STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND CASE NO. 2011-CP-40-7187

South Carolina Community Bank,

Plaintiff,
ORDER ON
vs. MOTION TO RECONSIDER
Salon Proz, LLC, Columbia
Empowerment Zone, Inc. d/b/a The &3
Columbia Empowerment Zone, and ; = =
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This matter comes before me on Defendant Salon Proz, LLC’s motion tb”rzétox}\)der m—
the above-captionied action. The court had decided to -deny the motion to reconmd(@{ hQWever,-\
the parties: agreed to resolve that motion insofar as it relates to the order that granted the
Plaintiff’s motion for receivership. Accordingly, the court issues the instant order with regard to
the motion to reconsider.

It is therefore hereby ORDERED that:

1) The order granting the Plaintiff’'s motion for receivership is hereby vacated by the

consent of all parties who have appeared in this action;

2) The Plaintif’s previously made motion for receivership is withdrawn, without

prejudice to the ability of the Plaintiff to make another such motion;
3) The remainder of Defendant Salon Proz, LLC’s motion is denied.

And IT IS SO ORDERED.

The H'orlxo/r, e Joseph M. Strickland
Master-in-Equity for Richland County

Columbia, South Carolina

Nov « [ 2014




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND C/ANO.: 2011-CP-40-7187
‘South Carolina Community Bank,
Plaintiff, ORDER ON PLAINTIFEF’S AND
V. DEFENDANT’S MOTIONS HEARD ON
MARCH 21, 2013

Salon Proz, LLC, Columbia Empowerment ‘
Zone, Inc. d/b/a The Columbia Empowerment -
Zone and Frank Mitchell, e

12 HACEIDE

Defendant(s).

" This matter comes before the Court pursuant to the following moﬁoﬂéi:ﬁléd bg‘-'the
Plaintiff South Carolina Community Bank (“SCCB”) and Defendant Salon Proz, LL(";G‘.J
a) Motion to Dismiss Counterclaims filed by Plaintiff on January 19, 2012;
b) Motion to Appoint Receiver filed by Plaintiff on November 15, 2011;
¢) Defendant Salon Proz, LLC’s Motion to Transfer Case to General Docket filed

on September 14, 2012;

14, 2012.

That Court after hearing arguments of Counsel and other evidence reviewed by
the Court finds as follows:

a) That Plaintiff’s Motion to Dismiss is continued;

b) That Plaintiff’s Motion to Appoint Receiver is granted with a separate Order to
follow;

c) That Defendant’s Motion to Transfer to General Docket is denied;

d) That‘ Defendagt’s Mqtion to Amen(} Answer and VCﬂgpAnt”erclaim is gr?.r}ted;. -

AND IT IS SO ORDERED , E(CEWEED

DEC 0 9 2014

SC Court of Appeals

"d) Defendant Salon Proz, LLC’s Motion to Amend Complaint filed on September
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Th '.Hg'l:lorabl'e Joseph M. Strickland
Richldnd County Master in Equity




