaintiff files this memorandum pursuant to Rules 1, 5, 6, 7, 11, 37, 38, 56, SCRCP; the 

common law; the filings and record in this case; and the South Carolina Constitution and United 

States Constitution. Plaintiff seeks an order denying Defendant’s renewed Motion for Summary 

Judgment. 

"You can flip me over now. I am done on this side,” said Saint Lawrence as he was being 

roasted alive on the gridiron by Roman authorities. This is the fourth time the parties have appeared 

for a hearing on summary judgment motions filed by the same Defendant. This two-party auto-

pedestrian collision case has become an overly complicated procedural maverick. Exorbitant effort 

has been made in this case to overcome unnecessary hurdles as shown in the prior filings. 

Defendant is entitled to make her arguments on comparative negligence, but if the law and rules 

are applied with respect to the summary judgment threshold, then this matter must proceed to a 

jury trial. 
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
 

The subject auto-pedestrian incident occurred on Wade Hampton Boulevard in Greenville, 

South Carolina on December 16, 2021, at approximately 8:22 PM. Plaintiff, a pedestrian near the 

bus stop, was walking to his mother’s house to retrieve his medication. At the time he was injured, 

he was having a medical emergency (hypoglycemia, extremely low glucose levels associated with 

his diabetes) which led him to collapse to the asphalt. While on the asphalt, Defendant struck 

Plaintiff with her Range Rover SUV, causing Plaintiff to sustain numerous fractures and injuries, 

including an above the knee amputation of his right leg. Defendant failed to operate her vehicle 

with due care, failed to maintain a proper lookout, and failed to comply with applicable motor 

vehicle statutes, all of which led to this tragic incident.  

 
LEGAL STANDARD 

 
Summary Judgment 

Under Rule 56(c), the party seeking summary judgment has the initial responsibility of 

demonstrating the absence of a genuine issue of material fact. Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 

317(1986); Standard Fire Ins. Co. v. Marine Contracting & Towing Co., 301 S.C. 418, 392 S.E.2d 

460 (1990); Baughman v. Am. Tel. & Tel. Co., 306 S.C. 101, 115, 410 S.E.2d 537, 545 (1991). 

Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure provides that the moving party is entitled 

to summary judgment “if the [evidence before the court] show[s] that there is no genuine issue as 

to any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law.” Kitchen 

Planners, LLC v. Friedman, 440 S.C. 456, 459, 892 S.E.2d 297, 299 (2023); Rule 56(c), SCRCP. 

“If a reasonable juror looking at the evidence in the light most favorable to the non-movant could 

draw more than one inference about a material fact from it, summary judgment must be denied. 

Id. (quoting Thomasko v. Poole, 349 S.C. 7, 11, 561 S.E.2d 597, 599 (2002)). 
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Comparative Negligence in a Motor Vehicle Pedestrian Case 

The quantification and comparison of a plaintiff and defendant’s alleged negligence present 

a question of fact for the jury to decide. Creech v. S.C. Wildlife & Marine Resources Dep’t, 328 

S.C. 24, 32, 491 S.E.2d 571, 575 (1997). Comparative fault may be decided as a matter of law 

only where there is a “sole reasonable inference which may be drawn from the evidence.” Bloom 

v. Raviora, 339 S.C. 417, 529 S.E.2d 710 (2000) (citing Creech, 328 S.C. at 33, 491 S.E.2d at 

575). As part of South Carolina’s comparative negligence system, a plaintiff’s recovery “shall be 

reduced in proportion to the amount of his or her negligence.” Id. Accordingly, in a case involving 

a collision between a motor vehicle and pedestrian, it is the jury as trier of fact who weighs 

evidence presented by both sides and determines the existence and quantity of fault attributable to 

a plaintiff pedestrian and defendant motorist. See Bailey v. Segars, 346 S.C. 359, 550 S.E.2d 910 

(Ct. App. 2001) (affirming the jury’s allocation of fault among driver and pedestrian in 

pedestrian’s negligence claim). 

Violation of a Motorist Statute 

Whether motorist statutes have been violated and the degree of fault attributable to a 

motorist for violating these statutes is also a jury question. Cooper v. County of Florence, 306 S.C. 

408, 412 S.E.2d 417 (1991) (citing Jarvis v. Green, 257 S.C. 558, 186 S.E.2d 765 (1972) (“The 

determination of whether a motorist statute has been violated is ordinarily a question of fact for 

the jury”)). 

The Judge’s Function 

On a motion for summary judgment, “the judge’s function is not himself to weigh the 

evidence and determine the truth of the matter but to determine whether there is a genuine issue 

for trial.” Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 249 (1986). “Because reasonableness 
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depends upon the evidence and the rational inferences that may be drawn from it in its context … 

the court’s duty at this stage is to presume the credibility of the evidence.” Abdelgheny v. Moody, 

432 S.C. 346, 349–50, 852 S.E.2d 225, 227 (Ct. App. 2020). “When inferences conflict as to a 

material fact in a comparative negligence case, choosing between them—that is, choosing the facts 

that bear upon the percent of negligence attributable to the plaintiff and to the defendant—is up to 

the jury, whose duty is to decide what the facts are, not what they are presumed to be.” Id., at 50 

(quoting Berberich v. Jack, 392 S.C. 278, 286, 709 S.E.2d 607, 611 (2011)). “If a reasonable juror 

looking at the evidence in the light most favorable to the non-movant could draw more than one 

inference about a material fact from it, summary judgment must be denied. Id. (quoting Thomasko 

v. Poole, 349 S.C. 7, 11, 561 S.E.2d 597, 599 (2002)).  

If the record contains evidence attributable to both the plaintiff and the defendant “the court 

cannot conclude as a matter of law that the former outweighs the latter” and “[l]ike the duty to 

determine proximate cause, the duty to apportion fault falls to the jury. Because the evidence 

permits more than one reasonable inference, South Carolina law prohibits the court from usurping 

that role.” Littrell guardian of Littrell v. Landmark Builders of S.C., LLC, No. 2:19-CV-0637-

DCN, 2021 WL 795579, at *5 (D.S.C. Mar. 2, 2021) quoting Abdelgheny, 852 S.E.2d at 228. 

 

ARGUMENT 

1. Summary judgment should be denied because Plaintiff has submitted substantial 
evidence demonstrating a genuine issue of material fact exists. 
 

2. Comparative negligence is a jury question unless the sole inference that can be 
drawn from the evidence is that the incident resulted from Plaintiff’s negligence. 

 
3. Evidence exists showing Defendant violated motor vehicle statutes and whether 

such statutes have been violated and the degree of fault attributable to Defendant 
for violating these statutes is also a jury question. 
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4. Evidence of a statutory violation warrants presenting the issue of punitive 
damages to a jury to decide. 
 

5. A reasonable juror viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to Plaintiff 
could easily draw more than one inference in this case; therefore, summary 
judgment must be denied. 
 

6. Even when the record contains evidence of negligence attributable to both 
Plaintiff and Defendant, the Court cannot conclude as a matter of law that the 
former outweighs the latter. 
 

7. Proximate cause is a jury question. 
 

8. To the extent the Court decides enough evidence has not been presented to 
demonstrate more than one inference can be drawn by a jury and that a genuine 
issue of material fact exists, discovery is incomplete and Plaintiff has been 
stonewalled throughout the discovery process. 
 

9. All litigants deserve fairness and equal application of the law and rules. 
 

Genuine Issues of Material Fact, Evidence in Support, and Reasonable Inferences 

GENUINE 
ISSUE OF 

MATERIAL 
FACT 

PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT INFERENCES 
REASONABLE JUROR 

COULD DRAW IN 
FAVOR OF PLAINTIFF 

Visibility The road was well lit, and 
Plaintiff was visible for 
anyone keeping a proper 
lookout and driving 
safely. 
 
Evidence: 
Wade Hampton Blvd. is a 
straight flat, road with 
excellent sight lines for 
operators of vehicles. Ex. 
3 (Daytime photos of 
scene). 
 
Defendant was driving a 
2021 Land Rover Range 

“the road not well-lit.” Def. 
Memo filed 1/8/2026 at 1. 
 
Plaintiff is “a Black man.” 
Def. Memo filed 1/8/2026 
at 1. 
 
Defendant “suddenly” saw 
Plaintiff as she proceeded 
toward Asada and IHOP. 
Def. Memo filed 1/8/2026 
at 2. 
 
 

The road was well lit. 
 
The road had excellent sight 
lines.  
 
Plaintiff was visible for a 
driver keeping a proper 
lookout and driving safely. 
 
Witness Lemuel Gaines was 
driving by Defendant in the 
same type of vehicle at the 
same time and was able to 
see Plaintiff walking fall 
down and Defendant should 
have seen the same. 
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Rover Sport (a high 
dollar luxury SUV) with 
functioning and in-use 
state of the art headlights 
that illuminated the 
roadway. Ex. 5 (Depo. of 
Defendant at 30:2-7; 
62:25-63:3; 64:6-11).  
 
The headlights from a 
vehicle in the direct 
vicinity of Defendant’s 
vehicle were also 
illuminating the roadway 
and Plaintiff. Ex. 5 
(Depo. of Defendant at 
63:15-64:5; 56:2-9; 85:5-
9) and Ex. 6 (Depo. of 
Officer Hamilton at 
77:20-79:1-9). 
 
The lights from adjacent 
restaurants IHOP and 
Asada were illuminating 
the roadway. Ex. 5 
(Depo. of Defendant at 
61:22-25), Ex. 6 (Depo. 
of Officer  Hamilton at 
47:8-16), Ex. 7 (still from 
Body Camera video of 
Officer Hamilton), and 
Ex. 8 (Body Cam video 
of Officer Hamilton). 
 
“Headlights were on.” 
Ex. 8 (PURE Claim File 
at 1) 
 
“Commercial area, fairly 
well-lighted area.” Ex. 8 
(PURE Claim File at 1). 
 
“diner is nearby.” Ex. 8  
(PURE Claim File at 1). 
 

 
Defendant should have seen 
Plaintiff before she was 5 ft. 
away from him. 
 
Drivers, including 
Defendant, should be able 
to see a man on Wade 
Hampton Blvd. regardless 
of his skin color or clothing. 
 
Defendant was not keeping 
a proper lookout when she 
ran over Plaintiff. 
 
Defendant did not operate 
with due care under the 
conditions of the roadway. 
 
Defendant’s speeding/ 
driving too fast for 
conditions and her attempt 
to pass Lemuel Gaines on 
the right impacted visibility. 
 
Defendant was negligent. 
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Defendant described the 
road and conditions as 
“dry” and a “straight 
shot.” Ex. 5 (Depo. of 
Defendant at 60:9-16). 
 
Witness Lemuel Gaines 
was driving by Defendant 
in the same type of 
vehicle at the same time 
and was able to see 
Plaintiff walking and fall 
down.  Ex. 8 (Officer 
Body Worn Camera 
Video). 

Plaintiff’s 
Impairment 

Plaintiff was suffering 
from hypoglycemia and 
this condition caused him 
to collapse and be 
confused.  Mr. Lynch 
was not under the 
influence of illicit drugs 
at the time of the 
incident. 
 
Evidence: 
Ex. 10 (Report of Dr. 
Eagerton); Ex.11 (Depo. 
of Dr. Eagerton at 12:13-
21; 62:7-12).  
 
Plaintiff had zero illicit 
drugs in his system at the 
time he was run over. Ex. 
10 (Report of Dr. 
Eagerton); Ex. 12 
(Prisma Health Lab Work 
Up). 
 
Plaintiff’s behavior was 
caused by and was 
consistent with 

The defense repeatedly 
references Plaintiff’s prior 
visits to the hospital related 
to crack cocaine and asserts 
the prior visits are “similar 
to what occurred on the 
evening of this accident.” 
Def. Memo filed 1/8/26 at 
11.  
 
Defendant does not have an 
expert in forensic 
toxicology or 
pharmacology. 
 
Defendant ignores the 
relevant medical records 
and relies on inadmissible 
records. 

The prior hospital visits 
upon which Defendant is 
relying for summary 
judgment are irrelevant, 
unfairly prejudicial, and 
inadmissible. A jury should 
not hear about the prior 
drug use nor should the 
Court consider it for 
summary judgment.  
 
Plaintiff was not under the 
influence of illicit drugs at 
the time of the subject 
incident. Plaintiff was not 
“on crack” and there is zero 
evidence Mr. Lynch was on 
crack or any other illicit 
drug when Defendant ran 
him over. 
 
The subject incident is not 
similar to any alleged prior 
incident. 
 
Plaintiff collapsed due to 
hypoglycemia. 
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hypoglycemia. Ex. 10 
(Report of Dr. Eagerton). 
 
Hypoglycemia can cause 
behavior similar to 
alcohol. Ex. 10 (Report 
of Dr. Eagerton). 
 
“It is further my opinion 
that there is no evidence 
of any illicit drug use by 
Mr. Lynch on the day of 
the incident.” Ex. 10 
(Report of Dr. Eagerton); 
Ex. 12 (Prisma Health 
Lab Work Up). 
 
Plaintiff was a pedestrian 
and not an operator of a 
motor vehicle.  

 
Alcohol did not cause 
Plaintiff’s condition. Drugs 
did not cause Plaintiff’s 
condition. The 
hypoglycemia caused 
confusion and the fall. 
 
Defendant had a duty to 
keep a lookout for all 
pedestrians regardless of 
their physical condition. 
 
 

Defendant’s 
Impairment 

Defendant regularly 
consumes alcohol and 
was impaired by 
prescription drugs and/or 
a combination of drugs 
and alcohol at the time of 
the incident.  
 
Defendant was impaired  
by her vertigo, a 
condition  medically 
known to adversely affect 
a person’s ability to 
safely drive. 
 
Evidence: 
Defendant consumed 
alcohol within 48 hours 
of the subject incident 
(Ex. 14 – Defendant’s 

Defendant admits/does not 
dispute she consumed 
alcohol within 48 hours of 
incident while under the 
influence of Cymbalta. Ex. 
14 (Defendant’s Responses 
to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories/  
Interrogatory No. 13); Ex. 
16 (Defendant’s Responses 
to Plaintiff’s Second Supp. 
Interrogatories/Interrogatory 
No. 3). 
 
Defendant does not dispute 
she suffers from vertigo. 
She merely claims it is 
“intermittent.”  
 
 

Defendant was impaired by 
prescription drugs and/or 
alcohol. Defendant admits 
she was under influence of 
medication and alcohol in a 
time frame that is medical 
known to impair a person’s 
ability to safely operate a 
vehicle.  
 
Defendant was impaired 
based on her medically 
confirmed condition of 
vertigo. 
 
Defendant’s text message is 
likely from a person who 
was impaired at the time of 
the incident and was 
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Responses to Plaintiff’s 
Interrogatories 
(Interrogatory No. 13) 
while taking Ativan, 
Cymbalta, and Restoril 
(Ex. 15 – Defendant’s 
records from Primary 
Choice Medical dated 
10/24/2021). In the fields 
of Pharmacology and 
Toxicology, it is known 
that the side effects of 
said medications, taken 
alone, include 
drowsiness, tiredness, 
dizziness, loss of/ 
lessened/ reduced 
coordination, blurred 
vision,  memory 
impairment. “When 
combined with alcohol, 
the risk of these side 
effects is higher and may 
be more severe, up to 48 
hours after the 
consumption of alcohol.” 
Ex. 13 (Affidavit of Dr. 
Eagerton).   
 
Defendant’s physician 
confirmed that Defendant 
has a history of vertigo 
requiring medical 
treatment, including the 
prescribing of 
medication. Ex. 17 
(Letter from D. 
Johnstone, III, M.D. to 
To Whom it May 
Concern dated 11/19/25). 

prepared and sent as cover 
up of the impairment. 
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It is medically known 
that vertigo may 
adversely impact a 
person’s ability to safely 
drive a vehicle and lack 
of prescription for the 
condition does not mean 
the condition does not 
exist. Ex. 11 (Depo. of 
David Eagerton, M.D. at 
62:13-23). 
 
Defendant works for a 
local magazine and 
authors articles entitled 
“Drinkin’ on the Job” and 
consumes alcohol on a 
regular basis. Ex. 5 
(Depo. of Defendant at 
23:16-25; 45:8-16; 107:4-
16); Ex. 18 (Let’s Talk 
Greenville tagged 
interview of articles. 
 
Defendant texted her 
friends “what if I had 
been coming from a party 
myself and had been 
drinking?” Ex. 19 
(12/17/21 text message 
from Defendant at 3). 
 

Defendant’s 
Distracted 
Driving 

Defendant was listening 
to the radio at the time of 
the incident. Ex. 5 (Depo. 
of Defendant at 
64:18:22). 

Defendant admits she was 
listening to the radio at the 
time of the incident. Ex. 5 
(Depo. of Defendant at 
64:18:22). 

Defendant was distracted by 
listening to music. 

Defendant’s 
Breach of 

Defendant was traveling 
in excess of the speed 
limit. 

Defendant admits she was 
speeding but says she hit the 
brakes just before running 

Defendant was speeding. 
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Duty of Due 
Care 
 
Duty to Keep 
Proper 
Lookout 
 
Duty to 
Maintain 
Safe 
Distance and 
Space 
Management 
 
Violations of 
Motor 
Vehicle 
Statutes 
 
Violation of 
safe 
operation of 
a motor 
vehicle 

 
Defendant attempted to 
pass another vehicle on 
the right while traveling 
in excess of the speed 
limit. 
 
Defendant failed to keep 
proper “space 
management” around her 
vehicle. 
 
Evidence: 
 
Defendant reported/ 
admitted to adjuster she 
was in the far right lane 
with a vehicle to her left 
and sped up to 50 mph in 
a 45 mph zone in an 
effort to pass the vehicle 
immediately prior to the 
incident. Ex. 9 (Pure  
Claim file at 3). 
 
Defendant, who was 
driving a high end 
vehicle with state of the 
art headlights, admits that 
the first time she saw 
Plaintiff was when she 
was “no more than 5 feet 
from him.” Ex. 5 (Depo. 
of Defendant at 49:8-10). 
 
Defendant had the duty to 
be aware of her 
surroundings, look for 
objects on the roadway, 
and utilize the headlights 

over Plaintiff when she saw 
him from 5ft away.  

Defendant was making an 
improper lane change.  
 
Defendant did not keep a 
proper lookout. 
 
Defendant did not maintain 
a safe distance. 
 
Defendant did not maintain 
“space management.” 
 
Defendant was driving 
while impaired. 
 
Defendant was driving too 
fast for conditions and 
passing on the right or she 
would have seen Plaintiff 
like Lemuel Gaines did. 
 
Defendant was negligent 
and negligent per se. 
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on her vehicle to 
recognize pedestrians on 
the roadway. Ex. 6 
(Depo. of Officer 
Hamilton at 73:24-
74:10).  
 
Defendant admits as she 
approached the incident 
scene, she had been to the 
right of the vehicle she 
attempted to pass for 1 
mile. Ex. 5 (Depo. of 
Defendant at 64:12-17; 
85:5-9). Defendant’s 
actions were unsafe and a 
failure to keep the 
necessary “space 
management” for safe 
passing and 
maneuvering. Ex. 6 
(Depo. of Officer 
Hamilton at 65:20-67:4).  
 
Witness Lemuel Gaines 
confirms the improper 
lane change: “I was 
driving but [Plaintiff], he 
was walking but he fell. I 
saw as soon as she hit 
him. I started screaming 
because she got over in 
his lane and she saw him 
fall and she tried to get 
back over but it was too 
late.” Ex. 8 (Officer Body 
Worn Camera Video). 

Plaintiff’s 
Ability to 

Plaintiff, a pedestrian, 
was suffering from a 

Defendant contends 
Plaintiff “the sole author of 
his own injuries.” Memo. 

Plaintiff could not avoid the 
incident. 
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Avoid 
Incident 

medical emergency 
related to his diabetes. 
 
Plaintiff was not suicidal 
and did not collapse on 
purpose. 

filed 1/8/26 at 12. In 
support of this contention, 
Defendant relies on cases 
involving diabetic drivers 
and drunk drivers. Plaintiff 
was not driving a motor 
vehicle. 

Credibility of 
Defendant 

Defendant has told 
various versions of how 
the incident occurred. 
 
Defendant’s text 
messages are suspicious. 
 
Evidence: 
In her 911 call, 
Defendant stated, “I just 
hit a man on Wade 
Hampton, he was in the 
street.” Ex. 20 
(Recording of 
Defendant’s 911 call). In 
her deposition, Defendant 
testified she did not hit 
Plaintiff, but explained 
she “rolled over him.” 
Ex. 4 (Depo. of 
Defendant at 47:1-48:4). 
 
Defendant’s conflicting 
testimony and evidence 
of fragility from grief and 
prescription drugs for her 
condition. 

 The jury determines 
credibility of witnesses and 
the inferences therefrom. 

Proximate 
Cause 

Defendant’s negligence 
was the proximate cause. 

Plaintiff’s negligence was 
the proximate cause. 

Defendant’s negligence was 
the proximate cause. 
 
Defendant’s violation of a 
motorist statute was the 
proximate cause. 
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Defendant’s failure to 
operate her vehicle in a 
reasonable manner was the 
proximate cause. 
 
Defendant’s willful, 
wanton, negligent per se, 
grossly negligent conduct 
was the proximate cause. 

 
Visibility is a genuine issue of material fact and a jury question. 
 
At the time of the incident, it is undisputed that: 
 

1. Wade Hampton Boulevard is a straight flat, road with excellent sight lines for operators 
of vehicles. Ex. 4 – Daytime photographs of scene; Ex. 5 - Depo. of Defendant at 60:9-
16. 
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2. Defendant was driving a 2021 Land Rover Range Rover Sport (a high dollar luxury 
SUV) with functioning and in-use state of the art headlights that illuminated the 
roadway. Ex. 5 – Depo. of Defendant at 30:2-7, 62:25-63:3, 63:15-64:5, and 64:6-11. 

 
3. The headlights from a vehicle in the direct vicinity of Defendant’s vehicle were also 

illuminating the roadway and Plaintiff. Ex. 5 – Depo. of Defendant at 63:15-64:5, 56:2-
9, 85:5-9 and Ex. 6 – Depo. of Investigating Officer Hamilton at 77:20-79:9.  

 
4.  The lights from adjacent restaurants were illuminating the roadway. Ex. 5 – Depo. of 

Defendant at 61:22-25 and Ex. 6 – Depo. of Investigating Officer Hamilton at 47:8-16. 
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The following still photograph from the Body Camera of Investigating Officer 
Hamilton (attached as Ex. 7) establishes the restaurants were illuminating the road at 
the time of the incident: 
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The following excerpt from the Claim File obtained from PURE Specialty Risk 
Management, LLC via a subpoena (attached as Ex. 9) further confirms the restaurants 
were illuminating the roadway: 
 

 
 
 

If the Court is going to credit testimony cited by Defendant that the area was dark and not 

well lit, then the Court also must acknowledge the Defendant’s testimony where she confirmed 

her Range Rover headlights were on and the area around the IHOP was “extremely bright.” Ex. 5 

– Depo. of Defendant at 61:22:25, 63:15-64:5, 56:2-9, and 85:5-9.  
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In light of this evidence, a reasonable jury could conclude there was ample lighting at the 

scene (from vehicle headlights, streetlights, and adjacent restaurants) for Defendant and other 

drivers to see Plaintiff and avoid hitting him.  

Defendant’s breach of the duties owed is a genuine issue of material fact and jury question. 
 
 Defendant also admits that based on the manner in which she was operating her vehicle, 

she was a mere five feet from Plaintiff the first time she saw him. A driver adjacent to Defendant 

stated the conditions were such that he saw Plaintiff walking across the street and fall. As 

Defendant proceeded down Wade Hampton Boulevard, a vehicle (also a 2021 Land Rover Range 

Rover Sport) driven by Lemuel Gaines was to the left of Defendant. Ex. 21 – Written Statement 

of Lemuel Gaines. Although Mr. Gaines was able to see Plaintiff walking and fall, Defendant 

admits and concedes that she did not see Plaintiff until she was a mere five feet away from him. 

Ex. 5 – Depo. of Defendant at 49:8-10.  Her statements in the claim file show she told PURE she 

was speeding and using the right lane to pass, which are both statutory violations. Ex. 9 – PURE 

Claim File at 3.  

Following the incident, the body cam video of an on-scene police officer recorded Mr. 

Gaines explaining, “I was driving but [Plaintiff], he was walking but he fell. I saw as soon as she 

hit him. I started screaming because she got over in his lane and she saw him fall and she tried to 

get back over but it was too late.” Ex. 8 – Officer Body Worn Camera Video.  

Plaintiff’s ability or inability to avoid the incident is a genuine issue of material fact and 
jury question. 
  

The Report of David H. Eagerton, Ph.D., F-ABFT (Ex. 10), provides: 
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At the time of medical emergency, Plaintiff was walking to his mother’s house retrieve his 

“medicine” which he left at the house. Ex. 23 – Depo. of Plaintiff at 31:19-24. While on the asphalt, 

Defendant struck Plaintiff with her vehicle, causing Plaintiff to sustain numerous fractures and 

injuries, including an above the knee amputation of his right leg. 
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Ex. 24 - Photographs of Plaintiff’s Injuries. 
 
The driver adjacent to Defendant saw Plaintiff walking across the road and fall, yet 
Defendant first saw Plaintiff when she was a mere five feet from him. 

 
As Defendant proceeded down Wade Hampton Boulevard, a vehicle (also a 2021 Land 

Rover Range Rover Sport) driven by Lemuel Gaines was to the left of Defendant. Ex 5 – Depo. of 

Defendant at 56:2-9, 64:12-17, and 85:5-9. Following the incident, an on-scene police officer’s 

body camera recorded Mr. Gaines explaining, “I was driving but [Plaintiff], he was walking but 

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

328



21 
 

he fell. I saw as soon as she hit him. I started screaming because she got over in his lane and she 

saw him fall and she tried to get back over but it was too late.” Ex. 8 – Body Worn Camera video. 

Although Mr. Gaines was able to see Plaintiff walking and fall, Defendant admits and concedes 

that she did not see Plaintiff until she was a mere five feet away from him. Ex. 5 – Depo. of 

Defendant at 49:8-10. 

Defendant’s ability or inability to avoid the incident is a genuine issue of material fact and 
jury question. 
 

A. Defendant Einstein failed to use due care by driving parallel to Mr. Gaines, 
leaving no space to avoid danger, including running over Mr. Lynch. 
 

Investigating Officer Rachel Hamilton and Defendant provided the following testimony regarding 

this driver duty and safety issue: 

 

Ex. 6 – Depo. of Hamilton at 73: 24 – 74:10. 
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Ex. 5 – Depo. of Defendant at 56:2-9. 

 

Ex. 5 – Depo. of Defendant at 85:5-9. 

 

Ex. 6 – Depo. of Officer Hamilton at 65:20-66:6. 
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Ex. 6 – Depo. of Officer Hamilton at 66:7-15. 

 

Ex. 6 – Depo. of Officer Hamilton at 66:24-67:4. 

 

Ex. 6 – Depo. of Officer Hamilton at 72:22-73:1. 
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Ex. 9 at 2  – Claim File obtained from PURE Specialty Risk Management, LLC via a 
subpoena.  
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Ex. 9 at 3  – Claim File obtained from PURE Specialty Risk Management, LLC via a 
subpoena.  
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Defendant’s Impairment 
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Defendant regularly consumes alcohol and a reasonable juror could conclude Defendant 

was impaired by prescription drugs and/or a combination of drugs and alcohol at the time of the 

incident and that Defendant was impaired  by her vertigo, a condition  medically known to 

adversely affect a person’s ability to safely drive. Defendant admits she consumed alcohol within 

48 hours of the subject incident. See Ex. 14 – Defendant’s Responses to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories 

(Interrogatory No. 13) while prescribed drugs Ativan, Cymbalta, and Restoril. See Ex. 15 – 

Defendant’s records from Primary Choice Medical dated 10/24/2021. In the fields of 

Pharmacology and Toxicology, it is known that the side effects of said medications, taken alone, 

include drowsiness, tiredness, dizziness, loss of/ lessened/ reduced coordination, blurred vision, 

memory impairment. “When combined with alcohol, the risk of these side effects is higher and 

may be more severe, up to 48 hours after the consumption of alcohol.” Ex. 13 - Affidavit of Dr. 

Eagerton.   

Defendant’s physician confirmed that Defendant has a history of vertigo requiring medical 

treatment, including the prescribing of medication. Ex. 17 - Letter from D. Johnstone, III, M.D. to 

To Whom it May Concern dated 11/19/25. It is medically known that vertigo may adversely impact 

a person’s ability to safely drive a vehicle and lack of prescription for the condition does not mean 

the condition does not exist. Ex. 11 - Depo. of David Eagerton, M.D. at 62:13-23.  

Defendant works for a local magazine and authors articles entitled “Drinkin’ on the Job” 

and consumes alcohol on a regular basis. Ex. 5 - Depo. of Defendant at 23:16-25; 45:8-16; 107:4-

16); Ex. 18 - Let’s Talk Greenville tagged interview of articles and social media. Defendant texted 

her friends “what if I had been coming from a party myself and had been drinking?” Ex. 19 - 

12/17/21 text message from Defendant at 3. Defendant’s cell phone data is still under review in 
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the discovery process by a neutral and has been provided to Defendant, but Plaintiff does not have 

all of Defendant’s relevant texts, GPS, and other cell phone data to date. 

 
Weighing the credibility of the witnesses’ testimony is the jury’s job. 
 

 
 
 

 
 

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

336



29 
 

 
 

As stated in the Report of Dr. Eagerton (the forensic toxicologist), “[a]ny statements given 

by Mr. Lynch at the time of the incident were not likely reliable due to the effects of the 

hypoglycemia.” Ex. 10. Statements given by Plaintiff to law enforcement while suffering from the 

effects of his severe hypoglycemia are unreliable.  

B. Summary judgment is inappropriate because Plaintiff has submitted substantial evidence 
demonstrating a genuine issue of material fact exists and that Defendant was 50% or more 
responsible for running over Mr. Lynch. 
 

Defendant relies heavily on Bloom v. Ravoira, 339 S.C. 417, 529 S.E.2d 710, 712 (2000). 

Even under a Bloom analysis, Defendant must convince this Court a verdict in favor is not 
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reasonably possible under the facts presented. Importantly, courts have since addressed similar 

comparative negligence actions distinguishing Bloom. In Abdelgheny v. Moody, now-Justice Gary 

Hill distinguished Bloom and held  

We understand how the trial court could have concluded Chelsea’s negligence 
exceeded Moody’s and amounted to more than fifty percent of the comparative 
fault. But arriving at that conclusion required choosing between the multiple 
inferences emerging from the evidence. Rule 56, SCRCP, reserves that choice 
to the jury. The order of summary judgment is REVERSED.  
 

432 S.C. 346, 351, 852 S.E.2d 225, 228 (Ct. App. 2020) (emphasis added). In light of the Court of 

Appeals’ holding in Abdelgheny, summary judgment should be denied in this case, much like the 

Court did in Littrell guardian of Littrell v. Landmark Builders of S.C., LLC. In Littrell, The 

Honorable David C. Norton issued an order distinguishing Bloom and citing Abdelgheny. The 

Court’s ruling in Littrell addressed a similar comparative negligence fact pattern as the one alleged 

in this case (pedestrian struck while allegedly impaired, late at night, without the benefit of a 

crosswalk, supported by a police report as evidence) and Judge Norton’s analysis is spot on: 

[T]he evidence precludes the court from reaching a factual finding as a matter of 
law . . . . Landmark has presented evidence from which a jury could infer that 
Littrell is at least partly at fault for the injuries he sustained . . . . For example, 
Landmark has offered evidence showing that Littrell was impaired by alcohol and 
drugs at the time of the accident.4  

[Footnote 4:] Landmark contends that a report from the Charleston Police 
Department… constitutes “uncontroverted, objective evidence that [Littrell]’s 
intoxication/impairment was a direct cause of the accident and his ensuing injuries” 
because the report concluded that Littrell, not the driver of the vehicle, “was the 
sole contributing party responsible for the collision.” [citations omitted] Of course, 
legal conclusions are within the sole preview of the court, and the legal 
opinions of the Charleston Police Department are worth little evidentiary 
value on summary judgment… 

[A] jury could very well conclude that Littrell’s conduct—crossing King Street late 
at night without the benefit of a traffic light or crosswalk—was unreasonable. But 
some evidence of a plaintiff’s negligent conduct does not warrant summary 
judgment in favor of the defendant. Indeed, the law permits summary judgment 
only where “the evidence admits only one reasonable inference”—that the 
plaintiff's negligence exceeds the defendant’s. That is not the case here. The 
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record contains evidence of negligence attributable to both Littrell and 
Landmark, and the court cannot conclude as a matter of law that the former 
outweighs the latter. Like the duty to determine proximate cause, the duty to 
apportion fault falls to the jury. Because the evidence permits more than one 
reasonable inference, South Carolina law prohibits the court from usurping 
that role. 

Littrell guardian of Littrell v. Landmark Builders of S.C., LLC, No. 2:19-CV-0637-DCN, 2021 

WL 795579, at *5 (D.S.C. Mar. 2, 2021) quoting Abdelgheny, 852 S.E.2d at 228 (emphasis added). 

decision in Kitchen Planners was not intended to give the trial court power to make factual 

decisions that are for a jury to determine. Rather, Kitchen Planners removed the “mere scintilla” 

standard. In keeping with the spirit of the Kitchen Planners decision, the Court’s intention was not 

to flip the standard the opposite way so that a mere scintilla of evidence showing comparative fault 

would then lead to summary judgments being granted, depriving parties of access to juries. Here, 

Plaintiff does not rely on a mere scintilla of evidence. Plaintiff has submitted substantial evidence 

showing a genuine issue of material fact exists, evidence which should be viewed in the light most 

favorable to the Plaintiff in this action. 

Like in Bloom, Abdelgheny, and Littrell, Defendant asserted comparative negligence as an 

affirmative defense in this case. See Answer of Defendant – Fourth Defense filed August 5, 2022. 

At the first summary judgment hearing, defense counsel argued “the plaintiff in this case alleges that 

Ms. Einstein was negligent . . . . But . . . even if she was, this Court should find as a matter of law that 

the plaintiff’s own comparative negligence is so great that he can’t recover anything anyway.”  Ex. 

22 – 3/4/24 Hearing Transcript at 4-5.  It is clear the evidence presented, even without a full and 

fair opportunity to conduct discovery, leads to more than one reasonable inference. Therefore, the 

Court must leave weighing the evidence to a jury. 

Beyond applying the requisite legal framework which requires the denial of summary 

judgment, the facts of this case cannot be reconciled with our jurisprudence as suggested by 
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Defendant.  The Bloom plaintiff darted out on the road’s rainy surface from between two parked 

cars while Mr. Wilson was standing in the open as Mr. Johnson’s tractor-trailer was barreling 

toward him. Bloom at 423, 529 S.E.2d at 713. Assuming for the sake of argument that Mr. Lynch’s 

conduct was negligent, his conduct was far less culpable than the Bloom plaintiff. Mr. Lynch did 

not choose to dart out into a heavily traveled urban road from between two parked cars in the rain. 

He had a medical emergency near a bus stop and collapsed while trying to get to his medicine. Ex. 

10 – Report of Dr. Eagerton; Ex. 23– Depo. of Plaintiff at 32:19-24.  

Additionally, Defendant’s conduct is much more culpable than the Bloom defendant. 

Defendant struck a pedestrian visible to the driver of the vehicle next to her, Mr. Lemuel Gaines, 

who was able to observe Plaintiff walking and fall before Defendant struck him as she was making 

a lane change and speeding on approach. Defendant’s luxury vehicle, equipped with state-of-the-

art headlights, was traveling in a well-lit area with no rain and a dry road. As noted above, 

Defendant described the road and conditions as “dry” and a “straight shot.” The factual distinctions 

between Bloom and this case render the reliance on Bloom a poor analogy and certainly do not 

support Defendant’s efforts to remove this factual question from a jury’s hands by asserting the 

only reasonable inference that could be drawn from all of the evidence is that Plaintiff was 50% or 

more at fault as a matter of law. Also of significance, is that nothing in Bloom suggests discovery 

was ongoing at the time summary judgment was granted.  

 
C. Whether motorist statutes have been violated and the degree of fault attributable to a 
motorist for violating these statutes is also a jury question. Furthermore, Defendant’s 
contention summary judgment should be granted as to punitive damages is without merit. 
 
 South Carolina law prohibits speeding: 

A person shall not drive a vehicle on a highway at a speed greater than is reasonable 
and prudent under the conditions and having regard to the actual and potential 
hazards then existing. Speed must be so controlled to avoid colliding with a person, 
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vehicle, or other conveyance on or entering the highway in compliance with legal 
requirements and the duty of a person to use care. 
 
See S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-1520(A). 
 

 Defendant was passing on the right. S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-1850 provides “when passing 

on the right is permitted” and none of those scenarios apply. Lemuel Gaines was not turning left 

and the pass was obviously not done safely because a pedestrian was struck. South Carolina also 

law requires that every driver of a vehicle shall exercise due care to avoid colliding with any 

pedestrian or any person propelling a human-powered vehicle and shall give an audible signal 

when necessary and shall exercise proper precaution upon observing any child or any obviously 

confused, incapacitated or intoxicated person. S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-3230. The statute includes 

language indicating that § 56-5-3230’s duties on motorists are overarching duties in place 

notwithstanding the conduct of a pedestrian. This statutory provision begins with, 

“Notwithstanding other provisions of any local ordinance . . . .” Additionally, cases interpreting 

this statute and its identical predecessor from an earlier version of the Code have deemed the 

statute’s duties as overarching responsibilities notwithstanding the conduct of a pedestrian. In 

Lester v. McFaddon, 288 F. Supp. 735, 741 (D.S.C. 1968), the Court held:  

Motorists using the highways have the duty of exercising ordinary or reasonable 
care to avoid injuring a pedestrian who is crossing or upon or along a highway, and 
the fact that a motorist may have the right-of-way over a pedestrian does not 
relieve him of the duty to use reasonable care for the safety of such pedestrian, 
even though a statute may require a pedestrian on the highway to yield the 
right-of-way to the motorist. 

 
(citing Johnson v. Finney, 246 S.C. 366, 143 S.E.2d 722 (1965)(emphasis added). 

While not all statutory violations may form the basis for a negligence cause of action, a 

motorist’s careless driving in the presence of a pedestrian is the type of harm Section 56-5-3230 

is designed to prevent and needlessly injured victims like Plaintiff are the class of individuals this 
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statute is designed to protect. See Rayfield v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 297 S.C. 95, 374 S.E.2d 910 (Ct. 

App. 1988)(outlining requirements for statutory violation to support negligence claim). As a result, 

“violation of these sections of the Code constitutes negligence per se and is evidence of 

recklessness, willfulness and wantonness.” Rowe v. Frick, 250 S.C. 499, 159 S.E.2d 47 

(1968)(citing Field v. Gregory, 230 S.C. 39, 94 S.E.2d 15 (1956)).1 As the Court noted in Cooper, 

violation of Section 56-5-3230 “would constitute evidence of recklessness, willfulness and 

wantonness on [driver’s] part.” 306 S.C. at 411, 412 S.E.2d at 418. There is no question that 

Defendant owed a duty of care.  For that reason, it remains a question for the jury to determine. 

Under long-standing South Carolina precedent, the violation of a statute constitutes 

negligence per se, and negligence per se is some evidence of recklessness and willfulness that 

requires submission of the issue of punitive damages to the jury. Fairchild v. S.C. Dep't of Transp., 

398 S.C. 90, 97–98, 727 S.E.2d 407, 411 (2012); Wise v. Broadway, 315 S.C. 273, 276, 433 S.E.2d 

857, 859 (1993) (“The causative violation of a statute constitutes negligence per se and is evidence 

of recklessness and willfulness, requiring the submission of the issue of punitive damages to the 

jury.”); Rhodes v. Lawrence, 279 S.C. 96, 97–98, 302 S.E.2d 343, 344 (1983) (“In these 

circumstances, a jury question as to punitive damages was clearly presented given the well settled 

rule that a showing of statutory violation can be evidence of recklessness and willfulness.”); Austin 

v. Specialty Transp. Servs., Inc., 358 S.C. 298, 314, 594 S.E.2d 867, 875 (Ct.App.2004) (“A factual 

question as to punitive damages is presented when there is evidence of a statutory violation.”). 

 
1 The Rowe court considered South Carolina law under a previous version of the South Carolina 
Code. Rowe specifically held that Section 46-442 and other motorist statues from the 1962 Code 
of Laws of South Carolina could form the basis for a negligence cause of action. 250 S.C. at 504-
05, 159 S.E.2d at 50. Rowe’s holding applies here because Section 46-442 uses the exact same 
language as § 56-5-3230. See Carma v. Swindler, 228 S.C. 550, 91 S.E.2d 254 (1956) (quoting 
Section 46-442). 
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The issue of punitive damages at the directed verdict stage was recently addressed in the 

advance sheets in Gurwood v. GCA Servs. Grp., Inc., finding the issue must be presented to the 

jury to determine if the evidence could reasonably support a jury verdict that the conduct was 

willful, wanton, or reckless (“Thus, the trial court erred by granting GCA's motion for a directed 

verdict on punitive damages because a jury could reasonably have found by clear and convincing 

evidence that Every and GCA acted recklessly.” Gurwood v. GCA Servs. Grp., Inc., 445 S.C. 324, 

336, 914 S.E.2d 149, 156 (2025). 

 
D. Discovery is ongoing. 

 The Court has been provided with an abundance of evidence to deny summary judgment, 

but to the extent the Court finds otherwise, discovery is ongoing. Depositions are still taking place 

and Defendant’s cell phone data is in review by a third-party neutral for production after a 

download took place. While Plaintiff has had time to conduct discovery, Plaintiff has been 

stonewalled throughout the litigation, and it has not been a “full and fair” opportunity to date. 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
 The jury as trier of fact should weigh the evidence. For these reasons, Plaintiff requests the 

Court deny summary judgment and allow this case to proceed to a jury trial. 

[Signature Page to Follow] 
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      Respectfully submitted, 

O’Shea Law Firm, LLC 

s/Brooklyn A. O’Shea 
Brooklyn A. O’Shea (SC Bar No.:102505) 
Christopher J. McCool (SC Bar No.: 64003) 

      O’Shea Law Firm, LLC 
      1120 Folly Road 
      Charleston, SC 29412 

       (843) 805-4943 
       brooklyn@oshealaw.com  
       chris@oshealaw.com 
 
       Attorneys for Plaintiff 

       
January 12, 2026 
Charleston, South Carolina 
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Exhibit No. 1
Abdelgheny v. Moody, 432 S.C. 346, 852 
S.E.2d 225 (Ct. App. 2020)
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432 S.C. 346
Court of Appeals of South Carolina.

Chelsea ABDELGHENY f/k/

a Chelsea Jackson, Appellant,

v.

Gerald L. MOODY, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2018-000102
|

Opinion No. 5780
|

Heard September 10, 2020
|

Filed October 28, 2020

Synopsis
Background: Pedestrian brought negligence action against
motorist after pedestrian was struck by motorist while
crossing four-lane highway. The Circuit Court, Pickens
County, Perry H. Gravely, J., granted motorist's motion for
summary judgment, ruling pedestrian's negligence in not
using crosswalk exceeded 50 percent of total fault, and
therefore, doctrine of comparative negligence barred recovery
for pedestrian's injuries. Pedestrian appealed.

[Holding:] The Court of Appeals, Hill, J., held that issue
of whether pedestrian's own negligence accounted for more
than 50 percent of comparative fault precluded summary
judgment.

Reversed.

Procedural Posture(s): On Appeal; Motion for Summary
Judgment.

West Headnotes (8)

[1] Appeal and Error Review using standard
applied below
Appeal and Error Summary Judgment
Summary Judgment Favoring
nonmovant; disfavoring movant

Court of Appeals reviews a grant of summary
judgment using the same “yardstick” as the
trial court: it views the facts in the light most
favorable to the non-moving party, and draws all
reasonable inferences in her favor. S.C. R. Civ.
P. 56(c).

1 Case that cites this headnote

[2] Summary Judgment Drastic or extreme
remedy; use of caution
Summary Judgment Scintilla of evidence;
minimal amount
Summary judgment is a drastic remedy to be
invoked cautiously and must be denied if a
non-moving party demonstrates a scintilla of
evidence in support of her claims. S.C. R. Civ. P.
56(c).

1 Case that cites this headnote

[3] Summary Judgment Negligence in
general
To survive summary judgment on a negligence
claim, plaintiff must put forth a scintilla of
evidence as to each element, including that
defendant breached a duty of care he owed to her.
S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(c).

[4] Summary Judgment Negligence in
general
Because reasonableness depends upon the
evidence and the rational inferences that may be
drawn from it in its context, granting summary
judgment in a negligence case is infrequent, for
the court's duty at this stage is to presume the
credibility of the evidence. S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(c).

1 Case that cites this headnote

[5] Negligence Effect of others' fault; 
 comparative negligence
When inferences conflict as to a material fact in a
comparative negligence case, choosing between
them, that is, choosing the facts that bear upon
the percent of negligence attributable to the

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

346



Abdelgheny v. Moody, 432 S.C. 346 (2020)
852 S.E.2d 225

 © 2024 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 2

plaintiff and to the defendant, is up to the jury,
whose duty is to decide what the facts are, not
what they are presumed to be.

[6] Summary Judgment Favoring
nonmovant; disfavoring movant
Summary Judgment Conflicting
inferences or conclusions
If a reasonable juror looking at the evidence in
the light most favorable to the non-movant could
draw more than one inference about a material
fact from it, summary judgment must be denied.
S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(c).

[7] Summary Judgment Negligence in
general
It is only in the rare instance, when the evidence
generates only a single inference, that summary
judgment is proper in a comparative negligence
action. S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(c).

[8] Automobiles Comparative negligence and
apportionment of fault
Summary Judgment Motor vehicles
Genuine issue of material fact as to whether
pedestrian's own negligence of crossing four-
lane highway without using crosswalk accounted
for more than 50 percent of comparative
fault in accident in which motorist struck
and injured pedestrian precluded summary
judgment for motorist in pedestrian's negligence

action. S.C. Code Ann. §§ 56-5-1520(A),
56-5-3150(c), 56-5-3230; S.C. R. Civ. P. 56(c).

**226  Appeal From Pickens County, Perry H. Gravely,
Circuit Court Judge

Attorneys and Law Firms

Raymond Talmage Wooten, of Smith, Jordan and Lavery,
P.A., of Easley, for Appellant.

Thomas Frank Dougall, of Dougall & Collins, of Elgin;
Chad McQueen Graham, of The Ward Law Firm, P.A., of
Spartanburg; and Langdon Cheves, III, of Turner Padget
Graham & Laney, P.A., of Greenville, all for Respondent.

Opinion

HILL, J.:

*348  A little before 8:00 p.m. on October 26, 2015, Chelsea
Abdelgheny had just finished teaching a Zumba class at
Mission Fitness in Easley when her boss asked her to check
on an order he had placed at the sign store across the street.
Wearing a neon pink hooded sweatshirt and bright blue
exercise pants, Chelsea ventured across the street, a broad,
four-lane section of Highway 8 with a wide center median.
The highway serves as the main thoroughfare between Easley
and the city of Pickens, which lies eight miles north. Chelsea
chose to cross the highway at the point closest to her in
front of Mission Fitness. The nearest cross walk was several
hundred yards to the northwest, at a signaled intersection next
to an American Waffle restaurant, well above the sign store.
It was dark, and a moderate to heavy rain was **227  falling.
The traffic was also moderate. Chelsea, who was talking to
her boss on her cell phone, reached the center median and
stopped to look to make sure all was clear before crossing the
southbound lanes.

Driving a pickup truck in the far right southbound lane, Gerald
L. Moody was returning from Pickens to Easley. Resuming
his journey after stopping for a light at the American Waffle
intersection, he reached a speed of twenty-five to thirty miles
per hour, his windshield wipers beating, the truck's low beams
fixed on a straight stretch of road when he “looked up and ...
saw this lady in front of my driver's headlight with her hand
up. She turned and looked at me and made approximately
two fast steps, and I hit her with the *349  right passenger
headlight.” Moody testified that when he looked up and saw
Chelsea, she was only ten feet in front of his truck; he hit
the brakes but still struck her. The point of impact was the
passenger side headlight. Chelsea, her memory of the crash
fuzzy, testified she first saw Moody's truck when it hit her. The
impact broke her right hip and caused her other significant
injuries.

Chelsea brought this negligence action against Moody.
Moody's answer averred comparative negligence. The trial
court granted Moody summary judgment, ruling Chelsea's
negligence in not using the crosswalk exceeded fifty percent
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of the total fault, and therefore, the doctrine of comparative
negligence barred recovery. Chelsea now appeals.

I.

[1]  [2] We review a grant of summary judgment using the
same yardstick as the trial court: we view the facts in the
light most favorable to Chelsea, the non-moving party, and
draw all reasonable inferences in her favor. NationsBank v.
Scott Farm, 320 S.C. 299, 303, 465 S.E.2d 98, 100 (Ct. App.
1995). Moody is entitled to summary judgment only if “there
is no genuine issue as to any material fact ....” Rule 56(c),
SCRCP. Summary judgment is a drastic remedy to be invoked
cautiously and must be denied if Chelsea demonstrates a

scintilla of evidence in support of her claims. Hancock v.
Mid-South Mgmt. Co., 381 S.C. 326, 330, 673 S.E.2d 801,
803 (2009).

[3] To survive summary judgment on her negligence claim,
Chelsea must put forth a scintilla of evidence as to each
element, including that Moody breached a duty of care
he owed to her. The duty at issue here is the duty to
act as a reasonably prudent driver would have under the
same circumstances. Even if Moody was negligent, the
comparative negligence doctrine bars Chelsea from recovery
if her own negligence amounted to more than fifty percent of
the total fault.

[4]  [5]  [6]  [7] Because reasonableness depends upon
the evidence and the rational inferences that may be drawn
from it in its context, granting summary judgment in a
negligence case is infrequent, for the court's duty at this stage
is to presume the *350  credibility of the evidence. When
inferences conflict as to a material fact in a comparative
negligence case, choosing between them—that is, choosing
the facts that bear upon the percent of negligence attributable
to the plaintiff and to the defendant—is up to the jury,
whose duty is to decide what the facts are, not what they
are presumed to be. Berberich v. Jack, 392 S.C. 278, 286,
709 S.E.2d 607, 611 (2011). If a reasonable juror looking at
the evidence in the light most favorable to the non-movant
could draw more than one inference about a material fact
from it, summary judgment must be denied. Thomasko v.
Poole, 349 S.C. 7, 11, 561 S.E.2d 597, 599 (2002). It is
only in the “rare” instance—when the evidence generates
only a single inference—that summary judgment is proper in

a comparative negligence action. Bloom v. Ravoira, 339
S.C. 417, 424–25, 529 S.E.2d 710, 714 (2000).

II.

[8] We agree with the trial court that by crossing the highway
outside a crosswalk, Chelsea was negligent. See S.C. Code
Ann. § 56-5-3150(c) (2018) (“Between adjacent intersections
at which traffic-control signals are in operation pedestrians
shall not cross at any place except in a marked crosswalk.”).
But we cannot agree that the only inference a reasonable juror
could make is Chelsea's **228  own negligence accounted
for more than fifty percent of the fault.

Chelsea and Moody owed each other the duty to keep a
proper lookout. Chelsea's unfortunate choice to not use the
crosswalk did not excuse Moody from his urgent duty to not
only look, but to see. See Thomasko, 349 S.C. at 11–12, 561
S.E.2d at 599 (whether driver kept a proper lookout is a jury
question if the evidence yields multiple inferences); Mahaffey
v. Ahl, 264 S.C. 241, 248, 214 S.E.2d 119, 122 (1975) (“It is
inescapable that the respondent was in the road to be seen.
Whether the driver-appellant should have seen him in time to
stop or slow down to avoid the accident was a question of fact
for the jury.”); see also S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-3230 (2018)
(“[E]very driver of a vehicle shall exercise due care to avoid
colliding with any pedestrian ....”). The law also obligates

a driver to adjust his speed to the road conditions. S.C.
Code Ann. § 56-5-1520(A) (2018) (“A person shall not drive
a vehicle on a highway at a speed greater than is reasonable
and *351  prudent under the conditions and having regard to
the actual and potential hazards then existing.”). A reasonable
juror could interpret Moody's testimony that he first saw
Chelsea when he “looked up” to find her walking ten feet
in front of his truck as incompatible with a careful lookout.
The same reasonable juror might infer Moody's speed was too
fast for the rainy and dark conditions if his range of vision
was a mere ten feet. An equally reasonable juror might deem
Moody's driving perfectly prudent, or at least less negligent
than Chelsea's walking.

Moody sees little difference between his facts and those
justifying summary judgment to the driver who struck a

pedestrian in Bloom v. Ravoira. We see many, starting with
the contrast between the broad upland expanse of Highway
8 and the narrowness of the dense, two-lane urban byway of
downtown Charleston's Meeting Street, clogged as it was by
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cars parked upon it. Mr. Bloom, the pedestrian, was wearing
dark clothes, the rain more an Irish mist than the downpour
here, and Bloom “ran” into the street between two parked

cars. 339 S.C. 417, 419–21, 529 S.E.2d 710, 711–12. The
driver's speed was five miles per hour less than Moody's.
Bloom was struck a “split second” after he ran into the street
without warning (but with a taxidermied pig tucked under
his arm), while here Chelsea was wearing bright clothes, had
managed to cross two lanes of traffic without incident, and
paused in the median to look out before proceeding.

We understand how the trial court could have concluded
Chelsea's negligence exceeded Moody's and amounted to
more than fifty percent of the comparative fault. But arriving

at that conclusion required choosing between the multiple
inferences emerging from the evidence. Rule 56, SCRCP,
reserves that choice to the jury.

The order of summary judgment is

REVERSED.

THOMAS and HEWITT, JJ., concur.

All Citations

432 S.C. 346, 852 S.E.2d 225

End of Document © 2024 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.
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Exhibit No. 2
Littrell guardian of Littrell v. Landmark Builders of S.C. 
LLC, 2:19-CV-0637-DCN, 2021 WL 795579 (D.S.C. 
Mar. 2, 2021)
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2021 WL 795579
Only the Westlaw citation is currently available.

United States District Court, D.
South Carolina, Charleston Division.

Paul LITTRELL, as the GUARDIAN

OF Benjamin LITTRELL, Plaintiff,

v.

LANDMARK BUILDERS OF SOUTH

CAROLINA, LLC, Defendant.

No. 2:19-cv-0637-DCN
|

Signed 03/02/2021

Attorneys and Law Firms

Gedney M. Howe, III, Charleston, SC, for Plaintiff.

Danielle F. Payne, McAngus Goudelock and Courie, Mt.
Pleasant, SC, John M. Grantland, Jeffrey C. Kull, Murphy and
Grantland PA, Columbia, SC, for Defendant.

ORDER

DAVID C. NORTON, UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

*1  The following matter is before the court on defendant
Landmark Builders of South Carolina, LLC's (“Landmark”)
motion for summary judgment, ECF No. 33. For the reasons
set forth below, the court denies the motion.

I. BACKGROUND

On the night of February 12, 2017, Benjamin Littrell
(“Littrell”) and Alex Lausten (“Lausten”) traveled on foot
from Lausten's apartment to various establishments in
downtown Charleston, South Carolina. At some point that
night, Littrell and Lausten were walking south along King
Street on the sidewalk when they encountered a construction
site between Spring Street and Cannon Street, where
Landmark was constructing a boutique hotel. Landmark's
construction site and equipment blocked a large portion of the
sidewalk on which Littrell and Lausten were traveling. Local
law required Landmark to place a sign alerting pedestrians
to the obstructed sidewalk at each corner of the block, so
that pedestrians knew to cross the street at a corresponding

crosswalk before encountering the blocked-off portion of the
sidewalk. According to the complaint, Landmark failed to
place signs at the corners of the corresponding intersections
and instead placed a sign reading “Sidewalk Closed –
Cross Here” in the middle of the block, directly in front
of the construction site and the blocked-off portion of the
sidewalk. Littrell also alleges that Landmark unlawfully
parked construction equipment on the curb, obstructing
pedestrians' view of the roadway. When Littrell and Lausten
arrived at the construction site and encountered the blocked-
off portion of the sidewalk, they crossed King Street there,
mid-block, and Littrell was struck by a northbound vehicle,
sustaining serious injuries.

On March 5, 2019, Littrell's father, plaintiff Paul Littrell, filed
this negligence action against Landmark on his son's behalf.
ECF No. 1, Compl. On December 21, 2020, Landmark filed a
motion for summary judgment. ECF No. 33. On January 19,
2021, Littrell responded. ECF No. 46. Landmark did not file
a reply, and the time to do so has now expired. The court held
a hearing on the matter on February 24, 2021. The motion is
now ripe for resolution.

II. STANDARD

Summary judgment shall be granted if the pleadings, the
discovery and disclosure materials on file, and any affidavits
show that there is no genuine dispute as to any material fact
and that the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.
Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c). “By its very terms, this standard provides
that the mere existence of some alleged factual dispute
between the parties will not defeat an otherwise properly
supported motion for summary judgment; the requirement is

that there be no genuine issue of material fact.” Anderson
v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 247–48 (1986). “Only
disputes over facts that might affect the outcome of the suit
under the governing law will properly preclude the entry of

summary judgment.” Id. at 248. “[S]ummary judgment
will not lie if the dispute about a material fact is ‘genuine,’ that
is, if the evidence is such that a reasonable jury could return
a verdict for the nonmoving party.” Id. “[A]t the summary
judgment stage the judge's function is not himself to weigh
the evidence and determine the truth of the matter but to

determine whether there is a genuine issue for trial.” Id.
at 249. In so doing, the court must view the evidence in the
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light most favorable to the non-moving party and draw all

inferences in its favor. Id. at 255.

*2  “The party seeking summary judgment shoulders the
initial burden of demonstrating to the district court that there
is no genuine issue of material fact.” Major v. Greenville
Hous. Auth., 2012 WL 3000680, at *1 (D.S.C. Apr. 11,
2012). Nevertheless, “when a properly supported motion for
summary judgment is made, the adverse party ‘must set forth
specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial.’
” Id. (quoting Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(e)). The plain language of
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(c) “mandates the entry
of summary judgment, after adequate time for discovery and
upon motion, against a party who fails to make a showing
sufficient to establish the existence of an element essential
to that party's case, and on which that party will bear the

burden of proof at trial.” Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477
U.S. 317, 322 (1986). “[C]onclusory allegations or denials,
without more, are insufficient to preclude the granting of the
summary judgment motion.” Major, 2012 WL 2000680, at
*1.

III. DISCUSSION

As an initial matter, there exists a clear dispute as to the
location of the “Sidewalk Closed – Cross Here” sign at the
time of the accident. As the court outlined above, Littrell
alleges that the “Cross Here” sign was located in the middle
of the block, directly abutting the construction site and
the blocked-off portion of the sidewalk. Landmark seems
to indicate the sign was properly located at the corner of
King and Spring streets, directing pedestrians to cross at

the corresponding crosswalk. 1  Recognizing the clear factual
dispute, Landmark assumes for the purpose of its summary
judgment motion that the “Cross Here” sign was located
mid-block at the time of the accident, as Littrell contends,
and not at the adjacent intersection. ECF No. 33-1 at 25.
Even so assuming, Landmark argues that it is entitled to
summary judgment on three separate grounds. First, Littrell
“cannot prove that his injuries were proximately caused by
any action or inaction on the part of Landmark.” Id. Second,
Littrell's “own negligence exceeds fifty percent.” Id. And
finally, Littrell's “injuries were caused in part by the actions
of other third parties[.]” Id. Because each theory depends
on disputed issues of material fact, summary judgment is
inappropriate.

A. Proximate Causation
At the outset, the court finds necessary a brief discussion
on a preliminary issue of evidence. Fed. R. Evid. 702
requires that an admissible expert opinion be based upon
“scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge.” By
negative implication, “Rule 702 makes inadmissible expert
testimony as to a matter which obviously is within the
common knowledge of jurors because such testimony, almost

by definition, can be of no assistance.” Scott v. Sears,
Roebuck, & Co., 789 F.2d 1052, 1055 (4th Cir. 1986). The
Fourth Circuit applies the “common knowledge” rule, which
finds expert testimony to be unnecessary when reaching
the expert's opinion “is something that can sufficiently be

done by the jury without help from an expert.” United
States v. Dorsey, 45 F.3d 809, 815 (4th Cir. 1995); see also
Minnesota Lawyers Mut. Ins. Co. v. Batzli, 2010 WL 670109,
at *2 (E.D. Va. Feb. 19, 2010) (“Where lay jurors are fully
able to understand and appreciate the implications of the
evidence admitted, proffered expert testimony will not assist
the jury in determining a factual issue ... and is therefore

inappropriate.”). 2

*3  Landmark supports the first ground of its motion,
in part, with the testimony of Littrell's experts, Douglas
M. Smits, Stephanie Borzendowski (“Borzendowski”) and
Ruston Hunt, and through the findings and testimony of its
own expert, Brian Boggess. Although the court does not
take up admissibility issues at the summary judgment stage
absent an objection from the nonmoving party, see Fed. R.
Civ. P. 56(c)(2), it has no problem concluding that much of
the expert testimony on which Landmark relies would be
unhelpful to a trier of fact and thus does not warrant the
court's consideration on summary judgment. For example,
Borzendowski's opinion that “an inanimate object such as
a sign does not force people to cross the road mid-block”
because “[i]t is not a physical barrier that would force a path
of travel,” does not reflect any specialized knowledge and
therefore constitutes a common-sense observation that does
not warrant the court's attention. ECF No. 33-1 at 27 (quoting
ECF No. 33-12, Borzendowski Depo. 64:22–65:3). As such,
in determining whether Landmark's acts can be said to be a
proximate cause of Littrell's injuries, the court considers only
that evidence which might help a finder of fact and pays no
mind to obvious statements of ordinary inference. With that
evidentiary clarification in mind, the court turns to the issues
at hand.
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Landmark argues that Littrell cannot demonstrate that his
injuries are a proximate cause of Landmark's acts because
“even assuming” that the “Cross Here” sign was located mid-
block, “all of the testimony demonstrates that [Littrell] ...
could have chosen to return to the crosswalk at the corner
of King and Spring [s]treets to cross.” Id. at 26–27. In other
words, Landmark contends that because the “Cross Here”
sign did not force Littrell to cross the street in the middle of
the block, it cannot be a proximate cause of his injuries as a
matter of law. The law instructs otherwise.

In South Carolina, a plaintiff asserting negligence must
demonstrate that (1) the defendant owed a duty of care to the
plaintiff; (2) the defendant breached that duty by a negligent
act or omission; (3) the defendant's breach was the actual and
proximate cause of the plaintiff's injury; and (4) the plaintiff

suffered an injury or damages.” Doe v. Marion, 645 S.E.2d
245, 250 (S.C. 2007). “Negligence is not actionable unless it

is a proximate cause of the injury.” Bishop v. S.C. Dep't
of Mental Health, 502 S.E.2d 78, 83 (S.C. 1998). “Proximate
cause requires proof of both causation in fact and legal cause.”

Id. (citing Oliver v. S.C. Dep't of Highways and Public
Transportation, 422 S.E.2d 128 (S.C. 1992)). “Causation in
fact is prove[n] by establishing [that] the injury would not
have occurred ‘but for’ the defendant's negligence,” while
“[l]egal cause is prove[n] by establishing foreseeability.” Id.
“Foreseeability is determined by looking to the natural and
probable consequences of the complained of act.” Id. (citing

Koester v. Carolina Rental Ctr., Inc., 443 S.E.2d 392 (S.C.
1994)). The defendant's negligence need not “be the sole
proximate cause of the plaintiff's injury;” instead, the plaintiff
must only demonstrate that the defendant's negligence “was
at least one of the proximate causes of the injury.” Id. (citing
Hughes v. Children's Clinic, P.A., 237 S.E.2d 753 (S.C.
1977)).

Littrell contends that Landmark's placement of the “Cross

Here” was a proximate cause of his injuries. 3  As an
initial matter, the court points out that Littrell has presented
sufficient evidence to create a genuine issue of material
fact with respect to the location of the sign. Lausten has
testified that the “Cross Here” sign was located in the
middle of the block on the night of the accident, prompting
he and Littrell to cross King Street mid-block, without
the benefit of a crosswalk. ECF No. 46-2 at 2; ECF No.
46-3, Lausten Depo. 65:4-9. One week after the accident,
Littrell's father, Paul Littrell, took photographs of the same

construction site depicting the “Cross Here” sign in the
middle of the block, directly abutting the blocked-off portion
of the sidewalk. ECF No. 46-4. Littrell has further presented
a “screenshot” picture of a video from the night of the
accident, which depicts the corner of Spring and King streets.
ECF No. 46-1. Although the video quality is far from high
definition, no sign at the intersection of Spring and King is
evident, providing some additional evidence that the “Cross
Here” sign was located mid-block and not in its proper
place at the intersection. Littrell has also indicated that an
investigator named Bobby Minter and a police officer named
Wojslawowicz also saw Landmark's sign located mid-block
on more than one occasion and will testify to the same at
trial. Finally, Littrell has presented evidence that Landmark,
weeks after the accident, placed a similar “Cross Here” sign
at a different construction project in Charleston and again
placed the sign mid-block, instead of at an intersection. ECF
No. 46-8. Moreover, as this court has indicated, Landmark
assumes, for the purposes of its motion, that the “Cross
Here” sign was indeed positioned in the middle of the block
where Littrell and Lausten crossed King Street. Viewing the
evidence in the light most favorable to Littrell, the court must
make the same assumption.

*4  Landmark's argument fails because its alleged act of
placing a sign that instructed pedestrians to “Cross Here”—in
the middle of the King Street—is itself evidence of proximate
causation. As outlined above, the touchstone of proximate
cause is foreseeability. With that guidepost in mind, the court
cannot conclude as a matter of law that a pedestrian being
struck by a vehicle is an unforeseen consequence of placing
a sign that reads “Cross Here” in the middle of a notoriously
busy street. Intuitively, a sign that instructs a person to cross
a street at a certain location creates a risk that the person
may be prompted to actually cross the street there. And it is
not unforeseeable that a pedestrian who complies with such
an instruction might be struck by an oncoming vehicle and
sustain injuries.

Unsurprisingly, local traffic-safety law contemplates as much.
South Carolina has adopted the Federal Manual on Uniform

Traffic Control Devices, S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-920,
which provides:

A wide range of pedestrians might be affected by
[construction] zones, including the young, elderly and,
people with disabilities such as hearing, visual, or mobility.
These pedestrians need a clearly delineated and usable
travel path.
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[...]

If the [construction] zone affects the movement of
pedestrians, adequate pedestrian access and walkways shall
be provided. If the [construction] zone affects accessibility
and detectable pedestrian facility, the accessibility and
detectability shall be maintained along the alternate
pedestrian route

[...]

It must be recognized that pedestrians are reluctant to
retrace their steps to a prior intersection for a crossing or to
add distance or out of the way travel to a destination.

ECF No. 46-11 at 3. South Carolina law also commands
pedestrians to “obey the instructions of any official traffic-
control device specifically applicable to him unless otherwise

directed by a police officer.” S.C. Code Ann. §
56-5-3110(a). As such, the court cannot definitively say that
Littrell's injury was not a probable or natural consequence
of Landmark's placement of the “Cross Here” sign. Because
the issue of foreseeability is inherently fact-intensive, the law

commits it to the jury. See Jeffords v. Lesesne, 541 S.E.2d
847, 851 (S.C. Ct. App. 2000) (“Ordinarily, the question of
proximate cause is a jury issue.”).

Nevertheless, Landmark contends that its placement of the
“Cross Here” sign, even if established, did not proximately
cause Littrell's injuries because Littrell could have ignored
the sign's instruction, turned around, and walked back to
the intersection to cross the street at a crosswalk. In other
words, Landmark states that its act cannot be a proximate
cause of Littrell's injuries because its sign was instructive,
not coercive. This argument misses the point because it
focuses on what could have taken place, not what actually
occurred. When assessing causation, the court does not deal
in hypotheticals. Instead, it must take the facts as it finds
them to determine whether the plaintiff's injury can be said
to be a foreseeable consequence of the defendant's acts.
Here, Littrell, regardless of the options available to him,
resolved to cross King Street in the middle of the block.
Although Littrell's decision was not a necessary consequence
of Landmark's placement of the “Cross Here” sign, the
court cannot conclude that it was an unforeseeable one.
Again, the law makes clear that Landmark's actions must
be a proximate cause of Littrell's injury, not the proximate
cause, meaning that Landmark's negligence may still be

actionable even if other proximate causes exist. Bishop,
502 S.E.2d at 83 (emphasis added). As such, the court's
finding that a reasonable jury could find Littrell's injury to
be a foreseeable consequence of Landmark's act ends the
inquiry. Thus, whether Landmark's act proximately caused
Littrell's injury is a question reserved for the jury. See Hurd v.
Williamsburg Cty., 579 S.E.2d 136, 145 (S.C. Ct. App. 2003),
aff'd, 611 S.E.2d 488 (S.C. 2005) (“Only in rare or exceptional
cases may the question of proximate cause be decided as a
matter of law.”).

B. Contributory Negligence
*5  Next, Landmark contends that Littrell “cannot recover

from Landmark because his own negligence exceeds fifty
percent.” ECF No. 33-1 at 28. Because this argument also
implicates material factual disputes, it too is an improper
ground for summary judgment.

“[U]nder South Carolina's doctrine of comparative
negligence, a plaintiff may only recover damages if his
own negligence is not greater than that of the defendant.”

Bloom v. Ravoira, 529 S.E.2d 710, 713 (S.C. 2000).
“Ordinarily, comparison of the plaintiff's negligence with that
of the defendant is a question of fact for the jury to decide.” Id.

(quoting Creech v. S.C. Wildlife & Marine Res. Dep't, 491
S.E.2d 571, 575 (S.C. 1997)). Where, however, “the evidence
admits only one reasonable inference, it becomes a matter

of law for the determination of the court.” Creech, 491
S.E.2d at 575. Because the determination of fault is an issue
uniquely suitable and explicitly reserved for resolution by a
jury, “summary judgment is generally not appropriate in a

comparative negligence case.” Bloom, 529 S.E.2d at 713.

Again, the evidence precludes the court from reaching a
factual finding as a matter of law. To be sure, Landmark
has presented evidence from which a jury could infer that
Littrell is at least partly at fault for the injuries he sustained
on February 12, 2017. For example, Landmark has offered
evidence showing that Littrell was impaired by alcohol and

drugs at the time of the accident. 4  See ECF Nos. 33-6, 33-7,
33-8. And Landmarks points out that a jury could very well
conclude that Littrell's conduct—crossing King Street late at
night without the benefit of a traffic light or crosswalk—was
unreasonable. But some evidence of a plaintiff's negligent
conduct does not warrant summary judgment in favor of the
defendant. Indeed, the law permits summary judgment only
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where “the evidence admits only one reasonable inference”—
that the plaintiff's negligence exceeds the defendant's. That is
not the case here. The record contains evidence of negligence
attributable to both Littrell and Landmark, and the court
cannot conclude as a matter of law that the former outweighs
the latter. Like the duty to determine proximate cause, the
duty to apportion fault falls to the jury. Because the evidence
permits more than one reasonable inference, South Carolina
law prohibits the court from usurping that role.

Accordingly, the cases on which Landmark relies provide

its argument no support: Bloom, 529 S.E.2d at 714;

Hopson v. Clary, 468 S.E.2d 305, 307 (S.C. Ct. App.

1996); and Estate of Haley ex rel. Haley v. Brown, 634
S.E.2d 62, 63 (S.C. Ct. App. 2006). In Bloom, the plaintiff,
like Littrell, crossed a busy street in the middle of the block

and was struck by a vehicle. 529 S.E.2d at 714. But,
unlike here, the record in Bloom contained no evidence
of any fault on the part of the defendant—the driver of
the vehicle. Because the record only contained evidence
of the plaintiff's negligence, the court found that his fault
exceeded the defendant's as a matter of law. Id. In Hopson, the
plaintiff attempted a U-turn, and her vehicle was struck by the
defendant's vehicle. Similar to the court in Bloom, the court
in Hopson found that the plaintiff “simply failed to present
any evidence establishing negligence on the part of” the
defendant, despite her contentions that he had been speeding

and crossed a yellow line. 468 S.E.2d at 308. 5  The
only evidence on the record in Hopson tended to show that
the plaintiff “attempted an inherently precarious maneuver
without ascertaining whether she could do so safely.” Id.
As such, the court found that the plaintiff's own negligence
exceeded any negligence attributable to the defendant as a
matter of law.

*6  The same goes for Haley, where the court found that
the plaintiff's negligence exceeded the defendant's as a matter
of law where the evidence belied any indication that the

defendant was negligent. 634 S.E.2d at 65 (“[T]he only
allegation of negligence is that [the defendant] should have
swerved and braked; but the evidence shows [the defendant]
did swerve and applied his brakes.”). In short, these cases
are characterized by a total lack of competent evidence that
the defendant acted negligently. Conversely, here, as the
court has detailed, Littrell has presented competent evidence
tending to show that Landmark acted negligently. The South
Carolina Court of Appeals recently reversed a trial court's

grant of summary judgment where the court relied on Bloom
under facts similar to the ones here. Abdelgheny v. Moody,
852 S.E.2d 225, 228 (S.C. Ct. App. 2020) (“We understand
how the trial court could have concluded [the plaintiff's]
negligence exceeded [the defendant's][,] [b]ut arriving at that
conclusion required choosing between the multiple inferences
emerging from the evidence. [The law] reserves that choice to
the jury.”). As such, the court cannot conclude that Littrell's
fault exceeds Landmark's fault as a matter of law, meaning

that summary judgment is improper. 6

C. Intervening Acts
Finally, Landmark argues that Littrell's injuries “were
proximately caused by the intervening negligence of third
parties,” meaning that the injuries cannot be attributed to
Landmark as a matter of law. ECF No. 35 at 39. Once again,
the court disagrees.

In South Carolina, “negligence, to render a person liable, need
not be the sole cause of an injury; it is sufficient to show that it

is a proximate concurring cause.” Matthews v. Porter, 124
S.E.2d 321, 325 (1962). Where an intervening cause is “itself
sufficient to stand as the cause of the injury,” it is deemed
to “break[ ] the sequence or causal connection between
the defendant's negligence and the injury alleged” and thus

exculpate the original negligent actor. Id. (quoting Tobias
v. Carolina Power & Light Co., 2 S.E.2d 686, 688 (S.C
1939)). Where, however, the intervening act “was such that its
probable or natural consequences could reasonably have been
[ ] foreseen by the original wrongdoer, the causal connection
is not broken and the original wrongdoer is responsible for
all the consequences resulting from the intervening act.”
Id. This inquiry turns on a familiar cornerstone of tort law
—foreseeability. Put as simply as the court can manage,
where an intervening act renders the injury an unforeseeable
consequence of the original act, the intervening act breaks the
causal chain. But where the consequences of the original act
are foreseeable, even in light of intervening negligence, the
original tortfeasor remains liable for his or her negligence.

Landmark posits that three actors committed intervening
negligent acts: Lausten, Ariana Bolchoz (“Bolchoz”)—the
driver of the vehicle—,and the City of Charleston (the
“City”). Landmark explains that Lausten acted negligently in
providing Littrell alcoholic beverages and leading him across
King Street; that Bolchoz drove negligently because she
consumed one alcoholic beverage prior to driving; and that
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33-1 at 31. Of course, as the court has detailed, there is evidence in the record that the “Cross Here” sign was
located on King Street mid-block, where Littrell crossed over King Street. Intuitively, evidence that the sign
and Littrell were in the same place at the same time permits an inference Littrell observed the sign, meaning

that the court must assume as much for the purposes of this motion. Liberty Lobby, 477 U.S. 242 at 255
(“The evidence of the non-movant is to be believed, and all justifiable inferences are to be drawn in his favor.”).

End of Document © 2026 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.
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Sharp v. Rutherford, 2024 WL 5074816 (Ct. App. S.C. 2024) 
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2024 WL 5074816
Only the Westlaw citation is currently available.
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Court of Appeals of South Carolina.
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Rocky RUTHERFORD, Legacy Equipment, Inc.,

and G.A. West and Company, Inc., Appellants.
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Murphy & Grantland, PA, of Columbia, for Appellants.

Gary Walton Popwell, Jr., of Lee Eadon Isgett & Popwell, of
Columbia, for Respondents.

Opinion

PER CURIAM:

*1  This comparative negligence case stems from a collision
between a pickup truck and an eighteen-wheeler at the
intersection of South Beltline Boulevard and Bluff Road in
Columbia. The circuit court granted summary judgment on
liability, finding there was no genuine dispute that the driver
of the eighteen-wheeler was responsible for the collision.
We respectfully disagree with the finding that there are no
genuine issues of material fact. For that reason, we reverse.

“An appellate court reviews a grant of summary judgment
under the same standard applied by the trial court pursuant to

Rule 56(c), SCRCP.” Lanham v. Blue Cross & Blue Shield
of S.C., Inc., 349 S.C. 356, 361, 563 S.E.2d 331, 333 (2002).
South Carolina courts no longer apply the “mere scintilla”
standard when reviewing motions for summary judgment.
Kitchen Planners, LLC v. Friedman, 440 S.C. 456, 463,
892 S.E.2d 297, 301 (2023). Instead, “summary judgment is
proper when ‘there is no genuine issue as to any material fact
and ... the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of

law.’ ” Baughman v. Am. Tel. and Tel. Co., 306 S.C. 101,
114–15, 410 S.E.2d 537, 545 (1991) (alteration in original)
(quoting Rule 56(c), SCRCP).

To prove negligence, a plaintiff must show: (1) the defendant
owed a duty of care to the plaintiff; (2) the defendant breached
that duty through a negligent act or omission; (3) the breach
resulted in damages to the plaintiff; and (4) those damages
proximately resulted from the breach. Thomasko v. Poole,

349 S.C. 7, 11, 561 S.E.2d 597, 599 (2002) (citing Bloom
v. Ravoira, 339 S.C. 417, 529 S.E.2d 710 (2000)). The
law bars recovery if the plaintiff's negligence exceeds fifty
percent of the comparative fault. Id. (citing Nelson v. Concrete
Supply Co., 303 S.C. 243, 399 S.E.2d 783 (1991)). “It is
only in the ‘rare’ instance—when the evidence generates only
a single inference—that summary judgment is proper in a
comparative negligence action.” Abdelgheny v. Moody, 432
S.C. 346, 350, 852 S.E.2d 225, 227 (Ct. App. 2020) (citing

Bloom, 339 S.C. at 424–25, 529 S.E.2d at 714).

As drivers in South Carolina, both parties here had respective
duties they were obligated to uphold. Rocky Rutherford,
the driver of the eighteen-wheeler, was required to yield
to oncoming traffic when making his left turn onto South

Beltline. See S.C. Code Ann. § 56-5-2320 (2018); see
also Warren v. Watkins Motor Lines, 242 S.C. 331, 340, 130
S.E.2d 896, 901 (1963) (“A motorist ... must yield the right
of way to vehicles approaching so closely as to constitute
an immediate hazard.”). Bill Sharpe, the driver of the pickup
truck, was obligated to “keep a reasonable lookout to avoid
hazards on the [roadway],” even if he had the right-of-way.
See Thomasko, 349 S.C. at 12, 561 S.E.2d at 598.

Sharpe's main argument on appeal is that Rutherford
presented no evidence, other than his own deposition
testimony, suggesting that Sharpe was comparatively
negligent in causing this accident. This is a strong argument,
and we considered whether Rutherford's testimony—the only
evidence he relies on in opposing summary judgment—was
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enough to withstand Sharpe's summary judgment motion.
See, e.g., Kitchen Planners, 440 S.C. at 464, 892 S.E.2d at 302
(stating the nonmoving party failed to “provide a meaningful
factual basis on which a factfinder could [find in that party's
favor]”). Still, we conclude summary judgment was improper
here for at least two reasons.

*2  First, “[s]ummary judgment is not appropriate where
further inquiry into the facts of the case is desirable”
to adjudicate a case as a matter of law. Middleborough
Horizontal Prop. Regime Council of Co-Owners v.
Montedison S.p.A., 320 S.C. 470, 479, 465 S.E.2d 765, 771
(Ct. App. 1995). As outlined below, the scant evidence in the
record presents a classic case of conflicting witness testimony
and raises colorable questions of comparative negligence.

Rutherford claimed that he waited for traffic to clear before
beginning his left turn and said Sharpe “came out of
nowhere.” Rutherford stated that at that point, the collision
was unavoidable. Rutherford believed Sharpe's speed “had to
have been pretty excessive” based on how hard the collision
shook his truck. Rutherford's account requires an inference
that Sharpe was driving at such a significant speed that he was
not visible when Rutherford initiated his turn but came fast
enough to strike Rutherford's vehicle before Rutherford could
complete the turn. His account also requires the inference
that Sharpe was not properly looking out before entering the
intersection.

Sharpe asserted that he was driving at or under the speed
limit when he arrived at the intersection and saw Rutherford
stopped in the turn lane. Sharpe said that Rutherford did
not start his turn until after Sharpe arrived at or had
already begun driving through the intersection. Sharpe said
that he did not have time to avoid the collision because
Rutherford turned in front of him so quickly. This account
requires an inference that Rutherford's vehicle—an eighteen-
wheeler, which, according to Sharpe, was stationary when
Sharpe entered the intersection—accelerated, crossed over
multiple traffic lanes, and ended up directly in front of and
perpendicular to Sharpe's oncoming vehicle within a few
seconds.

There is also a direct conflict as to how far along Rutherford
was in his turn when the collision occurred. Sharpe said he
hit the “tail end” of Rutherford's truck and “the front of
the trailer [Rutherford] was toting.” This would suggest that
Rutherford was decently far along in his turn at the time of the
collision. Rutherford stated that Sharpe hit the front tire and

front bumper on Rutherford's passenger side, which would
indicate the opposite. The only photographic evidence before
us captures the damage to Sharpe's vehicle but does not show
the point of impact on Rutherford's eighteen-wheeler.

We read the conflicting deposition testimonies as pointing
to opposing inferences about how the accident occurred and
which party is at fault. We emphasize that we make no
determination as to the weight of either party's testimony.

See David v. McLeod Reg'l Med. Ctr., 367 S.C. 242,
250, 626 S.E.2d 1, 5 (2006) (“A court considering summary
judgment neither makes factual determinations nor considers
the merits of competing testimony ....”); cf. Abdelgheny, 432
S.C. at 349–50, 852 S.E.2d at 227 (“[T]he court's duty at
[the summary judgment] stage is to presume the credibility of
the evidence.”). Instead, we have summarized the testimony
only to illustrate why summary judgment was inappropriate.
See Standard Fire Co. v. Marine Contracting & Towing
Co., 301 S.C. 418, 422, 392 S.E.2d 460, 462 (1990) (“All
inferences from facts in the record must be viewed in the
light most favorable to the party opposing the motion for
summary judgment.”); id. (“The grant of summary judgment
is appropriate only if it is clear that no genuine issue of
material fact exists, that inquiry into the facts is not desirable
to clarify the application of the law, and that the movant is
entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”).

*3  The second reason we find summary judgment should not
have been granted is that questions of comparative negligence
are typically left for the factfinder. See Abdelgheny, 432 S.C.
at 350, 852 S.E.2d at 228 (“It is only in the ‘rare’ instance—
when the evidence generates only a single inference—that
summary judgment is proper in a comparative negligence

action.” (emphases added) (citing Bloom, 339 S.C. at 424–
25, 529 S.E.2d at 714)); see also, e.g., Thomasko, 349 S.C.
at 13–14, 561 S.E.2d at 600 (finding comparative negligence,
specifically in terms of whether a driver kept a proper lookout,
to be an issue for the jury when “[s]everal inferences could
be drawn from the facts, including finding [the defendant
or plaintiff] could have failed to keep a proper lookout”);
Wilson v. Marshall, 260 S.C. 271, 276, 195 S.E.2d 610, 612
(1973) (reversing a direct verdict and remanding for a new
trial when the appellate court concluded the evidence was
susceptible to a reasonable inference that the plaintiff failed
“to exercise due care in keeping a proper lookout and driving
at an appropriately reduced speed under the circumstances,”
even though the evidence left little doubt that the defendant
was the primary cause of the collision).
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Exhibit 4
Daytime Photographs of Scene
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Exhibit 5
Depo. Testimony of Defendant
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Deposition of Angela West Einstein 1

Clark Bolen, Inc.

 1            IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
          FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

 2                 GREENVILLE COUNTY

 3

         DEPOSITION OF ANGELA WEST EINSTEIN
 4

 5 ROGER WAYNE LYNCH,

 6

              Plaintiff,
 7

 8          vs.           CASE NO. 2022-CP-23-03510

 9

ANGELA WEST EINSTEIN,
10

11               Defendant.

12 _________________________________________

13

14 DEPONENT:         ANGELA WEST EINSTEIN

15

DATE:             DECEMBER 8, 2022
16

17 TIME:             1:00 PM

18

LOCATION:         CLARK BOLEN
19                   GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA

20

21 REPORTED BY:      VALERIE G. MELKUS, RPR
                  NCRA REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL

22                   REPORTER
                  CLARK BOLEN

23                   CHARLESTON, SC 29415
                  843-762-6294

24                   Office@clarkbolen.com

25
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Deposition of Angela West Einstein 2

Clark Bolen, Inc.

 1                A P P E A R A N C E S

 2

 3 ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF:

 4

              O'SHEA LAW FIRM
 5               BY:  CHRISTOPHER J. McCOOL

              1120 Folly Road
 6               Charleston, SC  29412

 7               -and-

 8               TARA A. LEAPHART, ATTORNEY AT LAW
              BY:  TARA A. LEAPHART

 9               Post Office Box 6145
              Columbia, SC 29260

10

11 ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANT:

12

              HALL BOOTH SMITH
13               BY:  MEGAN MCGEE STACY

              11215 North Community House Road
14               Suite 750

              Charlotte, NC 28277
15

16 ALSO PRESENT:  Howard Einstein

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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Exhibit 6
Depo. Testimony of Investigating Officer Hamilton
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA· · · · · ·)· IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON· · · · · · · )· C/A NO.: 22-CP-10-03510

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · VIDEO
Roger Wayne Lynch,· · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )· · · · DEPOSITION OF
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · Plaintiff,· · · · · · · · )· · · RACHEL L. HAMILTON
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )· · · · June 6, 2023
· · · · vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · ·)
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
Angela West Einstein,· · · · · · · ·)
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · Defendant.· · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )

· ·Deposition on oral examination of RACHEL LYNN HAMILTON,

reported by Diane Grubowski, Court Reporter and Notary Public;

Said deposition taken pursuant to Notice and in accordance with

the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, via Zoom, on

Tuesday, the 6th day of June 2023, scheduled for 10:00 a.m. and

commencing at the hour of 10:06 a.m.
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Exhibit 7
Still from Body Camera of Investigating Officer Hamilton
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Exhibit 8
Body Camera Video of Investigating Officer
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Exhibit 9
Claim File Materials of PURE Specialty

Risk Management, LLC
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Exhibit 10
Report of Dr. David H. Eagerton, Ph.D., F-ABFT 

dated June 28, 2024
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David H. Eagerton, Ph.D., F-ABFT 

C: (803) 543-7444 1855 E Main Street  7/23 
W: (864) 327-9831 Suite 14, # 112 
detoxsc@gmail.com Spartanburg, SC  29307 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

April 2023- Associate Dean of Biomedical Affairs and Research 
Present  Biomedical Sciences 

Edward Via College of Osteopathic Medicine 
Spartanburg, South Carolina  
Oversee Biomedical Division of the Carolinas Campus; Oversee Research Programs 
and Facilities at the Carolinas Campus; Serve as a Liaison with Research 
Coordinators at other campuses and schools; teach Pharmacology and Clinical 
Toxicology to medical students; perform research in Clinical and Forensic 
Toxicology; participate as a faculty member on committees; and serve as 
professional advisor to Doctor of Osteopathic Medicine students.  

Jan. 2022- Associate Professor of Pharmacology 
Present  Biomedical Sciences 

Edward Via College of Osteopathic Medicine 
Spartanburg, South Carolina  
Design, coordinate, and teach Pharmacology and Clinical Toxicology to medical 
students; perform research in Clinical and Forensic Toxicology; participate as a 
faculty member on committees; and serve as professional advisor to Doctor of 
Osteopathic Medicine students.  

April 2023- Laboratory Director 
Present  Better Life Science Laboratories 

Alpharetta, Georgia  
Serve as Laboratory Director for Better Life Science laboratory which performs 
clinical testing including pharmacogenetics and testing for infectious pathogens; 
Responsible for the overall operation of the laboratory and the competency of all 
laboratory personnel.  Duties include review and approval of all procedures, quality 
assurance and quality control documentation; review of all proficiency test data; and 
maintenance of accreditation. 

April 2019- Laboratory Director 
Present  LifeHope Laboratories 

Sandy Springs, Georgia  
Serve as Laboratory Director for LifeHope laboratory which performs clinical testing 
including toxicology and pharmacogenetics, and testing for criminal justice 
programs; Responsible for the overall operation of the laboratory and the 
competency of all laboratory personnel.  Duties include review and approval of all 
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2 
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE (continued) 

procedures, quality assurance and quality control documentation; review of all 
proficiency test data; and maintenance of accreditation. 

June 2017- Chair and Associate Professor 
Dec. 2021 Pharmaceutical Sciences 

Campbell University, College of Pharmacy & Health Sciences 
Buies Creek, North Carolina  
Serve as the senior administrator of the department; oversee the development of the 
strategic vision and direction of the department; provide leadership in the 
recruitment, mentoring and retention of faculty and staff appointed to the department. 
Represent the department as a whole to the college, university, community and 
external stakeholders. Serve as part of the executive administrative team through 
service on the Executive Committee, and active participation in various institutional 
planning, implementation and evaluation of activities for the college and university. 
Design, coordinate, and teach Pharmacology, Pathophysiology, Biochemistry, and 
Clinical Toxicology to pharmacy, B.S, and Master’s students; perform research in 
Clinical and Forensic Toxicology; and participate as a faculty member on 
committees.  

June 2017- Executive Director 
Dec. 2021 Campbell University Pharmacy Educational Research Center (PERC) 

Buies Creek, North Carolina  
Oversee activities associated with analytical laboratory and manufacturing processes 
of PERC, a pharmaceutical contracting organization which provides analytical, 
research, and formulation development and clinical manufacturing to the 
pharmaceutical industry, pharmacies, government agencies, and other universities.  

July 2015- Associate Professor of Pharmacology 
May 2017 Presbyterian College, School of Pharmacy 

Clinton, South Carolina  
Design, coordinate, and teach Pharmacology, Pathophysiology, Biochemistry, and 
Clinical Toxicology to pharmacy students; perform research in Clinical and Forensic 
Toxicology; participate as a faculty member on committees; and serve as 
professional advisor to Doctor of Pharmacy students.  

Nov. 2016- Laboratory Director 
April 2019 eLab Solutions 

Sandy Springs, Georgia  
Serve as Laboratory Director for eLab laboratory which performs clinical testing 
including toxicology and pharmacogenetics, and testing for criminal justice 
programs; Responsible for the overall operation of the laboratory and the 
competency of all laboratory personnel.  Duties include review and approval of all 
procedures, quality assurance and quality control documentation; review of all  
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3 
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE (continued) 

proficiency test data; and maintenance of accreditation. 

Oct. 2009- Assistant Professor of Pharmacology 
June 2015 Presbyterian College, School of Pharmacy 

Clinton, South Carolina  
Design, coordinate, and teach Pharmacology, Pathophysiology, Biochemistry, and 
Clinical Toxicology to pharmacy students; perform research in Clinical and Forensic 
Toxicology; participate as a faculty member on committees; and serve as 
professional advisor to Doctor of Pharmacy students.  

Aug. 2011- Consultant Laboratory Director 
April 2019 eLab Solutions 

Sandy Springs, Georgia  
Serve as Laboratory Director and Technical Supervisor for COLA accredited 
Physician Office Laboratories who contract with eLab to perform toxicological 
testing.  Review and approve of all procedures, quality assurance and quality control 
documentation; review of all proficiency test data; and maintenance of accreditation. 

Aug. 1997- Chief Toxicologist 
Oct. 2009 South Carolina Law Enforcement Division 

Columbia, South Carolina  
Plan, coordinate, and direct all operations of the SLED Forensic Toxicology 
Department, which includes both death investigation and DUI sections; Maintain 
Training, Certification, and QA/QC programs for the Toxicology Department; Serve 
as consultant and expert witness in regard to Forensic Toxicology.   

July 2007- Preceptor 
Aug. 2009 University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy 

Columbia, South Carolina 
Supervise Pharmacy students in an advanced practice rotation. 

Feb. 1993- Forensic Toxicologist 
Aug. 1997 South Carolina Law Enforcement Division 

Columbia, South Carolina  
Analyze biological samples for the presence of alcohol, other drugs, or poisons; 
interpret the results of those analyses, and testify in a court of law regarding those 
analyses and as to the effects those substances may have on a person.  

Jan. 1995- Adjunct Professor 
Dec. 1998 University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy 

Columbia, South Carolina 
Teach Pharmacology/Toxicology to pharmacy students and graduate students. 
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 4 
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE (continued) 
 
Sept. 1986- Poison Control Consultant 
Jan. 1993 Palmetto Poison Center 

Columbia, South Carolina 
Answer emergency calls concerning toxicological exposures from both the lay public 
and physicians, and to recommend the appropriate treatment protocols for those 
exposures. 

 
May 1989- Research Assistant 
June 1992 University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy 

Columbia, South Carolina 
Perform novel research in the area of cancer pharmacology for doctoral degree. 

 
June 1986- Teaching Assistant 
May 1989 University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy 

Columbia, South Carolina 
Teach Pharmacology and Pharmaceutics laboratories. 
 

 
EDUCATION 
 
June 1986- University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy, 
Dec. 1992 Columbia South Carolina.  Ph.D. in Pharmacology; "Biochemical Factors Influencing 
  The Function of Thymidylate Synthase As A Target For Fluoropyrimidines"  
 
Aug. 1985- University of South Carolina, College of Pharmacy,  
May 1986 Columbia, South Carolina.  Third Year Pharmacy School. 
 
Aug. 1980- University of South Carolina, Department of Biological  
Aug. 1985  Sciences, Columbia, South Carolina.  B.S. in Biology. 
 
 
CONTINUING EDUCATION 
 
1993-  South Carolina Law Enforcement Toxicology Lecture Series, 
2009   Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
1993  South Carolina Criminal Justice Academy, Columbia, South Carolina. Basic Police 

Officer Training. 
 
1993  Abbott Laboratories, Irving, Texas.  Abbott Datatrac training. 
 
1993  Forensic Toxicology workshop presented at the meeting of the Southern Association 
  of Forensic Scientists, Savannah, Georgia. 
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 5 
 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
1994  "Current Approaches In Forensic Toxicology" workshop presented by the Forensic 

Toxicologist Certification Board at the Joint Congress of The International 
Association of Forensic Toxicologists and The Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 
Tampa, Florida. 

 
1995  “Rapid Drug Detection” workshop presented by ANSYS, Inc., Columbia, South 

Carolina. 
 
 1997  “Homicide by Child Abuse” workshop presented by The South Carolina Health 

Alliance, Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
1997  “Fetal and Pediatric Pharmacology” workshop presented by The Society of Forensic 
  Toxicologists, Snowbird, Utah. 
 
1997  “The Pharmacology of Herbal Preparations” workshop presented by the Society of 
  Forensic Toxicologists, Snowbird, Utah. 
 
1997-  South Carolina Law Enforcement Division Supervisor/Management Training Series, 
2009   Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
1997  "Leadership Skills" workshop presented in conjunction with the Moscow Police 

Command College, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
1998  American Society of Crime Lab Directors / Laboratory Accreditation Board 

(ASCLD/LAB) Inspector Training, Columbia SC. 
 
1998  “Forensic Ethanol Analysis and Interpretation” workshop presented by the Forensic 

Toxicologist Certification Board at the Spring 1998 Meeting of the Southern 
Association of Forensic Scientists, New Orleans, LA. 

 
1998  “Contemporary Practice in Clinical Toxicology” workshop presented by the 

American Association of Clinical Chemists, Baltimore, MD. 
 
1998  “Medical Response to Biological Warfare and Terrorism” workshop presented by the 

CDC and USAMRID, Columbia, SC. 
 
1998-  South Carolina Law Enforcement Forensic Sciences Lecture Series, 
 2009   Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
1999  “Post Mortem Pediatric Forensic Toxicology” workshop presented by the American 

Academy of Forensic Sciences, Orlando, Florida. 
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 6 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
1999  “Fatal Child Abuse” workshop presented by The South Carolina Health Alliance, 

Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
1999  “Hazardous Materials Technician” presented by The Columbia Fire Department, 

Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
1999  “Supervisory/Management Training for Criminal Justice Professionals” workshop 

presented by Gordon Graham at Midlands Area Technical College, Columbia, South 
Carolina. 

 
1999  “Risk Assessment/ Management” workshop sponsored by SLED, Columbia, South 

Carolina. 
 
2000  “South Carolina Summit on Traffic Safety” workshop presented by The South 

Carolina Department of Transportation, Greenville, South Carolina. 
 
 
2000  “DUI 101” workshop presented by The South Carolina Commission on Prosecution 

Coordination, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2000  “WMD HAZMAT Technician (COBRA)” training by The United States Department 

of Justice Center for Domestic Preparedness, Anniston, Alabama. 
 
2000  “Counter-Terrorism for the 21st Century” workshop presented by L.E.O.S.T Inc., 

Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2001  “NHTSA Faculty Development Workshop” presented by The National Highway 

Safety Administration and the National Judicial College, Reno, Nevada. 
 
2001  “TERM - Vulnerability Analysis” presented by Total Security Services International, 

Inc., Boston Massachusetts. 
 
2001  “The Science of Solid Phase Extraction” presented by United Chemical 

Technologies, Inc., Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2001  “TWGFEX Symposium on Fire and Explosion Debris Analysis and Scene 

Investigation” presented by The National Center for Forensic Science, Orlando, 
Florida. 

 
2001  “Weapons of Mass Destruction Technician Training” presented by The Special 

Operations Response Team, Columbia, South Carolina. 
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 7 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
2001  “National Terrorism Response Workshop” presented by Hicks and Associates and 

the Terrorism Research Center, McLean Virginia. 
 
2001  “Felony DUI and Accident Reconstruction” workshop presented by The South 

Carolina Commission on Prosecution Coordination, Columbia, South Carolina 
 
2002  "Biological Sampling and Detection" 40 hour course on Detection, Sampling, and 

Analysis of Weapons Grade Biological Agents, West Desert Test Center, Dugway 
Proving Ground, Dugway, Utah. 

 
2003  “WMD Tactical Operations” 40 hour course on operations level WMD Tactical 

Operations, Louisiana State University. 
 
2003  “Agilent 5973 MSD Instrument Operations” 24-hour course presented by Agilent 

Technologies. 
 
2003  “31st Annual Symposium on Crime Laboraotry Development” presented by the FBI 

and the Carlsen School of Business, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
2003  “Forensic Toxicology Review” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists 

and the American Association of Clinical Chemists, Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
2004  “NGA Regional Bioterrorism Workshop” presented by the National Governors 

Association Center for Best Practices, New Orleans, Louisianna. 
 
2004  “Interviewing: Identifying and Overcoming Deception” presented by the South 

Carolina Law Enforcement Division, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2004  “Laboratory Symposium on Forensic Toxicology” presented by the FBI Laboratory 

and National Institute of Justice, Washington, DC. 
 
2004  “Joint SOFT/TIAFT Meeting” presented by the FBI Laboratory and Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists and The International Association of Forensic Toxicologists, 
Washington, DC. 

            
2004  “I-100 Introduction To The Incident Command System” presented by the South 

Carolina Forestry Commission, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2004  “I-200 Basic Incident Command System” presented by the South Carolina Forestry 

Commission, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2005  “NIMS-ICS 300 Intermediate Training Course” presented by EMAC International, 

Columbia, South Carolina. 
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 8 
  

CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
2005  “NIMS-ICS 400 Advanced Training Course” presented by EMAC International, 

Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2005  “IS-00700 National Incident Management System (NIMS)” presented by FEMA, 

Columbia, South Carolina. 
   
2005  “ISO/IEC 17025:1999” presented by the American Society of Crime Laboratory 

Directors Laboratory Accreditation Board, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2005  “ASCLD/LAB International Assessor Training ” presented by the American Society 

of Crime Laboratory Directors Laboratory Accreditation Board, Columbia, South 
Carolina. 

 
2005  “Forensic Toxicology of Pesticides” presented by the Society of Forensic 

Toxicologists, Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
2005  “Receptor Site Theory and Drug Interactions” presented by the Society of Forensic 

Toxicologists, Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
2005  “Oral Fluids – Research and Applications” presented by the Society of Forensic 

Toxicologists, Nashville, Tennessee. 
 
2006  “Method Validation and Measurement Uncertainty” presented by the Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists, Austin, Texas. 
 
2006  “Postmortem Pharmacokinetics” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 

Austin, Texas. 
 
2006  “Addiction and Pain Management for Forensic Toxicologists” presented by the 

Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Austin, Texas. 
 
2006  “New Antidepressants and Antiepileptics: Clinical Pharmacology, 

Pharmacogenomics, Gene Expression, and Neurobiology of Depression and Suicide 
and Forensic Toxicology” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 
Austin, Texas. 

 
2006  “BEAST LIMS Training” presented by Porter Lee, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2006  “Supervisor Training” presented by Jack Enter and SLED, Columbia, South 

Carolina. 
 
2007  Agilent Technologies Speed School , Charleston, South Carolina. 
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 9 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
2007  “Drugs and Driving” presented by the American Academy of Forensic Sciences, San 

Antonio, Texas. 
 
2007  “Pediatric Toxicology” presented by the American Academy of Forensic Sciences, 

San Antonio, Texas. 
        

2007  “Public safety Sampling for WMD” presented by Louisiana State University and the 
Office for Domestic Preparedness, Lexington, South Carolina. 

 
2007  “The Toxicology of Plants” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 

Raleigh-Durham, North Carolina. 
 
2007  “Toxicological Analysis of Drug-Facilitated Crimes” presented by the Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists, Raleigh-Durham, North Carolina. 
 
2007  “LC/MS in the 21st Century” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 

Raleigh-Durham, North Carolina. 
 
2007  “Anti-Terrorism for SC Law Enforcement” presented by the LECC Anti-terrorism 

Training Subcommittee, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2008  FirstDefender Chemical Identification System, Columbia, South Carolina. 
 
2008  “WMD/Terrorism Awareness For Emergency Responders”, presented by Texas 

A&M University and the Department of Homeland Security. 
 
2008  “Botulism”, presented by Texas A&M University and the Department of Homeland 

Security. 
 
2008  “Children and Nerve Agents”, presented by Texas A&M University and the 

Department of Homeland Security. 
 
2009  “Best Practices for Volumetric Measurement”, presented by RTI International. 
 
2010  Collaborative Institutional Training Initiative (CITI) Human Subject Protection 

Training Course  for Clemson University, Greenville Hospital Systems, and Palmetto 
Health Richland. 

 
2012  School on Alcoholism and Other Drug Dependencies, University of Utah School of 

Medicine. 
 
2012   “Updating Knowledge of 17025 (1999 to 2005)” ASCLD/LAB. 
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10 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 

2013 

2013 

2013 

2013 

2014 

2015 

2015 

2015 

2016 

2016 

2016 

2016 

2016 

2016 

School on Alcoholism and Other Drug Dependencies, University of Utah School of 
Medicine. 

“BLS for Healthcare Providers” American Heart Association. 

“Theory and History of Comprehensive Multi-Dimensional Gas Chromatography 
(GC x GC)” LECO. 

Collaborative Institutional Training Initiative (CITI) Human Subject Protection 
Training Course – Update for Clemson University, Greenville Hospital Systems, and 
Palmetto Health Richland. 

School on Alcoholism and Other Drug Dependencies, University of Utah School of 
Medicine. 

APhA Institute on Alcoholism and Other Drug Dependencies, American Pharmacists 
Association. 

“Postmortem Toxicology: From Autopsy to Interpretation” presented by the Society 
of Forensic Toxicologists, Atlanta, Georgia. 

“Pharmacognosy for the Forensic Toxicologist” presented by the Society of Forensic 
Toxicologists, Atlanta, Georgia. 

“QuEChERS as a potential extraction tool for the analysis of THC and CBD in 
edibles and oils” presented by the Palmetto Association of Toxicologists, Columbia, 
South Carolina. 

“The Toxicology of Performance Enhancing Pharmaceuticals in the Athlete” 
presented by the American Academy of Clinical Toxicology, Webinar. 

“Navigating the National Library of Medicine’s TOXNET Toxicology 

 Network” presented by the American Academy of Clinical Toxicology, Webinar. 

“Postmortem Interpretation of Toxic Pharmacodynamic Drug Interactions” presented 
by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Dallas, Texas. 

“Opioids in DUID Investigations” presented by the Society of Forensic 
Toxicologists, Dallas, Texas. 

“Postmortem Cannabinoids: Issues of Analysis and Interpretation” presented by the 
Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Dallas, Texas. 
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 11 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
2017  “Symbiosis of Core-Shell and Fully Porous Particles: Implementing Both for Better 

HPLC and UHPLC Results” presented by The Palmetto Association of 
Toxicologists, Columbia, South Carolina. 

 
2017  “Definitive Drug and Metabolite Screening in Urine by UPLC-MS-MS Using a 

Novel Calibration Technique” by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Self-Study. 
 
2017  “Development and Validation of a Novel LC-MS/MS Opioid Confirmation Assay” 

by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Self-Study. 
 
2018  Opioid Epidemic Symposium by Campbell University College of Pharmacy and 

Health Sciences, Benson, North Carolina. 
 
2018  “Can We Say That? – Drug Impaired Driving Testimony” presented by the Society 

of Forensic Toxicologists, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
2018  “Effective Communication Skills for Successful Forensic Toxicology Practice” 

presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
2018  “How Do I Analyze for That?!?” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 

Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
2018  “The Real C.S.I. Miami- A Collaborative Approach to Death Investigation with an 

Emphasis on Investigative Postmortem Toxicology” presented by the Society of 
Forensic Toxicologists, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

 
2018  AACT Section Webinar: Unexplained Death of A Healthcare Worker- Case Files 

from the Medical Examiner’s Office presented by the American Academy of Clinical 
Toxicology, Webinar. 

 
2019  Forensic Science Education Webinar: Efficiency and Quality in LC/MS Urine 

Drug Testing presented by RTI International, Webinar. 
 
2019  “Best Practices for Investigation of Overdose Deaths” presented by the Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists, San Antonio, Texas. 
 
2019  “Cannabidiol and Hemp – Separating Fact from Fiction” presented by the Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists, San Antonio, Texas. 
 
2019  “Recommended Specimens, Scope, Cutoffs, and Strategies for DUI-D Testing and 

the Impact of Stop-Limit Tests” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, 
San Antonio, Texas. 
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 12 
CONTINUING EDUCATION (continued) 
 
2020  “Developing an Oral Fluid Drug Testing Program – Basic Considerations, 

Guidelines, and Implementation Strategies” presented by the Society of Forensic 
Toxicologists, SOFTember Workshop.  

 
2021  “Toxicology in Capital Cases – Working with Clients and their Attorneys on a 

Death Penalty Case” presented by the American Association of Clinical 
Toxicologists, AACT June Section Webinar.  

 
2021  “Instrumental Method Development” presented by the International Alliance of 

Clinical and Forensic Toxicologists (IACFT) and the Center for Forensic Science 
Research and Education (CFSRE), June 2021 Current Trends in Forencis 
Toxicology Workshop. 

 
2021  “Novel Psychoactive Substances” presented by the International Alliance of 

Clinical and Forensic Toxicologists (IACFT) and the Center for Forensic Science 
Research and Education (CFSRE), June 2021 Current Trends in Forencis 
Toxicology Workshop. 

 
2021  “Alternative Biological Specimens” presented by the International Alliance of 

Clinical and Forensic Toxicologists (IACFT) and the Center for Forensic Science 
Research and Education (CFSRE), June 2021 Current Trends in Forencis 
Toxicology Workshop. 

 
2021  “Cannabis” presented by the International Alliance of Clinical and Forensic 

Toxicologists (IACFT) and the Center for Forensic Science Research and 
Education (CFSRE), June 2021 Current Trends in Forencis Toxicology 
Workshop. 

 
2022  “ 2022 NLCP Inspector Training” presented by RTI International, June 2022, 

Raliegh, North Carolina. 
 
2022  “Drugs and Behavior: The Role of Forensic Toxicology” presented by the Society of 

Forensic Toxicologists, Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
2022  “There’s Something About Fentanyl” presented by the Society of Forensic 

Toxicologists, Cleveland, Ohio. 
 
2022  “Method Optimization During Development and Validation – Tips and Tricks on 

How to Succeed” presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Cleveland, 
Ohio. 
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 13 
INSTRUMENTATION/EXPERIENCE 
 

Analysis of biological samples for the presence of drugs or poisons 
Liquid Chromatography including both High Performance Liquid  
 Chromatography and Fast Protein Liquid Chromatography 
Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry (both Electron Impact and  
 Chemical Ionization) 
High Performance Liquid Chromatography/Atmospheric Pressure 
 Ionization-Electrospray Mass Spectrometry 
High Performance Liquid Chromatography/Tandem Mass Spectrometry 
Thin Layer Chromatography (Toxilab) 
Head-space Gas Chromatography 

  Antigen-Antibody based detection and quantitation techniques including Enzyme- 
   Linked Immunosorbent assay, Radio-Immunoassay, and Fluorescence 

  Polarization Immunoassay 
Liquid/Liquid and Liquid/Solid extraction techniques 
Expert Testimony in South Carolina magistrate, general sessions, United States 
  Federal, and United States military courts 
Certified Toxicologist 
Certified BAC Datamaster Operator 
Certified Law Enforcement Officer (Class 1) 

  Human and bacterial protein purification monoclonal and polyclonal antibody  
   development 

Mammalian and bacterial cell culture 
Biochemical analysis of intracellular folates 
Gel Electrophoresis including Western and Southern blots, Iso- 
 Electric Focusing, and Two-Dimensional Gels 
Atomic Absorption spectroscopy 
Radionuclide-Linked Enzyme Assays 
In vivo animal research 
UV/VIS Spectrophotometry 
Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectrophotometry (FTIR) 
Raman Spectroscopy 
Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) Assays 
Microbiological Assays 
Analysis of Air samples with Multi-gas meters, Photo Ionization Detectors (PID), 

and Chemical Agent Monitors (CAM)  
Radiological Survey and Detection Instruments 

  Diplomate of the Forensic Toxicology Certification Board 
  American Society of Crime Lab Directors/Laboratory Accreditation Board  
   (ASCLD/LAB) Inspector 
  WMD HAZMAT Technician (COBRA) 
  HAZMAT Technician 
  Member of SLED WMD Response Team 
  CITI Training 
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 14 
PUBLICATIONS 
 

Carter CA, Holland MA Eagerton DH, King DM, Johnson PR. Comparison of the 
Stability of Various Oral Liquid Levothyroxine Formulations. Pediatric Endocrine 
Society 2021 Virtual Annual Meeting, May 1, 2021 
 
Meyer LM, Stephens K, Carter CA, Pickard W, Johnson PR, Eagerton DH. Stability 
and consistency of compounded oral liquid levothyroxine formulations. Journal of the 
American Pharmacists Association, Volume 60, Issue 6, Pages e168-e172, November – 
December 2020. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.japh.2020.05.014 
 
Ghassemi E, Stockdale M, McLendon A, Eagerton D, and Woodis B. Summary of 
Performance in a first-year, integrated, doctor of pharmacy course using on-campus 
versus on-line instruction: A curricular comparison in response to COVID-19. Presented 
at the American College of Clinical Pharmacy, Annual Meeting, Virtual, October 26, 
2020. 

 
 Bishop-Freeman SC, Skirnick O, Noble CN, Eagerton DH, and Winecker RE.  Effects of 

Bariatric Surgery Observed in Postmortem Toxicology Casework.  Journal of Analytical 
Toxicology, 2019; 43:651-659. 

 
Carter CA, Pickard W, Johnson PR, and Eagerton, DH.  Stability and Consistency of 
Compounded Oral Liquid Formulations of Levothyroxine. Proceedings of The American 
Thyroid Association, Chicago, IL, 2019. 

 
Shealy KM, Ritter MS, Wyatt AS, and Eagerton DH.  Trends in Potentially Abused 
Medications Returned During Medication Take-Back Days. Journal of the American 
Pharmacists Association, 2019-07-01, 54:575-578. 
 
Ritter MS, Shealy KM, Wyatt AS, and Eagerton DH.  Trends in Commonly Abused 
Medications Returned During DEA Take-Back Days. 2018 ACCP Global Conference on 
Clinical Pharmacy, Seattle, WA, 2018. 
 
Wyatt AS, Shealy KM, Ritter MS, and Eagerton, DH.  Analysis of Antibiotic Disposal 
Practices in a Rural South Carolina Community, 2013-2017. Proceedings of The American 
Society of Health-System Pharmacists, Anaheim, CA, 2018. 
 
Barnes C, Eagerton D, May B, and Moore M.  Practice and Science: Change Creating 
Collaboration. Proceedings of The American Association of Colleges of Pharmacy, Boston, 
MA, 2018. 
 
Sease, JM, Hampton, T., and Eagerton, DH.  Evaluation of Student Performance of the 
Pharmacists’ Patient Care Process Using Simulation IPPE. Proceedings of The American 
Association of Colleges of Pharmacy, Nashville, TN, 2017. 
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 15 
PUBLICATIONS (continued) 

 
Eagerton, DH. The Toxicology of Ethanol.  In: Yarborough and Savage eds. South Carolina 
Dram Shop Litigation: A Practice Guide. Columbia, SC: SC Bar Association; 2016. 

 
Skrabal M.: Downs, G.; Carter, R.; Eagerton, D.; Franson, D.; 
Hritcko, P.; Jungnickel, P.; Kissack, J.; Ruble, J.; and Torrado, C.  Marijuana Use Task 
Force (MUTF): Considerations for Schools Regarding Marijuana Use by Students, Faculty, 
and Preceptors. Proceedings of The American Association of Colleges of Pharmacy, 
Anaheim, California, 2016. 
 
Eagerton, D.H., Batson, C., Colvin, N., and Shealy K.M.  Safe Medication Disposal – A 
Guide for Pharmacists & Pharmacy Personnel. Palmetto Pharmacist 2016. 
 
Gumina, G.; Messersmith, A. R.; Eagerton, D. H.; Feske, B. D.  Synthetic studies toward 
metabolically stable puromycin analogs.  71st Southwest/67th Southeast Regional Meeting 
of the American Chemical Society, November 4-7, 2015, Memphis, TN.  2015, Abstr. No. 
513. 
 
Dias, JM., and Eagerton, DH., Detection and Prevention of Drug Diversion in Operating 
Room Pharmacies, The South Carolina Association of Health System Pharmacists, Hilton 
Head Island, South Carolina, 2015. 
 
Norton, M., Al-shatnawi, S., Nash, K., Eagerton, D., McGuire, M., Beggs, A., Smith, T., 
Seaton, V., Light, K., Riesselaman, A., Student Pharmacists and Alcohol Drinking Behavior: 
Findings from a Collaborative Colleges of Pharmacy in the United States, Proceedings of the 
College of Psychiatric and Neurologic Pharmacists (CPNP) Annual Meeting, Orlando, 
Florida, 2015. 
 
Norton, M., Al-shatnawi, S., Nash, K., Eagerton, D., McGuire, M., Beggs, A., Smith, T., 
Seaton, V., Light, K., Riesselaman, A., Perceived Stress and Impulsivity as Predictors of 
Substance Use Disorders: Findings from the Student Pharmacists Chemical Health Scale-III, 
Proceedings of the College of Psychiatric and Neurologic Pharmacists (CPNP) Annual 
Meeting, Orlando, Florida, 2015. 
 
Shealy, K., Eagerton, D., and Threatt, T., Engaging the Community: Presbyterian College 
School of Pharmacy's (PCSP) Approach, Proceedings of The American Association of 
Colleges of Pharmacy, Grapevine, Texas, 2014. 
 
Huestess, A., Asbill, S., Eagerton, D. H., and Arnold, J. In Vitro Skin Penetration and 
Skin Content of Progesterone from Various Topical Formulations. International Journal 
of Pharmaceutical Compounding 2014; 18 (6): 512-515. 
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 16 
PUBLICATIONS (continued) 

 
Eagerton, D. H., Goodbar, N. H., Dansby, M. C., Abel, S. N., Bell, W. C.  Morphine 
Overdose in a 6 1/2 Week-Old Infant: A Case Report. Austin J Pharmacol Ther 2014; 2 
(10) 4. 

 
Shealy, K. M., O'Day, P., Eagerton, D. H. The Needs and Opportunities for Medication 
Disposal Programs. Journal of Pharmacy Technology 2014; 30 (5): 147-50. 
 
Eagerton, D. H., Sease, J. M. Liver Cirrhosis and Complications. In S. Scott Sutton 
(Ed.), McGraw-Hill's NAPLEX Review Guide.  2014 New York, New York: McGraw 
Hill. 

 
Eagerton, D., Shealy, K., and Reeder, G. Development and Implementation of a Medication 
Take-Back Event Led by a School of Pharmacy, Proceedings of Society of American 
Pharmacist’s Association, Los Angeles, California, 2013. 
 
Goodbar, N.H., Foushee, J.A., Eagerton, D.H., Brush, K.C., and Johnson, A.A., 
Analysis of the HCG Diet on Patient Outcomes, Ann Pharmacother. 2013; 47(5), 5. 
 
Farrell, C.L., Frederick-Duus, K.D., Eagerton, D.H., Pedigo, N.G., Asbill, C.S. and Gouge, 
E., Biotechnology Lab Practicum: Preparing Pharmacy Students For The Next Generation Of 
Pharmacy From Pharmacogenomics To Biological Therapeutics, Proceedings of The 
American Association of Colleges of Pharmacy, Orlando, Florida, 2012. 
 
Eagerton, D.H., “Drug Testing in Urine” in Handling Traffic Cases in South Carolina 2nd 
edition, R.M. Cole, ed., South Carolina Bar Continuing Legal Education Division, Columbia 
SC, 1998. 
 
McKinnon, T.A., Smith, Dustin W., and Eagerton, D.H., A Comprehensive Analysis of 24 
Opioid Analgesics Utilizing Liquid Chromatography-Tandem Mass Spectrometry (LC-
MS/MS), Proceedings of Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 
2009. 

  
McKinnon, T.A., and Eagerton, D.H., A Comprehensive Analysis for Benzodiazepines 
in Biological Matrices Utilizing LC-MS/MS Following a Class-Specific Solid Phase 
Extraction, Proceedings of Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Raleigh-Durham, North 
Carolina, 2007. 

 
Bell, W.C., and Eagerton, D.H., Pediatric Case of Fatal Codeine / Promethazine Overdose, 
Proceedings of Society of Forensic Toxicologists, Austin Texas, 2006 
 
Grambow, T.W., Shacker, L.J., Smith, D.W., and Eagerton, D.H., Thiopental Levels and 
Distribution from South Carolina Lethal Injection Cases, Proceedings of Society of 
Forensic Toxicologists, Austin Texas, 2006.  
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PUBLICATIONS (continued) 
 

Eagerton, D.H., and Shacker, L.J., Case Study: DUI with Multiple Prescription Drugs, 
Proceeding of the American Academy of Forensic Sciences, San Antonio, Texas, 2007. 
Steven M. DuBose, David H. Eagerton, Alejandra G. Lewis, and Stephen L. Morgan, 
"Forensic analysis of benzodiazepines in body fluids by multigradient High performance 
liquid chromatography/mass spectrometry," paper 2520-3, PittCon 2003, Orlando, FL, 10 
March 2003.  

Alexander A. Nieuwland, Steven M. DuBose, David H. Eagerton, Alejandra G. Lewis, 
and Stephen L. Morgan, " Forensic analysis of benzodiazepines in blood and urine 
samples by fastgas Chromatography/mass spectrometry," paper 2520-4, PittCon 2003, 
Orlando, FL, 10 March 2003.  
Assistant Editor of "Current Approaches in Forensic Toxicology”  Presented by the Forensic 
Toxicology Certification Board, Inc., Society of Forensic Toxicologists and the International 
Association of Forensic Toxicologists Joint Congress, Tampa, Florida, 1994. 
 
Eagerton, D.H., Berger, S.H., and Knapp, L.W., Proc. 
Amer. Assoc. Cancer Research. 32, 1448 (1991) 

 
Eagerton, D.H., Mosser, D.F., and Berger, S.H., Proc. Amer. Assoc. Cancer Research. 31, 

 2506 (1990) 
 

Eagerton, D.H., and Berger, S.H. "Folinic Acid As A Source of Intracellular 5,10-
Methylenetetrahydrofolate in Human Carcinoma Cells", in The Chemistry and Biology of 
Pteridines 1989 (Curtis and Ghisla, eds.) Walter de Gruyter and Co.  
 
Eagerton, D.H., and Berger, S.H., Bulletin of South Carolina Acad. of Science. 53, (1991) 

 
Eagerton, D.H., and Berger, S.H., Bulletin of South Carolina Acad. of Science. 52, (1990) 

 
Eagerton, D.H., and Berger, S.H., Bulletin of South Carolina Acad. of Science. 51. (1989) 
 

 
PRESENTATIONS 
 
 “Rainbows, Totem Poles, and Bath Salts – An Update on Abused Drugs” presented at the 
South Carolina Osteopathic Medical Society (SCOMS) 2023 Winter CME Conference, February 19, 
2023, Hilton Head, SC 
 
 “Challenges of Toxicology” Erskine College, Due West, SC, March 3, 2022. 
 
 “Drug Testing”  MGC Break Time, Virtual, April 20, 2022. 
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 18 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 
 “Confirming Their Future – Coordinating Knowledge and Technology to Close Gaps in 
Today’s Drug Testing World” National Association of Drug Court Professionals 2022 Annual 
Meeting, Nashville, TN, July 25. 2022. 
 
 “Drug Testing” A CLE for SC DSS Attorneys, Virtual, September 21, 2022. 
  

“Drug Testing in Child Protection Cases” at Special Topics in Child Protection; A CLE 
for SC DSS Attorneys, Columbia, SC, June 2021. 
 
 “The Toxicology of Ethanol” Dram Shop Litigation CLE, November 2021.  
 
 “Pharmacology for Toxicologists Part 1” NC Forensic Laboratory, Raleigh, NC, March 6, 
2020. 
 
 
 “Pharmacology for Toxicologists Part 2” NC Forensic Laboratory, Raleigh, NC, Virtual, 
April 17, 2020. 
 
 “Campbell University MSPS Program” Virtual Webinar, September 29, 2020. 
 
“Pharmaceutical Sciences and Forensics” Campbell University Pre-Pharmacy Club, Buies 
Creek, NC, October 2020. 
 
 
 “Challenges in Forensic Toxicology” Campbell University Pre-Pharmacy Club, Buies Creek, 
NC, January 2020. 
 
 “Challenges in Forensic Toxicology” Campbell University Pre-Pharmacy Club, Buies Creek, 
NC, January 2019. 
 

“Pharmaceutical Sciences and Forensics” Campbell University Pre-Pharmacy Club, 
Buies Creek, NC, February 2019. 
 
 “Drug Testing in Child Protection Cases” at Special Topics in Child Protection; A CLE for 
SC DSS Attorneys, Columbia, SC, April 2018. 
 
 “Shake and Bake – Amphetamines and Other Abused Stimulants” at Greenville Health 
System Psychiatric Grand Rounds, Greenville, SC, March 2018. 
 
 “Challenges in Forensic Toxicology” Campbell University Pre-Pharmacy Club, Buies Creek, 
NC, October 2017. 
 
 “The Toxicology of Ethanol” Dram Shop Litigation CLE, November 2016  
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 19 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 
 “Interpreting Urine Drug Screens” at Self Regional Healthcare Noon Conference, July 2016. 
 
  “Generation Rx – Prescription Drug Abuse” Patewood Athletic Trainers, Greenville, SC, 
May 2016. 
 
 “Drugs of Abuse” at Self Regional Healthcare Noon Conference, March. 2016. 
 
 
 “Athletic Supplements” at Presbyterian College Athletic Department, February, and March, 
2016. 
 
 “Forensic Toxicology in Civil Cases” ABOTA Masters in Trial CE, Columbia, SC, February 
2016. 
 
 “Drug Screening in Abuse and Neglect Cases” CE for Attorneys and Guardians ad Litem, 
Sept. 2015. 
 
  “Prescription Drug Abuse for Athletes and College Students” at Presbyterian College 
Athletic Department, January, February, and March, 2015. 
 
 “Generation Rx - Prescription Drug Abuse” at FOCUS School, March 2015. 
 
 “Novel Techniques for the Detection of Drug Diversion in Hospital Surgical Settings” at 
Presbyterian College School of Pharmacy Research Symposium, January 2015. 
 
 “Forensic Toxicology in Civil Cases” at 2014 SC Trial Lawyers Association Annual 
Conference, December 2014. 
 
 “Generation Rx - Prescription Drug Abuse” at Presbyterian College, December 2014. 
 
 “Prescription for Disaster: Current Trends in Drug Abuse” at 2014 Annual Children’s Law 
Conference, October 2014. 
 
 “Drug Screening in Abuse and Neglect Cases” training for attorneys and Guardians ad Litem, 
September 2014. 
 
 “Forensic Toxicology 101” at Evidentiary Challenges in Child Abuse and Neglect 
Proceedings Workshop, September 2014. 
 
 “Prescription for Disaster: Current Trends in Drug Abuse” at 2014 Self Regional Healthcare 
Medical Staff Meeting, July 2014.  
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 20 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 
 “Prescription for Disaster” at Presbyterian College School of Pharmacy-ASP-APhA Chapter 
Meeting, March 2014. 

 
 “ABCs of Drug Testing in Child Welfare Cases” at Children’s Law Center Office of 

Indigent Defense Workshop, February 2014. 
 
 “Prescription for Disaster” at Presbyterian College Counseling Service, November 2013. 
 
 “Drugs of Abuse” at Self Regional Healthcare Noon Conference, Sept. 2013. 
 
 “Alcohol and Social Events” at Presbyterian College School of Pharmacy LEAP Retreat, 
August 2013. 
 
 “Drug Testing” at American Association of Colleges of Pharmacy Annual Meeting, 
Substance Abuse SIG, July 2013.  
 
 “Alcohol and Other Drugs of Abuse – A Health Professional Student Perspective” at SC 
College of Pharmacy-MUSC Campus Workshop on Alcohol Awareness, February 2013. 
 
 “Alcohol” at Presbyterian College ADP Seminar on Alcohol Awareness, March 2013. 
 

“ABCs of Drug Testing in Child Welfare Cases” at Children’s Law Center Workshop, 
December 2013. 
 
 “Drugs of Abuse” at Gateway Counseling Service, Workshop, November 2012. 
 
 “The Toxicology of Ethanol” at Presbyterian College Grand Chapter, March 2012. 
 
 “Toxicology” at Annual Public Defender Conference, September 2011. 
 
 “Grandpa’s Bottle, Wine or a Drug?” at Aging Research Symposium, February 2011. 
 
 “Challenges in Forensic Toxicology” at Presbyterian College Biology Seminar Series, March 
2011. 
 
 “Toxicology” for Prosecuting The Impaired Driver, March 2011, May 2011, and June 
2011. 
 

“Toxicology and Drug Testing” at Annual Children’s Law Conference, November 2010. 
 

“Toxicology” for The Impaired Driver:  Nuts and Bolts of DUI Prosecution, February 
2010, March 2010, May 2010, and June 2010. 
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 21 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 
 “Challenges in Forensic Toxicology” at the Western Carolinas Section of the American 
Chemical Society, Newberry, South Carolina, October 2008 
 
 “Stimulants” at the Drugs and Driving Workshop sponsored by the Society of Forensic 
Toxicologists, West Palm Beach, Florida, May 2008. 
 
 "Alcohol and Other Drugs of Impairment" at the DUI Training Workshop sponsored by the 
South Carolina Commission on Prosecution Coordination, June 2008, July2008, February 2009, 
June 2009, and August 2009. 
 
 “CSI - Toxicology” at Newberry College, Newberry, South Carolina, November 2007, and 
March 2010.  
 
 "Toxicology of Alcohol" at the ABCs of DUI Workshop sponsored by the South Carolina 
Commission on Prosecution Coordination, April, June July, and August, 2007.  
 
 “Case Study: DUI with Multiple Prescription Drugs” at the American Academy of Forensic 
Sciences, San Antonio, Texas, February 2007. 
 
 “GABA Receptors” at the Receptor Site Theory Workshop sponsored by the Society of 
Forensic Toxicologists, October 2005. 
 

“Toxicology in The Drugged Driver” at Prosecuting the Drugged Driver Course sponsored 
by the National District Attorneys Association National Advocacy Center, November 2005.  
 
 "Biological Agents Used as Weapons of Mass Destruction" at the South Carolina Law 
Enforcement Division Forensic Services Seminar Series, October 2001. 

 
"Central Nervous System Depressants" at the Forensic Toxicology Review workshop 

presented by the Society of Forensic Toxicologists and the American Association of Clinical 
Chemists, October 2001. 

 
 “The Role of the Forensic Laboratory in WMD Events” at Forensic Epidemiology for Health 
Care Workers and Law Enforcement, 2003 through 2005.  
  

"Toxicology of Abused Drugs" advanced training for South Carolina Criminal Justice 
Academy, January 2003 and June 2003.  
 
"Date Rape and Club Drugs" workshop presented at 22nd Annual School Nurse Conference, 
November, 2002. 
 

"Medical Perspectives -Blood, Breath, and Urine" at the South Carolina Criminal Justice 
Academy Advanced DUI Training, October 2002. 
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 22 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 
 "Toxicological Perspectives" at the Felony DUI and Accident Reconstruction Workshop 
sponsored by the South Carolina Commission on Prosecution Coordination, August 2001. 
 
 "Case Studies in Forensic Toxicology" at the South Carolina Law enforcement Division 
Forensic Services Seminar Series, October 2000. 
 
 "Medicolegal Perspective of DUI" at the DUI for the Prosecutor Workshops sponsored by the 
South Carolina Commission on Prosecution Coordination, August 2000, March 2001, and April 
2001. 
 
 "The Role of SLED Toxicology in Alcohol and Drug Testing" at the BAC Workshop 
sponsored by the South Carolina Office of Highway Safety, May 2000. 
 

"Challenges in Forensic Toxicology" presented to the University of South Carolina chapter 
of the American Chemical Society, March 2000, September 2000 and August 2001. 

 
 "Date Rape and Club Drugs" workshop presented at Sumter School District Health Fair, May 
2000. 
  
 "Drug-Facilitated Rape" at the South Carolina Law enforcement Division Forensic Services 
Seminar Series, May 1999. 
  
 “Drug and Alcohol Analysis and DRE Evaluation” at the SC Bar Association Workshop on 
Handling Traffic Cases in South Carolina, August 1998. 
   
 “Toxicology of Abused Drugs” at the SC Coroner’s Association meeting, October 1998. 

 
 “Forensic Toxicology of Abused Drugs” workshop presented at 1997 Fall Training 

Conference of the South Carolina Department of Social Services County Directors and Supervisors 
Association, October 1997. 
 
 “Rohypnol and Other Drugs Associated with ‘Date Rape’” at the Rape Crisis Network 
training, October, 1997. 
 

“Rohypnol and Other Drugs Associated with ‘Date Rape’” at the August Meeting of the 
South Carolina Campus Law Enforcement Officers Association, 1997. 

 
"Laboratory Testing of Flunitrazepam and Other Drugs Associated with 'Date Rape'" at the 

Rape Crisis Council of Pickens County Rohypnol Seminar, 1997. 
 
"Applications of High Performance Liquid Chromatography / Atmospheric Pressure 

Ionization - Electrospray / Mass Spectrometry in Forensic Toxicology" at the Western Carolina 
Chromatography Discussion Group, 1996. 
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 23 
PRESENTATIONS (continued) 
 

"Pharmacology of Abused Drugs" at South Carolina State University C.A.D.E.P.P. training, 
1996, 1997, 2000, and 2001. 

 
"Cocaine Agitated Delirium" at South Carolina Law Enforcement Division In-Service 

training, 1993-1994. 
 

"Tolerance and Dependence" at South Carolina Law Enforcement Division Toxicology In-
Service Training, 1993. 
 

"Alcohol Analysis" at Law Enforcement training on alcohol sponsored by MADD, 
December, 1993. 
 

"Biochemical Factors Influencing the Function of Thymidylate Synthase as a Target for 
Fluoropyrimidines" Seminar presented at the Duke University Department of Immunology, July, 
1992.  
 
 "Preparation and Characterization of Monoclonal Antibodies to Human Thymidylate 
Synthase" at the annual meeting of the South Carolina Academy of Science, 1991. 
 
 
HONORS 
 

2010 – 2011 Teacher of the Year (Presbyterian College School of Pharmacy) 
 
2014 Friend of APhA-ASP Award (Presbyterian College School of Pharmacy) 
 
2013 Generation Rx Champion Award (SCAPhA/APhA-ASP) 
 
2013 APhA-APPM Presentation Merit Award 
 
2009 Federal Bureau of Investigation recognition of Exceptional Service in the Public 
Interest 
 
1991 Sigma Xi Graduate Student Research Presentation 
Award: First Place 

 
Rho Chi Honor Society 

 
Fellow- American Board of Forensic Toxicology (F-ABFT) 
 
American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors - Laboratory Accreditation Board Inspector 
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 24 
HONORS (Continued) 

 
American Society of Crime Laboratory Directors - Laboratory Accreditation Board 
International Assessor 
 
Expert Witness Faculty Member of the National District Attorneys Association National 
Advocacy Center  
 "Prosecuting the Drugged Driver" 10/99, 3/01, 3/02, 1/04, 11/05, 11/08, 8/09, 3/10 
 "Lethal Weapon - DUI Homicide" 8/99, 8/00, 8/01, 8/02, 7/03, 7/04, 7/05 
 "Homicide Prosecution" 4/98 – 2001 
 
Expert Witness Faculty Member of the National College of District Attorneys, Charleston, 
SC, 6/08, 6/09. 
 
Adjunct Instructor for South Carolina Criminal Justice Academy 
 
Member of the South Carolina Bioterrorism Advisory Committee 
 
Founding President of the Palmetto Association of Toxicologists 
 
Member of the American Association of Forensic Scientists Standards Board (ASB) – 
Toxicology Consensus Body 
 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS  
 
Society of Forensic Toxicologists 

 Southern Association of Forensic Scientists 
 American Association of Clinical Chemists 
 American Association of Clinical Toxicologists 
 American Academy of Colleges of Pharmacy 
 Palmetto Association of Toxicologists 
 Association of Biochemistry Course Directors 
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Exhibit 11
Depo. Testimony of David H. Eagerton, Ph.D., F-ABFT
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Exhibit 12
Prisma Health Lab Work Up of Plaintiff
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Exhibit 13
Affidavit of David H. Eagerton,  Ph.D., F-ABFT

dated May 29, 2025

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

433



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

434



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

435



Exhibit 14
Defendant’s Responses to Plaintiff’s Interrogtories
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Exhibit 15
Defendant’s Medical Records from Primary Choice 

Medical dated 10/24/21
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Exhibit 16
Defendant’s Responses to Plaintiff’s Second 

Supplemental Interrogatories
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Exhibit 17
Letter from R. Johnstone, III, M.D. to To Whom it 

May Concern dated 11/19/25
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CONFIDENTIAL - PRODUCED PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER

Lynch-Einstein000331
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Exhibit 18
“Drinkin’ on the Job” tagged articles

written by Defendant.
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Get way from the "same old, same old" at
Society Sandwich Bar & Social Club in
Greenville
Society Sandwich Bar & Social Club in Greenville is a refreshing break
from anything “same old, same old” and the seriousness of pandemic life.

Angi Einstein and Alex Ryan, www.therarebelle.com�

Neat Bourbon Bar brings a taste of Kentucky to
Main Street in downtown Greenville
We sat down with Sam and Tommy at Neat Bourbon Bar in Greenville and
let them woo us with their whiskey-focused, triple-crown-worthy
creations.

Angi Einstein and Alex Ryan, www.therarebelle.com�

Celebrate a new year and a new start with
bubbly Champagne from Foxcroft Wine Co.
As we enter the final month of this terribly topsy-turvy year, we are ready
to pop some corks and let the bubbles flow.

Angi Einstein and Alex Ryan, www.therarebelle.com�

An adventure with a view and cocktails to
delight at Juniper in the new AC Hotel in
Downtown Greenville
Just when we think our fair city has reached its pinnacle with new and
interesting drinking establishments, another one comes along and knocks
our socks off!

ANGI EINSTEIN AND ALEX RYAN
WWW.THERAREBELLE.COM�

The Press Room at the AC Hotel offers a top
secret experience
We got a little preview of things to come at The Press Room, a speakeasy
located in the new AC Hotel – just a few floors below Juniper.

Angi Einstein and Alex Ryan�
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It’s already a house favorite and we aren’t surprised by its universal appeal - just sayin’! 

This cocktail is the “pearl” of the Vista! Champagne on tap comes in handy when combined with Cointreau, pomegranate liqueur, cinnamon
and a spritz of Topo Chico.

This gem of a drink doesn’t stop there as the visual allure of pomegranate seeds floating like pearls amongst the crystal ice cubes, cinnamon
stick and lemon slice finish the masterpiece – engaging all of the senses.

Trader Vic’s ain’t got nothin’ on this full-flavored gem … a true jewel in the crown. Bubbles galore, give us some more! 

The “Mr. H” is named after the Vista’s two gentlemen bartenders, Cole and Tom – both with “H” last names. Their cocktail-creating
experiences collide beautifully to produce an array of flavors to suit every taste.

This particular beverage is an ode to their fearless leader, Rick Erwin, and his liquor of choice, Jack Daniels.

A complex combination of Jack, Hoodoo Chicory, Drambuie and espresso syrup turns into an explosion of spice, banana and smoky notes
that develop on the palate from the first sip to the finish on the back.  

This riff on a Manhattan (with some big apple notes – thus, the name) is actually a modern, elevated version of the original. Quality
ingredients and the skill of the bartender are key elements here.

The winter version features Granny Smith-infused Rittenhouse Rye, Apple Brandy, Vermouth and an applewood-smoke finish.

It’s strong, bracing and playful and will warm you up on a wintry night.  

While we are a bit more beverage-focused, we must give the kitchen a shout-out. Some of the amazing starters rolling out include deviled
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eggs, fried green tomatoes and crispy calamari.

Entrée options include everything from (an incredibly moist, delicious) roasted chicken to  seared tuna, pasta, fish and those famous
“Company Crab Cakes.”

Cheers to the team for keeping things “reasonable” … so a visit won’t break the bank!   

The Vista is open for dinner Tuesday through Saturday and offers an amazing brunch on Sunday (with champagne on-tap, no less!) 

Drop by and give the new neighbor a warm welcome!! 

The Vista, 2017 Augusta StreetGreenville 864.203.2277rickerwins.com/the-vista 
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Swordfish Cocktail Club in Greenville references the Marx
Brothers with its speakeasy vibe

Angi Einstein and Alex Ryan, therarebelle.com

We’ve been at this drinking gig for a while now and have enjoyed every establishment, sip, creation, bartender/
mixologist/beverage manager/owner-operator, etc... but this month’s experience takes the cake on preparation,
thoughtfulness, service and genuine LOVE of the perfectly crafted cocktail! We sat down with Brad at Swordfish
Cocktail Club for an in-depth look at his and Evan’s amazing little spot and to sample the wares. We were quite
impressed.

Password – Swordfish

Brad challenged us to do some sleuthing into the Marx Brothers film, Horse Feathers, when we asked about the
name...Swordfish. Turns out, “swordfish” was the password for the speakeasy in the (actually very funny) movie.
Thus, these two selected the perfect name in our opinion. Beginning as a private “social club/speakeasy” in a
discreet location, Brad and Evan built their culture one Thursday night at a time...for four years. Then, toward the
end of 2019, they opened their doors in the current, über-cool building on Coffee Street...but they haven’t lost that
speakeasy vibe. Just check out the beautiful decanters of “members-only” liquors lining the top shelf (and ask about
a “membership”).Our drink choices here came with a much-appreciated twist. Brad asked each of us to describe our
perfect cocktail, and he used our preferences to guide the selections...

J Oliver Sour
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The J. Oliver Sour was the match made in heaven for the perfectly petite belle in the mix. Whiskey and smoke were
the requests and this enticing beverage certainly fit the bill. Old Forester, lime juice, simple syrup and bitters come
together in perfect balance while a port float enters as the crowning glory. Persimmon in color and magic in taste,
the port slithers and slides its way down, creating an artistic delight like no other, reminding the imbiber to relax,
enjoy the moment and escape the minutiae.

Island Queen
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The Island Queen was the choice for the long, tall belle...how fitting! Pusser’s Navy rum, Amaro, lime juice, orange
juice, house orgeat, angostura bitters and mint are combined and then layered with an Absinthe topper. This
sophisticated Tiki is meant to be sipped through the straw to appreciate the well-rounded island flavor, allowing the
absinthe to be the finishing note. A responsible good time is the theme on this number, so two’s the limit.

The Negroni
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This adult oasis is also the permanent residence of the The Exceptional Negroni. This rendition is as true to the
formula as it gets - one part gin to one part vermouth to one part Campari – strong, sweet, and bitter in perfect
balance. A bit assertive on the front, the hand-cut ice cube softens and rounds the prickly edges while the fresh
orange peel creates the perfect finish. This one is a classic and nobody does it better than Swordfish.

The devil’s in the details

From the stunning, raw copper bar to the hand-made tiki mugs, Evan and Brad built the cocktail world they
envisioned,and the attention to detail didn’t stop there. They hire “apprentices” to learn their craft with consistency
and superior service the goal (they even run things with a daily checklist – décor, lighting, music, showtime.) They
even thought of a way to make the inevitable delays (date running late, backup behind the bar) enjoyable. The
“preface” menu features small, quick pours and readily available nibbles to distract you from the wait.

The perfect accompaniment...

While Brad tends to the front of the house, Evan manages the reigns in the kitchen, producing the perfect pairings
for those carefully-crafted cocktails. The pork belly buns are steamy, savory goodness, but there is something to suit
all tastes and appetites. And the goal is to – one day – save room for the “milk & cookies” (brown butter, bitters, &
dark chocolate cookies with steamed brandy milk) Have a nibble or create a meal, whatever suits the mood.
Swordfish is an oasis with no rush, no TVs, no judgement - like your own private club...even if your name isn’t on a
bottle!Reservations are rewarded. Wednesday – Saturday, 5pm-12am (text 864-434-9519)

SWORDFISH COCKTAIL CLUB

220 E Coffee Street, Greenville

swordfishcocktails.com
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Tags

the RARE belle~ a southern gal's guide to all things fabulous in food, fashion, finery and
frippery

Drinkin’ on the job…December 2024

12 Thursday DEC 2024

POSTED BY THERAREBELLE IN DRINKIN' ON THE JOB

≈ LEAVE A COMMENT

cocktails, greenvilleonline, New South Spirits, Talk Magazine, TALKGreenville

Our latest adventure – online and on stands in the December issue of TALKGreenville…
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Italian, Spanish, French, Portuguese & Moroccan influences) to bring the widest range of culinary options to the table. From the raw bar (oysters & beef tartare)
to the “large plates” (Spanish Rabbit, Greek Baked Chicken…) the creativity is in high gear!

And the creativity most definitely extends to the offerings from “senior bartender” Breana behind the bar…
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Photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Dragoncello Reviver…

This magical elixir will jumpstart your tastebuds! Conniption Indigo Gin, sherry, Vicarious Dragoncello Liqueur, house-made thyme simple syrup, lemon, and
butterfly pea come together to make the most mesmerizing summer sipper. Pretty in pink and dressed with fresh thyme and star anise, it’s as pretty to look at as
it is to taste. And there’s a bonus, ladies! The James Beard Foundation is giving $1 for every Conniption gin cocktail sold in women-owned establishments (like
Curean) to the Women’s Leadership Program to “close the gap” and tear down barriers to success! Another great reason to imbibe!!

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

484



ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

485



Photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Mediterranean Thyme…

It’s always a great thyme for this refreshing beverage. Intriguing Gin Mare Mediterranean gin is the featured spirit here, and we are a bit obsessed! Distilled with
olives, thyme, rosemary & basil, it is an aromatic masterpiece! The addition of a house-made black pepper & fennel simple syrup, cucumber, lemon and salt
ensure the following …

If you’re lookin’ for a good thyme, order this.

If you’re craving a memorable thyme, sip this.

If you’re needing a relaxing thyme, savor this.

We guarantee you’ll order this thyme and thyme again!
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Simpler Days…

There is no mocking this virgin cocktail…a beverage that is seriously full of flavor and spirit, despite the lack of “spirits”. Blood orange, honey simple syrup,
spiced orange shrub, apple cider vinegar and egg white combine to create a sophisticated, smooth and velvety beverage that will have you feeling festive
without the hangover.  Sometimes simpler is better…just sayin’!

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

488



E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

489



Tags

Photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Engage your own creativity…

Staying true to that original charcuterie & wine idea, Curean offers a build-your-own charcuterie bar with ALL the fixins. From the board itself to every
imaginable option for the most beautiful & delicious bespoke display, it’s all there! Enjoy on-site or take it with you…they are happily at your service!

Open for lunch/brunch on weekends and for dinner each night (except Tuesday), Curean welcomes you like family, Mediterranean-style!

732 South Main Street . Greenville . (864)416-4610 . Cureangvl.com

Alex Burgamy & Angi Einstein . TheRareBelle.com
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The Library at The Rabbit Hole – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Here we are…delivering on last month’s promise to bring you part II – the sequel – of our TALK Magazine experience down The Rabbit Hole!! We, once again,
headed out to West Greenville to pay Travis and team a visit and to dig a bit deeper into their special wonderland. This time, we focused our attention on “the
library”, where whimsy is in overdrive!

Escape reality…even if just for a night… ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

491



If you’re looking for a quiet, intimate space for a nibble and an enchanting beverage, look no further. “The Library” is the best-kept secret in the West Village!
Tucked away down The Rabbit Hole’s long side hall is the door to a delightful, playful, reservations-only escape. While the bites and snacks menu mirrors the
main bar menu, the cocktails are next-level! We sampled a few that happened to have one thing in common…the presence of the highly potent, mysterious spirit,
absinthe. We are suckers for the enigmatic!

We figured we would give you some options – from whisper-light to full-throttle – to experience the allure of “the green fairy”…
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The Rabbit Hole Sazerac

Since we are in the realm of old-fashioned fables, why not age-old beverages? This potent concoction is a bit more Queen of Hearts, less Alice…blending cognac,
Rabbit Hole Boxergrail Rye, bitters and an absinthe rinse to form a strong and swarthy Pulitzer Prize winner of a drink. You’ll happily punch your library card
for this one!!
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Apollo’s Chariot

This beauty ranks up there with the best of them in our book…the perfect cocktail to cool your jets! If you’d like to venture down the rabbit hole of absinthe, this ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510
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is your ticket to ride. Fennel and and anise notes are prevalent yet the flavors are bright and intoxicating. This addictive cocktail might be the reason Absinthe
was illegal for so long, just sayin’!
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Arsenic & Old Lace

Here is where things get a bit more serious and ramped up! Don’t let the soft lavender color fool you…this cocktail packs quite a punch with a full-on serving of
absinthe! Juniper and herb-forward small-batch Sutters Gin is balanced with the citrus notes of orange bitters, while crème de violette keeps it brisk and bright. If
we are picking our poison, we are picking this velvety, smooth concoction.
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Drip, drop…the allure of absinthe…

Absinthe is, indeed, a highly potent beverage…but its reputation is a smidge over-exaggerated. Its allure stems from rumors that it possessed psychoactive
properties (not always a bad thing, just sayin’), leading to bans in many countries in the early 20  century. Despite being legit today (legalized for sale in the US
in 2007…you read that right…just 14 years ago!!), it still carries a bit of intrigue and mystery.

If you REALLY want to take a dive into this mysterious spirit (and we highly encourage it!), The Library has the most intriguing method. Ask for the “Absinthe
Drip” and be amazed! As cold water drips into a glass of absinthe along with a sugar cube, the color magically changes to the most alluring green…the “green
fairy” in the flesh!

Reserve now for your own experience down The Rabbit Hole!!

The Rabbit Hole . 1268 Pendleton Street . Greenville . TheRabbitHoleGvl.com

By Angi Einstein and Alex Burgamy

Photography by Will Crooks
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The Rabbit Hole – image by Will Crooks for TALK

Our latest TALK Greenville cocktailin’ adventure had us feeling like we were playing the part of Alice in her whimsical wonderland! Tucked into a magical little
space in West Greenville, The Rabbit Hole is an eccentric, eclectic, enchanting delight inside and out (and behind that mysterious door…but more on that next
month!!)

It’s always “Tea Time”…

We all win when time stands still at 6! While it was always teatime for Alice and friends, The Rabbit Hole has a menu of small plates that will give any high tea a
run for its money. Order a couple of items as appetizers or make a meal out of it. And we all know that 6 is a totally respectable time to imbibe! We did, of
course…
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The Golden Toad…

Less frog, more Prince Charming, this is a fairy tale of a drink with a very happy ending. Beefeater gin is combined with ginger and lemon in a beautifully
stemmed coupe glass resulting in a tangy, tart and delicate cocktail. The magic is in the house-made basil oil artistically placed to become floating chartreuse lily
pads. The velvety finish will have you croaking for more- just sayin’!
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In This Style…

Tea-totaling be damned…we are spilling the tea on this one, and it is scandalously good!  Served in teacup to honor Alice’s party skills; vodka, Amaro, seasonal
fruit syrups, lime and ginger blend into a concoction that is worthy of any festivities big or small.  This isn’t just for tea time – it’s worthy anytime! We would pay
the hatter a queen’s ransom for an enchanting elixir “in this style”!
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Venus…

This wonderland of a cocktail is a tequila-based delight where grapefruit, Velvet Falernum and Giffard Orgeat dance together creating a tasty performance. The
encore is a Luxardo cherry that is a sweet treat waiting for you at the bottom of this ballerina-pink creation.  It’s an en pointe drink that will smoothly slip on
down and have you ordering another. The perfect finish!

The sequel…

There was too much enchantment to fit into one visit…so stay tuned for our “through the looking glass” adventure next month!!

Open for dinner Wednesday through Saturday and for Sunday brunch, Travis, Kollin, Kate and Ethan invite you to “release the worries of the real world and
embark on a journey where each sip, taste, and moment is infused with the magic of Wonderland, if even just for a night”.

The Rabbit Hole . 1268 Pendleton Street . Greenville . TheRabbitHoleGvl.com

By Alex Burgamy and Angi Einstein . TheRareBelle.com

Photography by Will Crooks
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Interior at O-Ku – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

We kicked off a new year of cocktailin’ for our TALK Greenville adventures at one of our favorite, relatively new spots right in the heart of downtown. With its
lively and energetic atmosphere, O-Ku, the sushi-and-more restaurant at the corner of Main and Broad, is the perfect place to gather with friends or enjoy a
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romantic Valentines date night…and they really have it goin’ on in the boozy beverage department! The “team” behind the bar keeps it fresh and exciting with a
seasonal selection of unique and creative cocktails, and the current line-up is not to be missed!

Jaedan, Travis and crew filled us in on their philosophy behind each of their creations…simplistic complexity. In keeping with the emphasis of Japanese cuisine,
simple, clean, house-made ingredients come together to create absolute perfection. We sampled a few that we highly recommend…
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Kissed by a Rose – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Kissed by a Rose…

This pretty little thing is the perfect bev to kick off a romantic evening! Rich, dark, rhubarb and plum are combined in a house-made concoction that is lightened
up and mellowed out with a splash of Prosecco. The tartness of the earthy, herby rhubarb and the sweetness of the plum create a harmonious balance of flavors,
while the Prosecco adds the perfect touch of effervescence. Everything will be comin’ up roses after a couple of these beauties!
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Lily in Bloom – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Lily in Bloom…

A cocktail that is sure to impress is one made with Empress Gin and Creme de Violette! Known for its vibrant indigo color, Empress adds a visually stunning
element to any cocktail. When combined with the floral and aromatic notes of Creme de Violette and St Germain, the result is a cocktail that is a fragrant and
flavorful feast for the eyes. The herbal notes of the gin are perfectly enhanced by the delicate floral notes of the violette and elderflower, resulting in an extra-
sensory creation that you will want to sip and savor. Let the flavors transport you to a world of sophistication and indulgence!

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

516



ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

517



Bourbon & Toffee – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Bourbon & Toffee…

This play on a whiskey sour is a real stunner! Visually fascinating and complex in taste, the Bourbon & Toffee is a rich combination of bourbon and house-made
English toffee syrup with an unexpected port float. The sweetness of the toffee takes the edge off of the whiskey (no after-burn here!) while the port adds a touch
of fruit-forward complexity. This dark, handsome, mysterious fella will get his arms wrapped around you and steal your heart in no time flat!

No matter the occasion (or weather) O-Ku has you covered! When the weather is nice, an outdoor table puts you right in the heart of the fun hustle and bustle of
Main Street, but a cozy table for two (or more) inside is a great way to immerse yourself in O-Ku’s “omotenashi” – a Japanese expression of hospitality and
mindfulness.

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

518



Photo from O-Kusushi.com

Whether you’re a sushi aficionado or simply looking for a great place to enjoy delicious cocktails, O-Ku is the perfect choice. With its buzzing atmosphere,
exceptional sushi-and-much-more, and creative cocktails, it’s no wonder why it has become a favorite among locals and visitors alike.

O-Ku . 30 W Broad Street . Greenville . O-Kusushi.com . (864)326-4812
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Our cocktailin’ adventure this month took us to an AMAZING winter wonderland smack in the middle of Greenville’s Unity Park. Southernside Brewing Co. is
a must-see, must-visit holiday headquarters with the festive return of “Miracle at Southernside”, a Christmas-themed pop-up bar featuring over-the-top
decorations, super-creative cocktails, and merriment galore!

Buddy the Elf would be right at home…

We could not help but get into the spirit of the season as we stepped into what felt like the happiest elf village on the planet! Much like Buddy’s adventure
through the “seven levels of the Candy Cane forest”, life-sized Santas and reindeer, twinkling lights, and a great holiday soundtrack greet visitors young and
young-at-heart, making Southernside THE place to be this holiday season!
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The Koala Cooler…

Who wouldn’t want to cozy up to this winter wonderland of a drink?  A delightful concoction comprised of Applejack, blanc vermouth, aquavit (watch out, the
Norwegians are very serious about this stuff!), spiced apple, lime, house-made celery shrub and eucalyptus bitters will have you toasting all things merry and
bright. The mint garnish and the kitschy koala will keep you feeling festive!
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Christmas Cricket…

This holiday cocktail grabbed our hearts and treated us to a new and distinct flavor that had us drooling for more. Pandan extract is a nutty, intoxicating,
antioxidant-loaded ingredient that is like Christmas catnip for these two belles. We just couldn’t get enough; and when combined with the chocolate, mint, and
vanilla notes, this tequila-based bev became irresistible. By Jiminy you need to try this!

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

526



ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

527



Photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Elfing Around #2…

Ski slopes, snowflakes and fireside chats are what come to mind with this cool mulled-wine sipper. The perfect beverage when you want to take a wee break
from the magic of the Christmas chaos.  A merry mixture of cognac, mulled wine reduction, champagne, absinthe and lemon is the remedy for keeping the
holiday spirits high and the sugar plum fairies dancing.
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Rudoph’s Replacement…

All of the other reindeer wouldn’t trade ol’ Rudolph at this critical time, so this is the perfect substitute while we are waiting for him and the big guy! Santa’s
helpers will want to belly up to the bar and order this t-Rex mug of liquid courage for holiday shopping and celebrating. Vodka, coffee liqueur, crème de cacao,
chai and aromatic bitters give an extra jolt of deliciousness to this “Dino-mite” of a drink.

Giving is our favorite…

While a visit to this holiday fantasy land will turn even the grinchiest grinch into Santa’s MVE (most-valuable Elf), the good stuff doesn’t stop at the food,
beverages and décor. At the end of the season, Miracle will secure its place on the “Nice List” by donating 10% of the proceeds from the sales of their Santa’s
Head, Santa Pants, and Christmas Carol Barrel mugs to their 2023 charity partner, Seva Foundation …making them the perfect gift that keeps on giving!

Open for lunch every day and offering special extended hours on the weekends (open until midnight for even more celebrating) the merriment is at full throttle
until December 31. Stay off the naughty list and witness the “Miracle” today!

Southernside Brewing Co . 25 Delano Drive . Greenville . (864)232-2053 . southernsidebrewing.com

By Alex Burgamy and Angi Einstein . TheRareBelle.com
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Patterson Kitchen + Bar – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Our TALK Greenville drinkin’ adventures are always a blast…but this one was made a bit more heavenly with beautiful fall weather, amazing fall-focused
offerings and the most colorful (love the green velvet!) setting! We headed back out to the Hartness property to pay a visit to Patterson Kitchen + Bar and were ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510
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greeted by the most welcoming of faces! Josh, director of all things eatable and drinkable, and Jenny, mixologist extraordinaire, went right to work giving us a
samplin’ of what they are serving up these days…

Farm fresh artistry…

There is a beautiful bond between bar and kitchen, indoor and outdoor, staff and atmosphere, with artistry at every level. While the interiors are pleasingly
colorful, the menu features a rainbow of farm-fresh colors as well! Vegetables from Hartness Farm are used in each dish…even in the cocktails! Choosing just the
right vessel to enhance each and every flavor, Jenny creates cocktails with a seasonal spin…infusing the flavors of fall at the moment into some old classics.
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The Pumpkin Old Fashioned – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Pumpkin Old Fashioned…

This autumn-forward beverage is an experience in itself! A symphony of flavors including Jefferson’s Ocean bourbon, pumpkin purée, bitters and homemade
cinnamon syrup are beautifully presented in a cut crystal double old-fashioned glass with a large ice cube gently tinkling against the sides…creating a feast for
all of the senses!
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The Pomegranate Paloma – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Pomegranate Paloma…

This is Patterson’s take on a classic…with a seasonally satisfying twist. Served up in a beautiful Tom Collins glass, Casamigos blanco tequila, fresh pomegranate
juice, and Fever-Tree pink grapefruit mixer are shaken to perfection and poured over petite cubes. Fresh raspberries en brochette presented on a rosemary branch
add the most delightful finishing touch. Its simple elegance provides vibrant, refreshing sips that anyone would fall for.
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The Elysian Lychee Sour – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Elysian Lychee Sour…

This Japanese gin-based cocktail is a pale pink cloud of delight. Slightly sweet, floral Lychee gently offsets the heavier juniper notes of the Roku gin while
homemade grenadine and egg white (sourced from Hartness farm) are added to create nothing less than a frothy festival of subtle, enticing flavors, encouraging
the palate to ask for more!
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The Tequila Manhattan – photo by Will Crooks for TALK

Tequila Manhattan…

Herradura tequila, Amaro (cleverly replacing the vermouth), orange peel, maraschino cherry and a whiskey cube are smoked to perfection and served en glasse
table side. Once again, this concoction delights the eye, enchants the nose, and pleases the palate with its smoky, salty, tangy, and sweet hints…a winning
combination that will turn anyone into a Manhattan fan. Maybe even a fanatic – just sayin’!
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Seasonal nibbles…

We had our tastebuds tantalized with some dishes that were beyond scrumptious as well. Hartness farm-fresh produce was incorporated beautifully on every
plate. We sampled the scallops which were a fall harvest in every mouthful; the creamiest burratta, seasoned to perfection; and roasted vegetables which were a
colorful, beyond-fresh, tasty parade of flavors. Presented on beautiful china and plated with an artist’s eye, each dish was an elevated, elegant culinary
creation…true mouthwatering marvels.

Open six days a week, with Sundays being their designated day of closure, Patterson is waiting to welcome one and all!

Patterson Kitchen + Bar . 110 Halston Avenue . Greenville . (864)509-6484 . Facebook.com/pattersonhartness

Written by Angi Einstein and Alex Burgamy . TheRareBelle.com
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Tucked away in a sweet little spot downtown, a hidden gem has been quietly collecting fans and foodies for the past several months. We had been hearing (and
adding to) the buzz about the delicacies coming out of the kitchen and figured it was time to shine some light on the boozy beverages at Sum Bar for our latest
TALKGreenville drinkin’ adventure!! Khailing Neoh, owner and brains behind this big hit, has the restaurant business in her blood and old family recipes in her
head…so Sum Bar was an almost inevitable leap of faith that has worked out famously!!

Sam and Remington were whipping things up behind the bar and filled us in on (and let us sample) some of the house favorites…
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The Basil River

This mildly sweet and sour cocktail is made with Ming River Baijiu, a new spirit for us! A bold, clear Chinese liquor distilled from fermented sorghum, this
particular Baijiu offers notes of pineapple and anise with a lingering finish. Paired in this creation with lemon and basil, a delectable delight is delivered to
patrons’ parched palates.  This one will make your tastebuds curious with its layered, striking flavor.
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The Soft Focus

Don’t we all look better with a soft focus?  Drumshanbo Gunpowder, an Irish gin with oriental notes, is combined with Bols Genever (another new one for us),
Poire William brandy and a spritz of Cocchi Aperitivo Americano to create the smoothest, softest gin martini we’ve had to date! The aperitifs soften the edges of
the two distinctive gins without masking their unique flavors. Savor this one while waiting for an order of Khailing’s absolutely divine dumplings!
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Sake it to Me!

We admit that we are not Sake aficionados so we requested professional recommendations for a starter duo in this department.

Our tasting began with the We Sake, a premium Japanese sake in a cute little can! The taste here is that familiar, traditional “sake” without being overpowering.
Rounded out with ginger, melon and sweet rice, this elixir was crisp, smooth, and delightfully easy to drink.

Our second sipper was the Joto Yuzu, a very easy-drinking sake. This one tastes like an elevated and sophisticated hard lemonade with hints of key lime,
mandarin orange and lemon providing the ideal balance of acid and sweet. Suddenly, we LOVE sake!!

A big heart and open arms…

Ohio-native Khailing’s hospitality is epic…proving that life-long southerners don’t have the corner on that market! From offering “Tiny Bubbles” (a small “while
you wait” pour of their house brut) on the menu to bringing in fellow food & bev entrepreneurs to share her space during off-hours, Khailing gives everyone the
“warm & fuzzies”. We went back to check out Coffee Coffee, a much-touted local coffee purveyor operating in the Sum Bar space each morning (except
Sundays) and found Khailing there enjoying a delicious morning brew. AND…she loves offering the space up for private parties (baby showers, birthdays…) on
the off-hours as well!

Reserve now…you will thank us!!

Sum Bar . 307 E Washington Street . Greenville . (864)860-1004 . EatSumBar.com

By Alex Burgamy and Angi Einstein . TheRareBelle.com

Drinkin’ on the job…on “Bourbon Street”
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We are a bit obsessed with this month’s TALK Greenville cocktailin’ location! The latest venture for Dine Development Group, Bourbon Street at Hampton
Station opened its doors in February and quickly developed quite the following – present company included! Not only does it offer a nod to The Big Easy (near
and dear to both of our hearts), it features bourbons galore, craft cocktails of all persuasions, 26 taps (more on that later), games to keep things playful, and
winner after winner coming from the kitchen. How they manage to keep all of those balls in the air and never drop a single one we might never know…but we
are so glad they do!

ELECTRONICALLY FILED - 2026 Jan 12 12:18 PM - GREENVILLE - COMMON PLEAS - CASE#2022CP2303510

549



All tapped out…in a good way!

The amazingly long, amazingly beautiful bar (repurposed from the former Liberty Tap Room) allows ample space for the 26 taps Josh, Jesse and team have
flowing on the reg. With 5 taps dedicated to wines (sparkling included), several dedicated to the most-requested cocktails, and the balance dedicated to brews of
all origins, a boozy thirst-quencher is ready when you are!

But even with all those taps, these guys are more than happy to introduce you to some bespoke delights. We couldn’t have been happier with what they served
up…
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The Ancho-Pineapple Margarita…

Nothing says summer like a margarita and this one is the definition of the season! Ancho Reyes Chile liqueur, fresh orange, fresh pineapple and a touch of agave
are balanced with the house-made rim of lime and chili salt. Sweet heat makes for a flavor burst that leaves the palate begging for more. Feel free to sip on this
while you’re practicing your skills on the whiskey wheel!
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The Blood Orange Tequila Sour…

If refreshing is what you’re craving, this is the cocktail for you. A combination of Hornitos Black Barrel Tequila, blood orange purée, and fresh lemon & lime juice
are finished off with a delightful foam and garnished with a dehydrated lime. This tangy, bright, bold and flavorful beverage is sure to quench any thirst. Taste-
test approved. Satisfaction met. You’ll love it!
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The Bourbon Butterscotch Martini…

Move over espresso martini, there’s a new kid on the block. Created by bartender extraordinaire Josh (whose skills are unmatched in our not-so-humble opinion,
we speak from experience – just sayin’), this libation is for those with a sweet tooth. Woodford bourbon, butterscotch schnapps, chocolate bitters, a smidge of
cream and a fresh mint leaf come together to create a rich and creamy concoction.  Warning: addiction is a real possibility with this one!

Burgers and po-boys and fries, oh my!

While Dine Development operates several “Bourbon Street Burger” locations, this one has all that and more! Added to the amazing burger assortment are po-
boys to rival any on the NOLA scene and entrees to suit all appetites. Our suggestion du jour would be the mussel pot and tavern fries, but that’s us…you do
you!

With plenty of indoor and outdoor seating and frequent live entertainment, Bourbon Street has it all!

Bourbon Street @ Hampton Station . 1320 Hampton Avenue . (864)243-8083

Alex Burgamy and Angi Einstein . �@therarebelle

Blog at WordPress.com.
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Exhibit 19
12/17/21 Text Message from Defendant
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Exhibit 20
911 Recordings
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Exhibit 21
Written Statement of Lemuel Gaines
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Exhibit 22
March 4, 2024 Hearing Transcript
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!MD RN ¯HE ETIDEMCE UAR ¯HA¯ MEI¯HEQ -QR� %IMR¯EIM

MNQ -Q� 'AIMER� ¯HE OEQRNM ¯QATEKIMG ¯N HEQ ILLEDIA¯E

KEF¯� RAU ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF SM¯IK I¯ UAR ¯NN KA¯E ¯N DN

AM­¯HIMG ABNS¯ I¯�

!MD UHA¯ UE HATE IM ¯HE QER¯ NF ¯HIR BQIEF� 9NSQ

(NMNQ� AQE EVCEQO¯R NF ¯HE ¯ER¯ILNM­ NF ¯HE OENOKE UHN

HATE BEEM DEONRED NQ N¯HEQUIRE GATE R¯A¯ELEM¯R� 4HEQE IR

¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯ NF ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF HILREKF� ¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯ NF

¯HE DEFEMDAM¯� AMD ¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯ NF ¯HE NFFICEQ UHN

IMTER¯IGA¯ED ¯HERE IMCIDEM¯R� !MD ¯HEM� KAR¯K­� ¯HEQE IR

¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯ NF -Q� 'AIMER� (E HAR MN¯ BEEM DEONRED� BS¯

HE GATE A UI¯MERR R¯A¯ELEM¯ UHICH 9NSQ (NMNQ UIKK FIMD IM

¯HE ¯ABR BEHIMD 

 4AB � IR -R� %IMR¯EIM�R DEONRI¯INM�

4AB � IR ¯HE NFFICEQ�R DEONRI¯INM� 4AB � IR ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF�R DEONRI¯INM�

"S¯ IF 9NSQ (NMNQ UNSKD ¯SQM ¯N 4AB �� ¯HIR IR AM

EVCEQO¯ NF ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF�R LEDICAK QECNQD SONM OQEREM¯IMG

¯N ¯HE HNROI¯AK ILLEDIA¯EK­ FNKKNUIMG ¯HE ACCIDEM¯� !MD

IF 9NSQ (NMNQ UNSKD REE ¯HEQE SMDEQ ¯HE HEADIMG� ź%¯HEK

AKCNHNK� LEDICAK NMK­�ź HIR AKCNHNK KETEK UAR ��� 4HE

QEFEQEMCE QAMGE IR KERR ¯HAM ��� 4HA¯ LEAMR ¯HA¯ A MNQLAK

OEQRNM�R BKNND ¯ER¯ UNSKD CNLE BAC° A¯ RNLE¯HIMG SMDEQ ���

-Q� ,­MCH�R BKNND AKCNHNK CALE BAC° A¯ �� NQ GQEA¯EQ�

4HA¯ IR OAQ¯ NF NSQ ETIDEMCE ¯HA¯ -Q� ,­MCH UAR
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SMDIROS¯ED 

 ) LEAM� )�L RNQQ­� UAR IM¯NVICA¯ED�

!MD NME NF ¯HE ¯HIMGR ¯HA¯ ¯HE NFFICEQ UHN

IMTER¯IGA¯ED OS¯ IM HEQ QEONQ¯ IR ¯HA¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF

ADLI¯¯ED ¯N HEQ ¯HA¯� RHNQ¯K­ BEFNQE ¯HE ACCIDEM¯� HE HAD

CNMRSLED A FIF¯H NF KIPSNQ�

3N UE HATE ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF�R NUM R¯A¯ELEM¯ ¯HA¯ HE

CNMRSLED A FIF¯H NF KIPSNQ� HIR BKNND ¯ER¯� AMD ¯HEM� NM

4AB �� ) HATE HIGHKIGH¯ED A KI¯¯KE REC¯INM HEQE UHEQE ¯HE

OQNTIDEQ UHN UAR ¯A°IMG HIL IM MN¯ED źAKCNHNK IM¯NVICA¯INM

NM AQQITAK� HIGH QIR° FNQ UI¯HDQAUAK�ź

"AC°IMG SO A KI¯¯KE BI¯� ¯HE IMTER¯IGA¯IMG NFFICEQ

IM HEQ DEONRI¯INM AMD CNMRIR¯EM¯ UI¯H HEQ QEONQ¯ MN¯ED

¯HA¯ RHE FNSMD MN ETIDEMCE ¯HA¯ -QR� %IMR¯EIM UAR ROEEDIMG

NQ ¯HA¯ RHE UAR ILOAIQED� 4HE NFFICEQ AKRN AC°MNUKEDGED

¯HA¯ ¯HIR AQEA NF 7ADE (ALO¯NM IR� PSN¯E� źTEQ­ DAQ°�ź

CKNRED PSN¯E�

-Q� 'AIMER�R R¯A¯ELEM¯� UHICH IR NM 4AB �� 

 ¯HE

TEQ­ KAR¯ REM¯EMCE IR ¯HE NME ¯HA¯ )�D KI°E ¯N DQAU ¯HE

#NSQ¯�R A¯¯EM¯INM ¯N 

 HE RA­R� ź(E�ź LEAMIMG ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF� źUAR IM TEQ­ DAQ° CKN¯HER RN HE CNSKD MN¯ BE

REEM AMD UAR SMATNIDABKE�ź

3N -Q� 'AIMER REOAQA¯EK­ RA­R ¯HA¯ HE IMI¯IAKK­

¯HNSGH¯ I¯ UAR AM AMILAK ¯HA¯ UAR IM ¯HE QNAD� !C¯SAKK­�

¯HA¯�R IM ¯HA¯ R¯A¯ELEM¯ ¯HEQE� ź3SDDEMK­ AF¯EQ OARRIMG

)(/0 NM ¯HE QIGH¯� ) ¯HNSGH¯ AM AMILAK UAR IM ¯HE QNAD�ź
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.NU� ¯HIR IR ILONQ¯AM¯� 9NSQ (NMNQ� )F ­NS UEQE ¯N

FKIO BAC° ¯N ¯HE OHN¯NGQAOH RHNUIMG ¯HE BIQD�R
E­E TIEU NF

¯HE RCEME NM OAGE � NF 4AB �� ¯HE )(/0 IR ILLEDIA¯EK­

ADJACEM¯ ¯N ¯HE !RADA QER¯ASQAM¯� !MD RN AM SMIM¯EQER¯ED

OAQ¯­� -Q� 'AIMER RA­R ¯HA¯ HE DIDM�¯ REE ¯HIR OEQRNM

SM¯IK AF¯EQ HE OARRED ¯HE )(/0� ) DNM�¯ HATE ¯HE AC¯SAK

FNN¯AGE HEQE� BS¯ UE�QE ¯AK°IMG FEE¯� MN¯ ­AQDR� )¯�R A

RHNQ¯ DIR¯AMCE BE¯UEEM OARRIMG ¯HE )(/0 AMD REEIMG

-Q� ,­MCH� UHN UAR K­IMG IM ¯HE QNAD� !MD ¯HIR

DIRIM¯EQER¯ED NBREQTEQ RAID ¯HA¯� AF¯EQ OARRIMG )(/0� HE

¯HNSGH¯ I¯ UAR AM AMILAK� RN HE DIDM�¯ ETEM IMI¯IAKK­

QECNGMIWE ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR A OEQRNM� 4HEQE UAR RNLE ¯ILE NF

AF¯EQ ¯HA¯ UHEM ¯HE OEQRNM ¯HA¯ UAR K­IMG IM ¯HE QNAD UAR

AC¯SAKK­ IDEM¯IFIED�

4(% #/524� !KK QIGH¯� -Q� 'AIMER HAR MN¯ BEEM

DEONRED ­E¯�

-2� 0%/0,%3� 4HA¯�R CNQQEC¯�

4(% #/524� !KK QIGH¯�

-2� 0%/0,%3� !MD ¯SQMIMG ¯N -R� %IMR¯EIM� UHN HAR

BEEM DEONRED� HEQ ¯ER¯ILNM­ UAR ¯HA¯ RHE UAR ¯QATEKIMG IM

¯HE QIGH¯
LNR¯ KAME� ¯HA¯ -Q� 'AIMER UAR IM ¯HE KAME

ILLEDIA¯EK­ ¯N HEQ KEF¯ RN ¯HA¯� UHEM RHE RAU ¯HIR OEQRNM

K­IMG IM HEQ KAME� RHE UAR SMABKE ¯N LNTE ¯N ¯HE KEF¯

BECASRE ¯HEQE UAR A CAQ ILLEDIA¯EK­ BERIDE HEQ� 3HE UAR

GNIMG ¯HE ROEED KILI¯� 3HE UAR KNN°IMG AHEAD� !R RNNM AR
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RHE QEAKIWED ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR A OEQRNM K­IMG IM ¯HE KAME AHEAD

NF HEQ� RHE AOOKIED ¯HE BQA°ER AMD ¯HA¯ RHE UAR MN¯

ILOAIQED� MN¯ ROEEDIMG� MN¯ DIR¯QAC¯ED�

)M 4AB ��� ¯HEQE�R ¯HQEE OIECER NF AS¯HNQI¯­� 4HE

FIQR¯ IR 3NS¯H #AQNKIMA 3¯A¯S¯E ��
�
����� UHICH ¯HE #NSQ¯

OQNBABK­ °MNUR� OQNTIDER ¯HA¯ A OEDER¯QIAM RHAKK ­IEKD ¯HE

QIGH¯
NF
UA­ ¯N AKK TEHICKER NM ¯HE QIGH¯
NF
UA­�

"S¯ ¯HE MEV¯ ¯UN CARER AQE LNQE RNQ¯ NF RIGMIFICAM¯

¯N ¯HE #NSQ¯�R AMAK­RIR� 4HERE ¯UN CARER OQNTIDE

RNLE¯HIMG NF A FQALEUNQ° NF ¯UN GS¯¯EQR �OH	 ABNS¯ HNU A

LN¯INM FNQ RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯ CAM BE GQAM¯ED IM A CARE KI°E

¯HIR UHEQE ¯HEQE� ­NS °MNU� ON¯EM¯IAKK­ CNSKD BE PSER¯INMR

NF FAC¯�

!R ¯HE #NSQ¯ IM !BDEKGHEM­ T� -NND­� UHICH IR A

#NSQ¯ NF !OOEAKR CARE FQNL ����� AMD IMCKSDED IM 9NSQ

(NMNQ�R MN¯EBNN° 

 ¯HA¯�R ��� 3�#� ��� 

 I¯ IR A QAQE

CARE UHEM ¯HE ETIDEMCE GEMEQA¯ER A RIMGKE IMFEQEMCE ¯HA¯

LN¯INM FNQ RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯ IR OQNOEQ IM ¯HE CNSQRE NF A

MEGKIGEMCE AC¯INM�

4HIR IR ¯HA¯ QAQE CARE� 9NSQ (NMNQ� 3¯AQ¯IMG UI¯H

"KNNL T� 2ETNIQA� UHICH IR A ���� CARE� AMD CNLOAQIMG ¯HA¯

¯N !BDEKGHEM­ T� -NND­� UHICH IR A ���� CARE� FIQR¯

¯AK°IMG ABNS¯ "KNNL� UHICH IR IMCKSDED IM ¯HE LA¯EQIAKR UE

HATE HAMDED SO� IM "KNNL� ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF UHN UAR HI¯ UI¯H A

TEHICKE UAR UEAQIMG DAQ° CKN¯HIMG� HE UAR MN¯ LNTIMG
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ACQNRR ¯HE QNADUA­ IM A CQNRRUAK°� 4HE OKAIM¯IFF HAD

ADLI¯¯ED ¯N HATE BEEM DQIM°IMG� !MD ¯HE DEFEMDAM¯ IM ¯HA¯

CARE ¯ER¯IFIED ¯HA¯ HIR UIFE UAR RI¯¯IMG IM ¯HE OARREMGEQ

REA¯ MEV¯ ¯N HIL� AMD RHE RAU RNLE¯HIMG NS¯ NF ¯HE

OEQIOHEQAK NF HEQ TIRINM� 3HE CAKKED A¯ HIR MALE� HE

KNN°ED ¯N HEQ� AMD B­ ¯HE ¯ILE HE HAD QE¯SQMED HIR TIRINM

AHEAD NF HIL� HE CNSKDM�¯ HATE 

 HE DIDM�¯ HATE AM

NOONQ¯SMI¯­ ¯N R¯NO� )M N¯HEQ UNQDR� ¯HE SMDIROS¯ED

ETIDEMCE FQNL ¯HE DEFEMDAM¯ UAR� UAR ¯HA¯ HE KNN°ED AUA­

FQNL ¯HE QNAD AHEAD NF HIL�

)M ¯HA¯ CARE� ¯HE ¯QIAK CNSQ¯ GQAM¯ED A LN¯INM FNQ

RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯� 4HE #NSQ¯ NF !OOEAKR QETEQRED ¯HE GQAM¯

NF RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯� AMD ¯HE 3SOQELE #NSQ¯ AFFIQLED ¯HE

¯QIAK CNSQ¯� SMDNIMG UHA¯ ¯HE #NSQ¯ NF !OOEAKR HAD DNME�

)M ¯HA¯ CARE� ¯HE 3SOQELE #NSQ¯ RAID ¯HA¯ ¯HE NMK­

IMFEQEMCE IR ¯HA¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF� "KNNL� EM¯EQED ¯HE R¯QEE¯

PSIC°K­ AMD UI¯HNS¯ UAQMIMG� ¯HA¯ HE FAIKED ¯N SRE ¯HE

CQNRRUAK°� UHICH IR A BQEACH B­ HIR NUM ADLIRRINM� ¯HA¯

HIR BQEACH UAR CNLONSMDED B­ ¯HE FAC¯ ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR DAQ° AMD

QAIM­ NM ¯HA¯ NCCARINM� AMD ¯HA¯ HE UAR UEAQIMG DAQ°

CKN¯HER� 5MDEQ ¯HNRE FAC¯R� ¯HE #NSQ¯ RAID� AR A LA¯¯EQ

NF KAU� ¯HA¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF�R MEGKIGEMCE EVCEEDED

�� OEQCEM¯�

#NLOAQIMG ¯HA¯ ¯N !BDEKGHEM­ TR� -NND­� IM ¯HIR

CARE� SMKI°E "KNNL� ¯HIR OKAIM¯IFF UAR UEAQIMG BQIGH¯
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CKN¯HER� 4HE ¯ER¯ILNM­ UAR RHE UAR IM RNLE RNQ¯ NF G­L

AMD RHE CALE NTEQ IM� KI°E� MENM CKN¯HER� )M ¯HIR CARE�

RHE HAD ¯HE NOONQ¯SMI¯­ ¯N SRE A CQNRRUAK°� BS¯ I¯ UAR

QEAKK­� QEAKK­ FAQ AUA­� 3N I¯�R MN¯ KI°E RHE CNSKD HATE

SRED ¯HE CQNRRUAK° BS¯ CHNRE MN¯ ¯N� I¯�R ¯HA¯ ¯HE

CQNRRUAK° UNSKD HATE QEPSIQED HEQ ¯N GN QEAKK­ FAQ UA­ NS¯

NF ¯HE UA­�

,I°E "KNNL� I¯ UAR QAIMIMG NM ¯HIR NCCARINM� BS¯

SMKI°E "KNNL� IM ¯HIR CARE� ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF HAD LAMAGED ¯N

CQNRR NTEQ ¯UN KAMER AMD LA°E I¯ IM¯N ¯HE LEDIAM UI¯HNS¯

AM­ IRRSER� !MD RN RHE UARM�¯ HI¯ SM¯IK RHE BEGAM ¯N

CQNRR ETEM FSQ¯HEQ ¯HQNSGH ¯QAFFIC�

)M ¯HA¯ CARE� AGAIM� KI°E "KNNL� ¯HE DEFEMDAM¯

¯ER¯IFIED ¯HA¯� UHEM HE� PSN¯E� źKNN°ED SO�ź CKNRED PSN¯E�

¯HE OKAIM¯IFF UAR �� FEE¯ AUA­� 5RIMG ¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯ B­

¯HE DEFEMDAM¯� ¯HE #NSQ¯ RAID ¯HA¯ A QEARNMABKE JSQNQ

CNSKD FIMD ¯HA¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF 

 )�L RNQQ­� ¯HE DEFEMDAM¯

IM ¯HA¯ CARE FAIKED ¯N EVEQCIRE HIR DS¯­� ¯HA¯ IF HE

DIDM�¯ REE ¯HE OEQRNM SM¯IK HE� PSN¯E� źKNN°ED SO�ź ¯HEM

ON¯EM¯IAKK­ A JSQ­ CNSKD FIMD ¯HA¯ HE UARM�¯ KNN°IMG SO

AMD °EEOIMG HIR E­E NM ¯HE QNAD AR HE HAR ¯N� !MD ¯HA¯�R

¯HE CARE UI¯H ¯HE !BDEKGHEM­ #NSQ¯ RAID I¯�R QAQE UHEM

ETIDEMCE GEMEQA¯ER A RIMGKE IMFEQEMCE�

9NSQ (NMNQ� UE UNSKD RSGGER¯ ¯N ¯HIR #NSQ¯ ¯HA¯ ¯HIR

CARE IR ETEM LNQE EGQEGINSR CIQCSLR¯AMCER ¯HAM "KNNL�
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BECASRE IM BN¯H "KNNL AMD !BDEKGHEM­� ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF UAR

R¯AMDIMG SO AMD CQNRRIMG ¯HE QNAD AC¯ITEK­� )M NME� ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF UAR UEAQIMG BQIGH¯ CKN¯HIMG� IM NME� ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF UAR UEAQIMG DAQ° CKN¯HIMG� "S¯ I¯�R SMDIROS¯ED

IM ¯HIR CARE ¯HA¯ NSQ OKAIM¯IFF UAR K­IMG FKA¯ NM ¯HE

GQNSMD�

4HE RECNMD ¯HIMG IR� IR ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR DAQ°� )M

!BDEKGHEM­� I¯ UAR 

 ) CAM�¯ QECAKK 

 ) °MNU I¯ UAR

QAIM­ IM BN¯H NF ¯HNRE CARER� ) DNM�¯ °MNU IF I¯ UAR

DAQ°� "S¯ ¯HE IMCIDEM¯ A¯ IRRSE IM ¯HIR CARE HAOOEMED A¯

�� O�L�� RN I¯�R OI¯CH BKAC° 



4(% #/524� $NERM�¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF AQGSE� ¯HNSGH�

¯HEQE�R RNLE KIGH¯ ¯HEQE FQNL )(/0 ¯HA¯ RHIMER NTEQ ¯HEQE

UHEQE ¯HE GEM¯KELAM UAR�

-2� 0%/0,%3� (E DNER� AMD UE�KK HATE 

 ) HATE ¯UN

AMRUEQR ¯N ¯HA¯� 9NSQ (NMNQ� 4HE FIQR¯ IR� IR ¯HA¯� FQNL

¯HE OHN¯NGQAOH ¯HA¯�R IM ¯HE MN¯EBNN°� ­NS CAM REE ¯HA¯�

UHIKE ¯HE )(/0 IR BQIGH¯K­ IKKSLIMA¯ED� ¯HE AQEA UHEQE ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF UAR� IM FQNM¯ NF ¯HE !RADA QER¯ASQAM¯� IR MN¯�

!MD� RECNMD� B­ HABI¯� IF NME HAR ETEQ BEEM DQITIMG

IM ¯QAFFIC AMD ILLEDIA¯EK­ OARRED RNLE¯HIMG TEQ­� TEQ­

BQIGH¯ IM¯N AM AQEA ¯HA¯�R TEQ­� TEQ­ DAQ°� I¯ ¯A°ER A

LIMS¯E FNQ NME�R E­ER ¯N ADJSR¯�

)F ¯HE RSGGER¯INM IR� IR ¯HA¯ ¯HE )(/0 RN ADEPSA¯EK­

IKKSLIMA¯ED ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF K­IMG NM ¯HE QNAD� ¯HEM ¯HEQE�R
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MN ETIDEMCE NF ¯HA¯� 4HA¯� IM FAC¯� REELR ILOKASRIBKE�

EROECIAKK­ KNN°IMG A¯ ¯HE OHN¯NGQAOH I¯REKF�

"S¯ ETEM IF ¯HIR #NSQ¯ UEQE ¯N FIMD ¯HA¯ ¯HEQE�R 



B­ RNLE LIQACKE� -QR� %IMR¯EIM�R R¯A¯E
NF
¯HE
AQ¯

HEADKIGH¯R CNSKD HATE ON¯EM¯IAKK­ IKKSLIMA¯ED -Q� ,­MCH�

I¯�R SMDIROS¯ED ¯HA¯ AMN¯HEQ OEQRNM 

 AM SMIM¯EQER¯ED�

DIRIM¯EQER¯ED ADTIRNQ� -Q� 'AIMER� UAR ¯QATEKIMG A¯ ¯HE

RALE OACE IM ¯HE KAME ILLEDIA¯EK­ KEF¯ ¯N HEQ� AMD HE RAID

HE DIDM�¯ REE ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF SM¯IK AF¯EQ ¯HE­ HAD OARRED

)(/0�

)F I¯ UAR MECERRAQ­� UE CNSKD CAKK IM AM EVOEQ¯ ¯N

RA­ ¯HA¯ A OEQRNM�R ABIKI¯­ ¯N OEQCEITE A ¯HQEA¯�

AC°MNUKEDGE ¯HE ¯HQEA¯� AMD QEAC¯ ¯N ¯HE ¯HQEA¯ IR GQEA¯EQ

¯HAM ¯UN RECNMDR� AMD ) DNM�¯ ¯HIM° ¯HEQE UNSKD BE AM­

DIROS¯E ¯HA¯ I¯ ¯A°ER LNQE ¯HAM ¯UN RECNMDR ¯N GN FQNL

UHEQE ¯HE­ UEQE BE­NMD )(/0 ¯N ¯HE ONIM¯ NF ILOAC¯�

4HA¯�R MN¯ ¯HE ONIM¯� 4HE ONIM¯ IR ¯HA¯ ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF HILREKF� HIR NUM CNLOAQA¯ITE MEGKIGEMCE� IR RN

GQEA¯ ¯HA¯ HE CAM�¯ ONRRIBK­ QECNTEQ AR A LA¯¯EQ NF KAU�

4HE N¯HEQ AQGSLEM¯ ¯HA¯�R BEEM ADTAMCED B­ ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF IM ¯HIR CARE IR ¯HA¯ I¯ UARM�¯ HIR AKCNHNK� HIR

FIF¯H NF KIPSNQ ¯HA¯ GATE HIL A KETEK NF �� UHEM I¯ RHNSKD

HATE BEEM SMDEQ ��� I¯ UARM�¯ HIR AKCNHNK ¯HA¯ DID ¯HIR ¯N

HIL� I¯ UAR ¯HE RSDDEM AMD SMEVOEC¯ED ELEQGEMC­� ¯HIR

DIABE¯IC EOIRNDE�
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!MD NM ¯HA¯� 9NSQ (NMNQ� IF ­NS UNSKD ¯SQM UI¯H LE

¯N 4AB ��� ¯HEQE AQE LAM­� LAM­� LAM­ IMR¯AMCER IM ¯HIR

OKAIM¯IFF�R LEDICAK QECNQD UHEQE HIR NUM FAIKSQE ¯N ¯A°E

HIR IMRSKIM� HIR DIABE¯ER LEDICA¯INM� HAR CASRED HIL ¯N

HATE EOIRNDER EVAC¯K­ KI°E ¯HE NME IM ¯HIR CARE� "S¯ )

OIC°ED NS¯ NMK­ ¯UN BECASRE ¯HERE ¯UN� ) ¯HIM°� AQE LNR¯

QEKETAM¯�

!MD ) AONKNGIWE� 9NSQ (NMNQ� FNQ ¯HE PSAKI¯­ NF

¯HERE� UE�QE ¯Q­IMG ¯N GE¯ BE¯¯EQ PSAKI¯­� BS¯ ¯HIR IR

UHA¯ UE HATE RN FAQ� 4HE FIQR¯ QECNQD CNLER ¯N SR *AMSAQ­

¯HE ��¯H NF ����� .NU� ¯HIR IR ¯HE *AMSAQ­ OQNCEEDIMG�

4HIR IMCIDEM¯ HAOOEMED IM $ECELBEQ NF ���� 4HIR IR

*AMSAQ­ NF ����� !MD IM ¯HA¯ QECNQD� ¯SQMIMG ¯N ¯HE ¯HIQD

OAGE NF I¯ 

 )�KK QEAD I¯ 

 ź-EDIC �� AQQITER NM
RCEME

¯N FIMD UHA¯ AOOEAQR ¯N BE A ��
­EAQ
NKD IM¯NVICA¯ED LAKE

SMCNMRCINSR BERIDE NF ¯HE R¯QEE¯� 0NKICE QEONQ¯ ¯HA¯ ¯HE

OA¯IEM¯ HAR BEEM DNUM FNQ ABNS¯ �� LIMS¯ER� AMD MEIGHBNQR

¯HQEU ICE UA¯EQ NM HIL ¯N ¯Q­ ¯N UA°E HIL SO� 4HE CSQQEM¯

¯ELOEQA¯SQE NS¯RIDE A¯ ¯HE ¯ILE NF CAKK IR �� DEGQEER

&AHQEMHEI¯� 4HE OA¯IEM¯ HAR MN NBTINSR IMJSQIER AMD IR

EVOEDI¯INSRK­ LNTED ¯N ¯HE ALBSKAMCE FNQ OARRITE QEUAQLIMG

AMD ¯QEA¯LEM¯� !F¯EQ ¯QEA¯LEM¯ FNQ H­ONGK­CELIA AMD

ONRRIBKE H­ON¯HEQLIA� ¯HE OA¯IEM¯ BECNLER CNMRCINSR AMD

QEONQ¯R ¯HA¯ HE HAD BEEM NS¯ FNQ A MIGH¯ NF DQIM°IMG AMD

RLN°IMG CQAC°� 0A¯IEM¯ QEONQ¯R ¯HA¯ HE IR AM
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IMRSKIM
DEOEMDEM¯ DIABE¯IC AMD ¯HA¯ HE DID EA¯ A¯ RNLE

ONIM¯ ¯NDA­� 0A¯IEM¯ HAR MN CNLOKAIM¯R�ź AMD I¯ GNER NM�

3N IM *AMSAQ­ NF ¯HE RALE ­EAQ UHEQE ¯HIR HAOOEMED�

¯HE OKAIM¯IFF FAIKR ¯N ¯A°E HIR IMRSKIM AMD OARRER NS¯ IM

¯HE QNAD� JSR¯ KI°E IM ¯HIR CARE� 4HE NMK­ DIFFEQEMCE IR

¯HA¯� IM *AMSAQ­� ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF AKRN ADLI¯¯ED ¯N HATIMG

RLN°ED CQAC° NM ¯NO NF ¯HE AKCNHNK AMD ¯HE FAIKSQE ¯N ¯A°E

HIR DIABE¯ER LEDICA¯INM�

)F UE ¯SQM ¯HE OAGE ¯N ¯HE MEV¯ LNR¯ QECEM¯

HNROI¯AKIWA¯INM BEFNQE ¯HE NME A¯ IRRSE IM ¯HIR CARE� ¯HIR

QECNQD IR FQNL .NTELBEQ ��¯H� ����� !MD IM ¯HA¯ QECNQD 



RN ¯HIR IR KERR ¯HAM A LNM¯H BEFNQE ¯HE IMCIDEM¯ IM ¯HIR

CARE� I¯ RA­R� ź0A¯IEM¯ UAR BQNSGH¯ IM B­ %-3 FNQ

H­ONGK­CELIA� 4HE OA¯IEM¯ IR SMABKE ¯N ¯EKK LE UHN CAKKED

%-3 NQ UHEQE HE CALE FQNL ROECIFICAKK­� NMK­ ¯HA¯ HE UAR

A¯ �0AL�R HNSRE�� (E DNER MN¯ °MNU 0AL�R KAR¯ MALE AMD

DNER MN¯ °MNU UHN CAKKED %-3� 0EQ %-3� OA¯IEM¯ UI¯H A "',

NF �� AMD AK¯EQED LEM¯AK R¯A¯SR NM AQQITAK� (E UAR

ILLEDIA¯EK­ GITEM ��G NQAK GKSCNRE ¯ILER ¯HQEE UI¯H

ILOQNTELEM¯ NF HIR "', ¯N ���� &NKKNUIMG GKSCNRE

ADLIMIR¯QA¯INM� ¯HE OA¯IEM¯ UAR AKEQ¯ AMD NQIEM¯ED ¯ILER

¯HQEE�ź

!MD ¯HEM ¯HE MEV¯ OAQAGQAOH IR BAC° ¯N ¯HE IRRSE NF

MN¯ICE� (EQE� ź4HE OA¯IEM¯ ¯EKKR LE ¯HA¯ HE UAR DQIM°IMG

AKCNHNK AMD RLN°IMG CQAC° AKK DA­ AMD DID MN¯ EA¯
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­ER¯EQDA­� (E�R A ¯­OE � DIABE¯IC NM IMRSKIM� (E

CSQQEM¯K­ FEEKR UEA° BS¯ DEMIER MASREA NQ TNLI¯IMG�

EMDNQRER LIKD KEF¯ KNUEQ PSADQAM¯ ABDNLIMAK OAIM�ź AMD RN

FNQ¯H�

9NSQ (NMNQ� ¯HERE ¯UN QECNQDR ¯EMD ¯N RHNU ¯HA¯�

ETEM IF ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF UEQE ¯N A¯¯ELO¯ ¯N RHNU ¯HA¯ HE

RSFFEQED RNLE SMEVOEC¯ED LEDICAK ELEQGEMC­� ¯HA¯ ¯HERE ¯UN

QECNQDR B­ ¯HELREKTER AMD ¯HE LAM­ LNQE ¯HA¯ EVIR¯ IM HIR

NUM QECNQD� A¯ ¯HE TEQ­ KEAR¯� OS¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF NM MN¯ICE

¯HA¯� IF HE FAIKR ¯N ¯A°E HIR LEDICA¯INMR� HE UIKK HATE

H­ONGK­CELIC EOIRNDER KI°E ¯HE NME HE HAD IM *AMSAQ­� ¯HE

NME HE HAD IM .NTELBEQ� AMD ¯HE NME ¯HA¯ HE HAD IM

$ECELBEQ�

)F ¯HE AQGSLEM¯ IR ź) RSFFEQED AM SMEVOEC¯ED LEDICAK

EOIRNDE�ź ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF HAR ¯N OQNTE ¯HA¯ ¯HE LEDICAK

EOIRNDE UAR� IM FAC¯� SMEVOEC¯ED� 4HERE IMR¯AMCER IM ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF�R QECNQD MN¯ NMK­ RHNU ¯HA¯ HE RHNSKD 

 HE °MEU

NQ RHNSKD HATE °MNUM ¯HA¯ HE CNSKD HATE ¯HERE EOIRNDER�

BS¯ ¯HE­ AKRN ¯EMD ¯N RHNU ¯HA¯ ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF�R

EVOKAMA¯INM FNQ HIR CNMDI¯INM IM ¯HIR CARE� ¯Q­IMG ¯N

BKALE I¯ NM HIR H­ONGK­CELIC EOIRNDE IR KERR ¯HAM

CQEDIBKE�

&NQ AKK ¯HERE QEARNMR� 9NSQ (NMNQ� -QR� %IMR¯EIM DID

MN¯ NUE A DS¯­ ¯N A LAM K­IMG IM DAQ° CKN¯HIMG� DAQ° A¯

MIGH¯� IM¯NVICA¯ED� NM ¯HE QNAD� CNLOKE¯EK­ FKA¯� (E HAD
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A DS¯­ ¯N ­IEKD ¯N HEQ� "S¯ ETEM IF ¯HIR #NSQ¯ UEQE ¯N

FIMD ¯HA¯ -R� %IMR¯EIM NUED A DS¯­ AMD ¯HA¯ ¯HEQE IR RNLE

ONRRIBKE UNQKD UHEQE RHE BQEACHED ¯HA¯ DS¯­ B­ FAIKIMG ¯N

ATNID HIL� ¯HIR #NSQ¯ RHNSKD METEQ¯HEKERR FIMD ¯HA¯� AR A

LA¯¯EQ NF KAU� ¯HE OKAIM¯IFF�R NUM MEGKIGEMCE EVCEEDR

�� OEQCEM¯ AMD BAQR HIL FQNL QECNTEQ­ BECASRE HE 

 ETEM

IF HE AKKEGEDK­ HAD ¯HIR DIABE¯IC EOIRNDE� HE °MEU NQ

RHNSKD HATE °MNUM ¯HE EFFEC¯ ¯HA¯ I¯ UNSKD HATE NM HIL�

(IR ¯ER¯ILNM­ UAR ¯HA¯ HE UAR HEADED BAC° HNLE ¯N GE¯ HIR

LEDR� RN HE °MEU NQ RHNSKD HATE °MNUM ¯HE EFFEC¯ ¯HA¯ I¯

CNSKD HATE NM HIL� AMD HE °MEU NQ RHNSKD HATE °MNUM ¯HA¯

¯A°IMG 

 DQIM°IMG A FIF¯H NF KIPSNQ NM ¯NO NF ¯HA¯

EOIRNDE UNSKD CEQ¯AIMK­ NMK­ EVACEQBA¯E HIR R­LO¯NLR� (IR

IMJSQIER AQE NMK­ HIR NUM FASK¯� AMD FNQ ¯HA¯ QEARNM� UE

UNSKD LNTE FNQ RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯�

4(% #/524� !KK QIGH¯� ,E¯ LE HEAQ FQNL ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF�

-2� -C#//,� 9ER� 9NSQ (NMNQ� 4HAM° ­NS�

2EGAQDIMG ¯HE QEFEQEMCE ¯N -Q� 'AIMER� ¯HE GEM¯KELAM

UHN UAR IM ¯HE CAQ� DQITIMG ¯HE N¯HEQ CAQ MEV¯ ¯N

-R� %IMR¯EIM� -Q� 'AIMER� A¯ ¯HE RCEME� ¯NKD ¯HE ONKICE

NFFICEQR 

 AMD ¯HIR IR CAO¯SQED NM ¯HE BND­
UNQM

CALEQAR 

 HE RA­R� ź) UAR DQITIMG BS¯ź 

 AMD HE DIDM�¯

°MNU ¯HE MALE NF ¯HE OEQRNM UHN FEKK� BS¯ HE 

 RN )�KK

JSR¯ QEFEQEMCE 

 )�KK OS¯ IM źOKAIM¯IFFź NQ ź-Q� ,­MCH�ź
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ź) UAR DQITIMG BS¯ ,­MCH� HE UAR UAK°IMG� BS¯ HE FEKK�ź

4HIR IR ¯HE DQITEQ MEV¯ ¯N -R� %IMR¯EIM ¯EKKIMG ¯HA¯

¯N ¯HE ONKICE� CAO¯SQED NM ¯HE BND­
UNQM CALEQA�

4(% #/524� $NERM�¯ ¯HA¯ RALE DQITEQ� ¯HNSGH� AKRN

RA­ ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR SMATNIDABKE AMD ¯HA¯ ¯HE KAD­ 

 ¯HE

OEQRNM IM ¯HE 2AMGE 2NTEQ CNSKDM�¯ ATNID I¯�

-2� -C#//,� 7EKK� ¯HA¯ IR A R¯A¯ELEM¯ ¯HA¯ HE

OQEOAQED AF¯EQUAQDR� 4HIR IR QIGH¯ ¯HEM AMD ¯HEQE�

¯AK°IMG ¯N ¯HE ONKICE NFFICEQR� 4HE ONKICE NFFICEQ IR

GAQMEQIMG UI¯MERRER AMD ¯HNRE RNQ¯R NF ¯HIMGR� "S¯ I¯

DNERM�¯ DN AUA­ UI¯H ¯HE FAC¯ ¯HA¯ HE RA­R 

 BECASRE UHEM

UE ¯A°E A KNN° A¯ UHA¯ ¯HE DEFEMDAM¯R IR RA­IMG� NME NF

¯HE I¯ELR UAR ¯HIR GEM¯KELAM UAR FKA¯ NM ¯HE GQNSMD�

7EKK� ETEM¯SAKK­� HE UAR� BS¯ UE HATE ¯HE DQITEQ MEV¯ ¯N

-R� %IMR¯EIM RA­IMG� ź) RAU HIL UAK°IMG AMD ) RAU HIL

FAKK�ź !MD ¯HA¯ DQITEQ RAU -Q� ,­MCH BECASRE NF

HEADKIGH¯R� BECASRE NF KIGH¯IMG 



4(% #/524� 7EKK� KE¯ LE AR° ­NS ¯HIR� /M 7ADE

(ALO¯NM "NSKETAQD� IF ­NS�QE FALIKIAQ UI¯H 7ADE (ALO¯NM

"NSKETAQD� I¯�R TEQ­ BSR­� AMD I¯�R MN¯ A RLAKK KI¯¯KE

AQEA� !R A DQITEQ� AQE ­NS SMDEQ A DS¯­ ¯N AM­BND­

UAK°IMG AKNMG ¯HE RIDEUAK°R NM 7ADE (ALO¯NM "NSKETAQD�

!QE ­NS SMDEQ A DS¯­ ¯N RKNU DNUM AMD R¯NO ETEQ­ ¯ILE ­NS

REE RNLEBND­ UAK°IMG NQ R¯AMDIMG SO NM 7ADE (ALO¯NM

"NSKETAQD�
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-2� -C#//,� 7EKK� ¯HE KAU� 9NSQ (NMNQ� RA­R 

 AMD

I¯�R IM NSQ BQIEF 

 ¯HA¯ ¯HE NOEQA¯NQ NF A LN¯NQ TEHICKE

NUER AM SQGEM¯ DS¯­ ¯N °EEO A OQNOEQ KNN°NS¯ FNQ

OEDER¯QIAMR AMD N¯HEQR NM ¯HE QNADUA­� 4HIR HAOOEMED A¯

MIGH¯� AMD ¯HE ¯ER¯ILNM­ IM ¯HE CARE IR KI¯¯KE ¯N MN

¯QAFFIC A¯ ¯HA¯ ¯ILE NF MIGH¯ UHEM ¯HIR HAOOEMED�

!MD UHA¯ -Q� ,­MCH DID IR HE ¯NN° ¯HE BSR� AMD ¯HE

BSR DQNOOED HIL NFF� AMD HE R¯AQ¯ED UAK°IMG ACQNRR 7ADE

(ALO¯NM "NSKETAQD� (E FEK¯ ¯HE EOIRNDE CNLIMG NM� AMD HIR

LEDICIME UAR A¯ HIR LN¯HEQ�R HNSRE� (IR LN¯HEQ KITER

QIGH¯ B­ ¯HE )(/0� 3N HE UAR UAK°IMG ¯N GN GE¯ HIR

LEDICIME A¯ HIR LN¯HEQ�R HNSRE�

!MD RN UI¯H QEROEC¯ ¯N ¯HA¯ DS¯­ NUED� I¯ IR� 4HE

KAU IR CKEAQ� )¯ RA­R AM SQGEM¯ DS¯­ NUED B­ AM NOEQA¯NQ

NF A LN¯NQ TEHICKE ¯N °EEO A OQNOEQ KNN°NS¯ FNQ

OEDER¯QIAMR AMD N¯HEQ OEQRNMR NM ¯HE QNADUA­�

!MD UHEM UE KNN° A¯ 3NS¯H #AQNKIMA #NDE 3EC¯INM

��
�
����� DQITEQR AQE ROECIFICAKK­ CHAQGED UI¯H ¯HE DS¯­

¯N EVEQCIRE DSE CAQE UI¯H AM­ OEDER¯QIAMR AR UEKK�

3N -Q� ,­MCH IR A OEDER¯QIAM� (E�R UAK°IMG 



4(% #/524� ,E¯�R ARRSLE� FNQ OSQONRER NF ­NSQ

AQGSLEM¯� ¯HA¯� N°A­� ¯HA¯ HE 

 ¯HA¯ -Q� 'AIMER RA­R 



AK¯HNSGH IM HIR R¯A¯ELEM¯� -Q� 'AIMER RAID ¯HA¯ HE

DNERM�¯ 

 HE DNERM�¯ UNQD I¯ KI°E ¯HA¯� ­NS JSR¯ RNQ¯ NF

ILOK­ ABNS¯ UAK°IMG� "S¯ HE RA­R ¯HA¯ I¯ UAR SMATNIDABKE�
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AMD HE RA­R ¯HA¯ ¯HE KAD­ NQ ¯HE OEQRNM IM ¯HE 2AMGE 2NTEQ

CNSKD MN¯ HATE ATNIDED I¯� UHICH IR A KI¯¯KE BI¯ DIFFEQEM¯

NF UHA¯ ­NS�QE RA­IMG HE RAID NM ¯HE BND­ CAL�

"S¯ KE¯�R JSR¯ ARRSLE FNQ OSQONRER NF L­ PSER¯INM

¯HA¯ ­NS HATE A DS¯­ 

 ) AGQEE 

 UE AKK AGQEE ¯HA¯ ­NS

HATE A DS¯­ ¯N KNN° NS¯ 

 BE NM ¯HE KNN°NS¯� "S¯ ETEM 



ETEM IF ­NS ¯A°E ¯HE ONRI¯INM ¯HA¯ HE UARM�¯ KA­IMG NS¯

¯HEQE� UHICH HE UAR ETEM¯SAKK­ BECASRE HE GN¯ QSM NTEQ�

BS¯ HE�R IM BKAC°� HE�R TEQ­ IM¯NVICA¯ED 



-2� -C#//,� !MD )�KK ADDQERR ¯HA¯ AR UEKK�

4(% #/524� 

 AMD ¯HE OQINQ� NF CNSQRE� UHEQE HE�R

IM¯NVICA¯ED� RLN°IMG CQAC° AMD AKK ¯HA¯ UHEM HE�R A

DIABE¯IC� BS¯ KE¯�R ARRSLE FNQ OSQONRER NF ¯HIR MIGH¯�

ETEM IF HE�R R¯AMDIMG ¯HEQE NM ¯HE RIDEUAK° AMD ¯HEM JSR¯

FKNOR NQ DQNOR NS¯ IM ¯HE QNAD AMD ­NS�QE JSR¯ CNLIMG SO

NM ¯HE RCEME� ­NS HATE A DS¯­ A¯ ¯HA¯ ONIM¯� ) LEAM�

GQAM¯ED� ­NS GN¯ A DS¯­ ¯N BE NM ¯HE KNN°NS¯� BS¯ DNM�¯

­NS CNLOK­ UI¯H ­NSQ DS¯­ UI¯H RNLEBND­ ¯HA¯�R IM BKAC°�

IM¯NVICA¯ED NQ MN¯� AMD JSR¯ CNLER QIGH¯ NS¯ IM ¯HE QNAD�

IM ¯HE LIDDKE NF 7ADE (ALO¯NM "NSKETAQD AMD HI¯ HIL�

-2� -C#//,� 4HA¯�R MN¯ UHA¯ HAOOEMED HEQE� "S¯ IF

­NS�QE RA­IMG RNLEBND­ HIDIMG AMD JSLOIMG NS¯ IM FQNM¯ NF

A CAQ 



4(% #/524� )�L RA­IMG ¯HIR GS­� HE�R IM¯NVICA¯ED�

KNN°IMG A¯ ¯HE QECNQDR 
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-2� -C#//,� 4HA¯ IM¯NVICA¯INM KETEK UAR ���� RN

HE�R BEKNU 



4(% #/524� ,EGAKK­� ���� (E UAR ����

-2� -C#//,� 9EAH� HE�R BEKNU ¯HE KEGAK KILI¯ ¯N

DQITE A TEHICKE�

4(% #/524� !¯ ����

-2� -C#//,� 7EKK� UHA¯ 



4(% #/524� .N� HE�R MN¯�

-2� -C#//,� )�L RNQQ­� 7EKK� ) ¯HIM° ¯HA¯ 

 )

¯HIM° ¯HE 

 ¯HE KETEK NF AKCNHNK IM ¯HEQE ¯HA¯ IR MN¯ED�

¯HE QECNQDR MN¯E ONRI¯ITE FNQ %4/(� 4HE­ DNM�¯ RA­ HE�R

IM¯NVICA¯ED� 4HE­ RAID ONRI¯ITE FNQ %4/(� !MD UHEM ­NS

¯A°E ¯HA¯ MSLBEQ 

 ¯HE QEARNM ¯HE­�QE RA­IMG ¯HA¯ IR

BECASRE ¯HE MSLBEQ IR KNU EMNSGH NQ BEKNU ¯HE KEGAK KILI¯

¯N NOEQA¯E A TEHICKE� )¯�R BEKNU ¯HA¯ KETEK� 4HE­�QE

JSR¯ RA­IMG HE�R ONRI¯ITE FNQ %4/(�

4(% #/524� 9NS�QE RA­IMG ¯HA¯ HE�R A¯ ���� HE IR

KEGAKK­ IM¯NVICA¯ED�

-2� -C#//,� ) DNM�¯ 

 UHEM ­NS EV¯QAONKA¯E 

 UHEM

­NS EV¯QAONKA¯E ¯HA¯ MSLBEQ� UHA¯ ¯HE­�QE RA­IMG IR HE�R

MN¯ IM¯NVICA¯ED� 7HA¯ )�L RA­IMG IR HE�R MN¯ 

 ¯HE­�QE

RA­IMG HE�R ONRI¯ITE FNQ AKCNHNK� 4HE­�QE MN¯ RA­IMG HE�R

IM¯NVICA¯ED� 4HA¯�R UHA¯ ¯HNRE QECNQDR QEFKEC¯� !MD

¯HA¯�R CKEAQ ¯HQNSGHNS¯ ¯HEL UHEQE ¯HE­ JSR¯ RA­ ONRI¯ITE

FNQ %4/(� 4HE­�QE MN¯ RA­IMG IM¯NVICA¯ED�
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3N ) LIRRON°E� 7HA¯ ) UAR RA­IMG UAR HE IR MN¯

IM¯NVICA¯ED� 4HEQE�R JSR¯ A QEFEQEMCE ¯N HIL BEIMG

ONRI¯ITE FNQ %4/(� "S¯ ¯HEQE IR CKEAQK­ A QEFEQEMCE ¯N

HIR ABRNKS¯E KNU KETEKR NF GKSCNRE� AMD UE MN¯ED ¯HNRE IM

NSQ BQIEF AR UEKK� (E °MEU HE UAR 

 HE FEK¯ ¯HIR CNLIMG

NM� AMD HE UAR KI°E� ź-­ LEDICIME IR A¯ L­ LNL�R HNSRE�

)�L GNIMG ¯N GN GE¯ I¯�ź !MD HE GE¯R NM ¯HE BSR�

!MD UE HATE A GEM¯KELAM UHN RA­R� ź) RAU HIL FAKK�ź

!MD ¯HA¯ GEM¯KELAM IR QIGH¯ MEV¯ ¯N -R� %IMR¯EIM�

-R� %IMR¯EIM RA­R IM HEQ DEONRI¯INM� ź) UAR FITE FEE¯ AUA­

FQNL HIL ¯HE FIQR¯ ¯ILE ) RAU HIL�ź "S¯ UE HATE A DQITEQ

UHN ADLI¯R NM A ONKICE BND­
UNQM CALEQA ¯HA¯ HE RAU

-Q� ,­MCH UAK°IMG AMD HE RAU -Q� ,­MCH FAKK�

4(% #/524� !MD ¯HA¯ RALE GS­ RA­R I¯ UAR

SMATNIDABKE�

-2� -C#//,� !MD� AGAIM� HE HAR MN¯ BEEM DEONRED�

AMD ) ¯HIM° ¯HA¯�R NME NF ¯HE I¯ELR IM ¯EQLR NF RSLLAQ­

JSDGLEM¯ IR DIRCNTEQ­ IR MN¯ CNLOKE¯ED HEQE� 7E CAM ¯A°E

-Q� 'AIMER�R R¯A¯ELEM¯� 7E HATE HIL RA­IMG NM TIDEN 



AMD UE CAM AR° HIL FSQ¯HEQ PSER¯INMR 

 ź7HA¯ DN ­NS LEAM

B­ ¯HIR� 7HN UAR AR°IMG ­NS ¯N OQEOAQE ¯HE R¯A¯ELEM¯�

5MDEQ UHA¯ CIQCSLR¯AMCER UAR ¯HIR OQEOAQED� -Q� 'AIMER�

­NS�QE RA­IMG ­NS RAU HIL UAK°IMG� 9NS�QE RA­IMG ­NS RAU

HIL FAKK� ,E¯�R GE¯ IM¯N LNQE PSER¯INMR ABNS¯ ¯HA¯ IM

¯HA¯ DEONRI¯INM�ź
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"S¯� AGAIM� I¯ DNERM�¯ ¯A°E AUA­ ¯HE FAC¯ 

 AMD

UE�QE DEAKIMG UI¯H ¯HE R¯AMDAQD NF A GEMSIME IRRSE NF

LA¯EQIAK FAC¯� )F UE OQEREM¯ ¯HIR ¯N A JSQ­� ¯HE­�QE

GNIMG ¯N REE ¯HE BND­
UNQM CALEQA UI¯H ¯HIR GEM¯KELAM�

-Q� 'AIMER� RA­IMG ¯HNRE ¯HIMGR� !MD CEQ¯AIMK­ ¯HA¯ AKNME

CQEA¯ER A GEMSIME IRRSE NF LA¯EQIAK FAC¯�

7E HATE ¯HE NFFICEQ CNMFIQLIMG ¯HE AQEA IR UEKK KI¯

FQNL ¯HE )(/0� FQNL ALBIEM¯ KIGH¯IMG� FQNL ¯HE HEADKIGH¯R

FQNL ¯HE TEHICKE� !MD RILOK­ BECASRE ¯HE QER¯ASQAM¯ MEV¯

¯N ¯HE )(/0 LIGH¯ MN¯ BE AR UEKK KI¯ AR )(/0 DNERM�¯ LEAM

¯HE )(/0 KIGH¯ R¯NOR A¯ ¯HE AQEA UHEQE ¯HIR ETEM¯

HAOOEMED� 4HA¯ )(/0 KIGH¯IMG CNM¯IMSER NM IM¯N 7ADE

(ALO¯NM UHEQE ¯HE IMCIDEM¯ NCCSQQED�

.NU� ¯HEQE�R A R¯A¯ELEM¯ LADE ¯HA¯ -Q� 'AIMER 



¯HA¯ -R� %IMR¯EIM 

 EVCSRE LE 

 -R� %IMR¯EIM UAR GNIMG

¯N HI¯ HIR HEAD� 4HEQE�R MN ETIDEMCE NF ¯HA¯ UHA¯RNETEQ�

4HEQE�R 

 RHE RAID IM HEQ ¯ER¯ILNM­ RHE RAU HIL FITE

FEE¯� 3HE UAR FITE FEE¯ AUA­ FQNL HIL ¯HE FIQR¯ ¯ILE RHE

RAU HIL� 3HE RAID MN¯HIMG ABNS¯� ź) UAR GNIMG ¯N HI¯ HIR

HEAD�ź 3HE RA­R� ź) CNSKDM�¯ RUEQTE NQ ) DIDM�¯ RUEQTE�

¯HEQE UAR MN ¯ILE� ) QAM NTEQ HIL� "­ ¯HA¯ ¯ILE� ) ¯QIED

¯N RUEQTE�ź

3N ¯HIR ¯ER¯ILNM­ ABNS¯ HIL HI¯¯IMG HIR HEAD� ¯HA¯�R

MN¯ ACCSQA¯E A¯ AKK� "S¯ ¯HE FAC¯ QELAIMR IR UHA¯ IR

¯HE 

 UHA¯ IR ¯HE R¯AMDAQD IM ¯HIR CARE IM ¯EQLR NF
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RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯� !MD UE DN HATE GEMSIME IRRSER NF

LA¯EQIAK FAC¯ RILOK­ BARED NM ¯HE BND­
UNQM CALEQA

R¯A¯ELEM¯R LADE B­ -Q� 'AIMER� ¯HE KIGH¯IMG CNMDI¯INMR A¯

¯HE ¯ILE UEQE RSFFICIEM¯ FNQ -Q� 'AIMER ¯N REE -Q� ,­MCH�

AMD -R� %IMR¯EIM�R ADLIRRINM ¯HA¯� ź) UAR FITE FEE¯ AUA­

FQNL HIL ¯HE FIQR¯ ¯ILE ) RAU HIL�ź

!MD UHA¯ UE HATE AKRN DNME IR UE HATE AM NS¯R¯AMDIMG

RSBONEMA FNQ -R� %IMR¯EIM�R ¯EKEOHNME QECNQDR ¯N REE UHA¯

RHE LIGH¯ HATE BEEM DNIMG NM HEQ OHNME AMD ¯HA¯ RNQ¯ NF

¯HIMG A¯ ¯HE ¯ILE NF ¯HERE ETEM¯R ¯HA¯ $ECELBEQ DA­�

!MD UI¯H QEROEC¯ ¯N -Q� ,­MCH OQETINSRK­ ¯ER¯IMG

ONRI¯ITE FNQ CNCAIME NQ CQAC° CNCAIME BEFNQE ¯HA¯� ¯HA¯�R

ILLA¯EQIAK ¯N ¯HE MIGH¯R IM PSER¯INM BECASRE ¯HEQE�R MN

ETIDEMCE UHA¯RNETEQ ¯HA¯ HE UAR SMDEQ ¯HE IMFKSEMCE NF

CQAC° NQ AM­ N¯HEQ ¯­OE NF DQSG KI°E ¯HA¯�

"S¯ ¯HE FAC¯R DN QELAIM ¯HA¯ HE DID HATE A LEDICAK

EOIRNDE� A LEDICAK ELEQGEMC­� AMD AMN¯HEQ DQITEQ RAU HIL

UAK°IMG� AMN¯HEQ DQITEQ RAU HIL FAKK� AMD -R� ,­MCH

;TEQBA¯IL=� FNQ UHA¯ETEQ QEARNM 

 AMD ¯HE IMFEQEMCE AMD

¯A°IMG ¯HE ETIDEMCE IM ¯HE KIGH¯ LNR¯ FATNQABKE ¯N ¯HE

OKAIM¯IFF IR� BECASRE RHE UAR FITE FEE¯ AUA­ HIL ¯HE FIQR¯

¯ILE RHE RAU HIL� RHE�R MN¯ OA­IMG A¯¯EM¯INM� AMD ¯HA¯

RHNSKD BE FNQ A JSQ­ ¯N DECIDE�

4(% #/524� "S¯ ­NS DN AGQEE HE�R IM DAQ° CKN¯HIMG�

-2� -C#//,� (E ¯ER¯IFIED HE�R IM DAQ° CKN¯HIMG�
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4(% #/524� 9NS AGQEE ¯HA¯ I¯�R A¯ MIGH¯¯ILE�

-2� -C#//,� )¯�R A¯ MIGH¯�

4(% #/524� 9NS DN AGQEE ¯HEQE�R MN ETIDEMCE RHE UAR

ROEEDIMG� CNQQEC¯�

-2� -C#//,� 3HE RAID RHE UAR MN¯ ROEEDIMG�

4(% #/524� )R ¯HEQE AM­ ETIDEMCE ¯HA¯ RHE UAR�

-2� -C#//,� 4HA¯� ) 

 ) DN MN¯ °MNU UHA¯ ¯HE

DNUMKNAD FQNL ¯HE TEHICKE R¯A¯ER� BS¯ ) DNM�¯�

-Q� 'AIMER� HE DIDM�¯ QERONMD ROECIFICAKK­ ¯N ROEEDR AMD

¯HNRE RNQ¯R NF ¯HIMGR� BS¯ -R� %IMR¯EIM� IM HEQ

DEONRI¯INM� RAID RHE UAR GNIMG ¯HE ROEED KILI¯� !KRN�

UHA¯ ¯HE NFFICEQ DID RA­ IM HEQ DEONRI¯INM UHEM UE DEONRED

¯HE NFFICEQ 

 BECASRE -R� %IMR¯EIM RAID� FNQ RETEQAK

LIMS¯ER� UHEM ¯HEQE�R MN ¯QAFFIC NM ¯HE QNAD� ¯HA¯ RHE UAR

R¯A­IMG ¯N ¯HE QIGH¯ NF -Q� 'AIMER� !MD ¯HIR IR FNQ

RETEQAK LIMS¯ER� RETEQAK LIKER�

!MD UHA¯ ¯HE NFFICEQ RAID IM HEQ DEONRI¯INM UAR

¯HA¯�R AM ILOQNOEQ UA­ ¯N DQITE BECASRE ­NS RHNSKD KEATE

­NSQREKF AM NS¯� 9NS RHNSKDM�¯ 

 UHEM ¯HEQE�R KI¯¯KE ¯N

MN ¯QAFFIC� ­NS� AR A DQITEQ� MEED ¯N LA°E I¯ RN ­NS�QE

MN¯ MEV¯ ¯N RNLEBND­ FNQ ¯HA¯ EV¯EMDED OEQIND NF ¯ILE�

"S¯� ­ER� ¯HEQE IR DAQ° CKN¯HIMG� I¯ HAOOEMED A¯

MIGH¯� AMD A¯ ¯HIR JSMC¯SQE� ¯HEQE IR MN ETIDEMCE NF

-R� %IMR¯EIM ¯QATEKIMG A¯ A HIGHK­ EVCERRITE QA¯E NF

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 Jan 12 12:24 P

M
 - G

R
E

E
N

V
ILLE

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2022C
P

2303510

590



�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

��

ROEED� ) BEKIETE RHE ¯ER¯IFIED RHE UAR A FEU LIKER OEQ

HNSQ NTEQ ¯HE ROEED KILI¯ A¯ ¯HE ¯ILE� "S¯ AR FAQ AR HEQ

GNIMG �� NQ ��� UE DNM�¯ HATE ETIDEMCE NF ¯HA¯� BS¯ ¯HEQE

IR ETIDEMCE NF GNIMG A FEU LIKER AM HNSQ NTEQ ¯HE ROEED

KILI¯�

4(% #/524� !KK QIGH¯� !M­¯HIMG IM QERONMRE�

-2� 0%/0,%3� 9ER� 9NSQ (NMNQ� )F ¯HEQE IR A

R¯A¯ELEM¯ B­ -R� %IMR¯EIM ¯HA¯ RHE UAR DNIMG AM­¯HIMG

N¯HEQ ¯HAM A¯ NQ BEKNU ¯HE ROEED KILI¯� )�D KI°E ¯N REE

I¯� ) DNM�¯ BEKIETE ¯HA¯ EVIR¯R�

3ECNMD� ETEM IF ¯HE #NSQ¯ ACCEO¯R ETEQ­¯HIMG ¯HA¯

-Q� -C#NNK RAID AR ¯QSE� H­ON¯HE¯ICAKK­� ¯HA¯ AKK 



-Q� 'AIMER ¯QSK­ DID REE ¯HIR OEQRNM FAKK IM¯N ¯HE R¯QEE¯

AR RNNM AR HE OARRED ¯HE )(/0� 4HA¯ IR CNMRIR¯EM¯ UI¯H

-R� %IMR¯EIM�R ¯ER¯ILNM­ ¯HA¯ HE UAR AOOQNVILA¯EK­ FITE

FEE¯ AHEAD NF HEQ UHEM RHE RAU HIL� "ECASRE� AR 9NSQ

(NMNQ CAM REE FQNL ¯HE BQIEF BAC° IM 4AB �� ¯HERE ¯UN

R¯QSC¯SQER AQE TEQ­ CKNRE ¯NGE¯HEQ�

3N CNLOAQIMG -Q� 'AIMER�R ¯ER¯ILNM­� UHICH RA­R� ź!R

RNNM AR ) OARRED ¯HE )(/0� ) RAU HIL�ź UI¯H

-QR� %IMR¯EIM�R ¯ER¯ILNM­ ¯HA¯� ź7HEM ) RAU HIL� HE UAR

FITE FEE¯ AUA­�ź ¯HEQE IR MN 

 ¯HEQE IR MN DIROS¯ED FAC¯

HEQE� 4HE­ BN¯H RAU HIL RSDDEMK­�

"S¯ LNQE ¯N ¯HE ONIM¯� OEQHAOR ¯HE LNR¯ ILONQ¯AM¯

ONIM¯ IR� IR ¯HA¯ -Q� -C#NNK HAR RAID MN¯HIMG A¯ AKK ABNS¯
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HIR CKIEM¯�R NUM MEGKIGEMCE� 3N ETEM ACCEO¯IMG AKK NF

-Q� -C#NNK�R AQGSLEM¯R AR ¯QSE� ¯HA¯ -QR� %IMR¯EIM

AQGSABK­ CNSKD BE FNSMD MEGKIGEM¯ BARED SONM HEQ FAIKSQE

¯N QECNGMIWE ¯HIR LAM K­IMG IM ¯HE QNAD BEFNQE RHE

AC¯SAKK­ DID� MNME NF ¯HA¯ EVCSRER ¯HE FAC¯ ¯HA¯ -Q� ,­MCH

°MEU NQ RHNSKD HATE °MNUM ¯HA¯� IF HE DNERM�¯ ¯A°E HIR

LEDR AMD HE DQIM°R AKCNHNK� HE KNRER CNMRCINSRMERR� AMD A¯

KEAR¯ NM NME OQINQ NCCARINM� FIMDR HILREKF K­IMG IM ¯HE

QNAD� 4HIR IR ¯HE TEQ­ ¯HIMG HE °MEU NQ RHNSKD HATE °MNUM

UNSKD HAOOEM� AMD HIR NUM MEGKIGEMCE EVCEEDR ¯HA¯ NF

-R� %IMR¯EIM�R�

4(% #/524� !KK QIGH¯� 6EQ­ BQIEFK­ IM QERONMRE�

-2� -C#//,� 9ER� 9NSQ (NMNQ� 7I¯H QEROEC¯ ¯N ¯HE

CNLOAQA¯ITE MEGKIGEMCE AQGSLEM¯� AR CI¯ED IM NSQ BQIEF�

¯HE CNLOAQIRNM NF A OKAIM¯IFF�R MEGKIGEMCE UI¯H ¯HA¯ NF

¯HE DEFEMDAM¯ A PSER¯INM NF FAC¯ FNQ ¯HE JSQ­ ¯N DECIDE�

!MD ¯HA¯�R ¯HE #QEECH 



4(% #/524� 7EKK� AC¯SAKK­� I¯�R 

 ) HAD A FEU NF

¯HNRE IM L­ ­EAQR� )¯�R AC¯SAKK­ MNQLAKK­ A PSER¯INM FNQ

¯HE JSQ­� )¯ DNERM�¯ AKUA­R RA­ I¯�R A PSER¯INM FNQ ¯HE

JSQ­�

-2� -C#//,� !MD ¯HEM UI¯H QEROEC¯ ¯N -Q� 'AIMER�R

R¯A¯ELEM¯ 

 AMD IF ­NS CAM DIQEC¯ LE ¯N ¯HE ¯AB ¯HA¯

­NS�QE QEFEQEMCIMG� )R ¯HA¯ 4AB ��� %VCSRE LE� 4AB ���

4(% #/524� 4AB ��� )¯�R 4AB ���
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-2� -C#//,� ��� /°A­� "S¯� AGAIM� UHEM ­NS KNN°

A¯ ¯HA¯ R¯A¯ELEM¯� HE HARM�¯ BEEM DEONRED� BS¯ I¯ DNER

MN¯HIMG ¯N MEGA¯E 

 I¯ DNER MN¯HIMG ¯N QE¯QAC¯ FQNL UHA¯

HE ¯NKD ¯HE NFFICEQ CAO¯SQED NM ¯HE BND­
UNQM CALEQA ¯HA¯

HE RAU HIL 



4(% #/524� )R ¯HE BND­
UNQM CALEQA OAQ¯ NF ¯HE

ETIDEMCE�

-2� -C#//,� 9NSQ (NMNQ� I¯�R 

 ) CAM LA°E I¯ OAQ¯

NF ¯HE ETIDEMCE AMD UE CAM REMD I¯ ¯N ­NS� ) CAM REMD I¯

AR AM ELAIK 

 HATE L­ NFFICE REMD I¯ ¯N ­NS AR AM ELAIK

TEQ­ PSIC°K­� AMD ¯HEM UE CAM ¯A°E ¯HA¯ ONQ¯INM AMD ¯HEM

AKRN RSBLI¯ I¯ ¯N ¯HE #NSQ¯ AR A RSOOKELEM¯ ¯N NSQ LELN

NOONRIMG ¯HE LN¯INM FNQ RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯�

4(% #/524� 9EAH� JSR¯ °EEO IM LIMD� QELELBEQ� UHEM

­NS LNTE FNQ RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯ NQ NOONRE RSLLAQ­ JSDGLEM¯

¯HA¯ ­NS HATE ¯N RSBLI¯ ­NSQ ETIDEMCE� "S¯ ) SMDEQR¯AMD

¯HE MA¯SQE AMD OQAC¯ICE NF KAU� ) DID I¯ FNQ A KNMG ¯ILE�

AMD ¯HIMGR CAM BE 



-2� -C#//,� ) ¯HIM° 



4(% #/524� 

 ¯ILE CNMR¯QAIM¯R� BS¯ ) UIKK AKKNU

RNLE¯ILER 

 ) DN AKKNU A RSBLIRRINM NF RNLE¯HIMG KI°E

¯HA¯� 3N ) AL GNIMG ¯N QEPSER¯ 

 AMD )�L MN¯ RA­IMG )�L

GNIMG ¯N CNMRIDEQ I¯� BS¯ )�L GNIMG ¯N QEPSER¯ ¯HA¯ ­NS DN

REMD I¯ ¯N LE� 3EMD I¯ ¯N L­ KAU CKEQ°� 4HE ELAIK IR

GLNQGAMKC RCCNSQ¯R�NQG�
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!KK QIGH¯� 4HAM° ­NS BN¯H� )�KK ¯A°E I¯ SMDEQ

ADTIRELEM¯� )�KK KE¯ ­NS °MNU L­ DECIRINM�

-2� 0%/0,%3� !KK QIGH¯� 4HAM° ­NS�

-2� -C#//,� 4HAM° ­NS�

�4HE ABNTE LA¯¯EQ CNMCKSDED�	
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&(57,),&$7( 2) 75$16&5,%(5

&$6( 1$0(�180%(5� /\QFK Y� (LQVWHLQ
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'$7( 2) +($5,1*� ������
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)� "NBBI &IRHEQ� DN HEQEB­ CEQ¯IF­ ¯HA¯ ¯HE

FNQEGNIMG ¯QAMRCQIO¯ IR A ¯QSE AMD CNQQEC¯ QECNQD NF ¯HE

QECNQDED OQNCEEDIMGR� t ha t  sa i d  p r oceed i ngs  we r e  

t r ansc r i bed  t o  t he  bes t  o f  my  ab i l i t y  f r om  t he  aud i o  

r eco r d i ng  and  suppo r t i ng  i n f o rma t i on� AMD ¯HA¯ ) AL

MEI¯HEQ CNSMREK FNQ� QEKA¯ED ¯N� MNQ ELOKN­ED B­ AM­ NF

¯HE OAQ¯IER ¯N ¯HIR CARE� AMD ) HATE MN IM¯EQER¯�

FIMAMCIAK NQ N¯HEQUIRE� IM I¯R NS¯CNLE�

B� V � %REEL ) L VKH UBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB

%REEL )LVKHU� 535 DQG &HUWLILHG 7UDQVFULEHU

'DWH 6XEPLWWHG� �������

1 2 7 ( � 3 8 5 6 8 $ 1 7 7 2 5 8 / ( � � � � K � � � � � % � � 6 & $ & 5 � � $ & 2 8 5 7
5 ( 3 2 5 7 ( 5 6 + $ / / 5 ( & ( , 9 ( 7 + ( ) ( ( 2 ) � � � � � 3 ( 5 3 $ * ( ) 2 5
) 8 5 1 , 6 + , 1 * $ & 2 3 < 2 ) $ 3 5 ( 9 , 2 8 6 / < 3 5 ( 3 $ 5 ( ' 7 5 $ 1 6 & 5 , 3 7 � �
$ / / 5 ( 4 8 ( 6 7 6 ) 2 5 & 2 3 , ( 6 2 ) 7 + ( $ 7 7 $ & + ( ' 7 5 $ 1 6 & 5 , 3 7 � ) 2 5 0
� � � � ) 5 2 0 2 3 3 2 6 , 1 * 3 $ 5 7 < 2 5 1 2 1 � 3 $ 5 7 , ( 6 0 8 6 7 % ( 6 ( 1 7 7 2
7 + , 6 5 ( 3 2 5 7 ( 5 $ 7 % ) , 6 + ( 5 # 6 & & 2 8 5 7 6 � 2 5 * �
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Exhibit 23
Deposition Testimony of Plaintiff
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA· · · · · ·)· IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON· · · · · · · )· C/A NO.: 22-CP-22-03510

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · VIDEO
Roger Wayne Lynch,· · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )· · · · DEPOSITION OF
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · Plaintiff,· · · · · · · · )· · · ·ROGER WAYNE LYNCH
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )· · · · April 26, 2023
· · · · vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · ·)
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
Angela West Einstein,· · · · · · · ·)
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )
· · · · · Defendant.· · · · · · · · )
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · )

· ·Deposition on oral examination of ROGER W. LYNCH, reported by

Diane Grubowski, Court Reporter and Notary Public; Said

deposition taken pursuant to Notice and in accordance with the

South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, via Zoom, on Wednesday,

the 26th day of April 2023, scheduled for 10:00 a.m. and

commencing at the hour of 10:08 a.m.
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· · · · · · · · · · · · · APPEARANCES:

Representing the· · · · · · · · · · ·CHRISTOPHER MCCOOL, ESQUIRE
Plaintiff:· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·O'Shea Law Firm
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·1120 Folly Road
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Charleston, South Carolina
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·29412

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · --· ·and· --

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·TARA A. LEAPHART, ESQUIRE
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·P.O. Box 6145
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Columbia, South Carolina
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 29260

Representing· · · · · · · · · · · · ·MEGAN M. STACY, ESQUIRE
Defendant:· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Hall Booth Smith
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·11215 North Community House
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Suite 750
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·Charlotte, North Carolina
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·28277

Also Present (via Zoom):

Angela W. Einstein
Howard Einstein
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Exhibit 24
Photographs of Plaintiff’s Injuries
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