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l‘f%ig didn't have any contact with anybody from there.
_ L2 Qi Do you know of any written document where
| -3 f Mr. Stanfield has defamed you or asked for your

- ; termination?

?ﬁ?é, A@ m§35>that I'm aware of.
ﬁ76 Qé Dc you know of any time Mr. Stanfield verbally
LE7A : asked for your termination?
138 Aé Not that I'm aware of.
. i
9. Qg Do you know of any time Mr. Stanfield slandesred
5 i you or committed liable against you?

Ag Only rumors in the office.
Qé Did you report to the corporate office that;f}ft:
f Mr. Stanfieid had misapprogriated funds?
A? Nope
0 Did you report to the corporate oifice
6 Mr. Stanfield had committed time sheet
Nope.
 $? 0 Did you report to the corporate office
3 , Mr. Stanfield had stolen government pror
, g -
: A} Nope.
“Qg Did you report to the corporate offic ¥

Mr. Stanfield had a company called

Nope.

4ave you ever spoken to anyone concerni

; called:-Stantech?

Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133
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who they could?

e No.

: MR. WEEDON: One second. Can I
talk tc you guys for one minute? I

| apclogize.
: MR. STANFIELD: That's fine. 1'li

take a restroom break.

[{1]
A7)
o

E (Whereupon, there was a short br:

; in the proceedings.)

10  BY MR. STANEIELD:

11 Qé Ms. Reeves, why do you think yvou were te?ﬁinateda
12 : from Dataline?
13 A I think that it had to do with reporting
i -

14 : Mr. Stanfisld.
15 Q% End you reported Mr. Stanfield for whatf
16 -
17

N ig Q Did Mr. Stanfield fire you?

.7;%219 A: Nope.

" 20 Q. Did Mr. Stanfield have the ability

21 Not physically.

L

Dig Mr. Stanfielq

e

Not tl-z‘at If"{ré_:




suggesting that Mr. Stantield had any

: participation in your firing?
Aj I'm not privy to any of that information, as far
g as employee records and stuff.
5 Qé Do you smoke marijuana, Ms. Reeves?
76 A% No, I do not.
7 Qé Have you in the past?

B A Yes, I have.

5;9 Qi Did you smoke marijuana behind Dataline's offics

10 E in Charleston?
11 A M.

 £f12 Qé Do you know cf anyone that did?

.. t

~13  Aj I heard the rumors in the office.
14 g And what were those rumors?

15 Al Julie and Ginger primarily, but that Shelly and

,if16 g Angela had been involved in it, as well.  ?££%;;;}
'17 g they weze smoking in the warehouse and iégéhé%fEﬂ
18 back of the building.

;;19; ot Yet all of those folks listed took the d;#éiﬁ
;;éb; and passed and you refused. What was i

you refused?
My brother was dying. I had tc go to ﬁﬁé,,_
hospital.

~DUring these accusations that you olacad’

Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133




Q£§ So you think it's highly suspect that
i Mr. Stanfield possibly did somehow participate
:i in ydur firing? |
Aﬁ I think it could be possible.
Qé But you have no evidence in any written form?
A% No. I said I think it could be possible.
Qg And on your perception within your mind vecu'zs
é going to attempt to collect damages from
i .Mr. Stanfiesld?
Ag I don't know what to expect.
g You're seeking damages through this lawsuit?frgm-
Mr. Stanfiela through a perception in yo:r“@inﬁ%
A, I'm not understanding what you're asking Qé;?;5 
R Q Because you think Mr. Stanfield had some*iiﬁﬁ;
2?5 7 do with your firing you're zattempting to'i f»
:ﬁ  ?’ damages; is that correct?
: }j 17 A No.
Jdois ol You filed a lawsuit against Mr. Stanfisld
;?ﬁfl9 é attempting to collect damages.
-'?iégf"20 Aé No, I f£iled a counter suit.

A suit is a suit. You're attemptiag:]

collect --

T L e
It's a counter suit,;’becausey you’

counter suit atiespt

- Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0
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perception that you have in your mind that

é Mr. Stanfield had something to do with your
% firing; 1s that correct?
Aé Partly.
Q: And if this suit is fulfilled, what damagss are

you expecting to get from Mr. Staniield from

this perception?

A I don't know.

But you filed a suit. You don't know what
you're expecting to get?

a. No, I don't.

MR. STANFIELD: I'm finished. I

have nothing further.

R-E-E~-X-A-M-1I-N-A-T-I-0O-N

BY MR. WEEDON:

QE Ms. Reeves you testified earlier that vyou went
; to dinner with a Tony Porton?

Aﬁ; Uh-huh. '
% MR. STANFIELD: Yes, sir.

Qé Wnen was that?

Aj; After -- let's see, after I walked -- after 1I

walked out. It was about two weeks later,
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" "COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

'%l??B%?ib D. STANFIELD, CASE NO. 08-CP-10-1997
e Plaintiff(s),
. RS Tvs-

u "f;§§&A REEVES, ANGELICA HATTAWAY,

Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs,

. DATALINE, INC.,

Third~Party Defendant.

THE DEPOSITION OF DAVID D. STANFIELD taken on
' _pehalf of the Defendants/Third-Party Plaintiffs on
;7kauesday, November 23, 2010, commencing at 12:41 p.m.
n"f at the Law Offices of the Wigger Law Firm, North

'ffT'charleSton/ South Caroclina.

" . REPORTED BY: Nicole D. White
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]
MR. WEEDON: Okay. That'ls all I

)

have. ;

MR. STANFIELD: I have sope, but

T

can I take a five-minute restiroom break?
MR. WIGGER: Sure.
E-X-A-M-1-N-A-T-I-0-N

STANFIELD:

My name is Dave Stanfield, pro se. For the szke

of keeping things simple, I'll refer %o myself
as Mr. Stanfield in questions. Ms. Hgttawav,
how long did you work at Dataline? !
Approximately four years.
Do you know of any written document wﬁere

Mr. Stanfield has defamed you or asked for your
termination?

Not that I recall. "
Do you know of any verbal conversatioé where;}N  
Mr. Stanfield asked anyone to terminate yoﬁ?i!kk
Not that I recall. §

Did Mr. Stanfield terminate you?

No.

Did Mr. Stanfield participate in veour

termination?
I don't know.

Why do you think you were term:

Secum Reporing Seves (D a1 |




i

| |
g !
LA Because of having Mr. Stanfield questioned about

(S)]

4

illegal activities in the Charleston branch.
ff 0 And because you had Mr. Stanfield questioﬁed
about alleged illegal activities‘you.?hink that

you were fired?

“':AJ Yes. ' g
And -- but -- and you just stated that
Mr. Stanfield had nothing to do with Ehat
though, correct? , i

Al No. I didn't say you had nothing to do witﬁ}ié.

Q. You said that Mr. Stanfield -- )

Al I said you did not fire me. ]

Q! -- did not fire you. Did Mr. Stanfield requési
you to be fired in a written document?

A, I said I don't know.

0. Did Mr. Stanfield ask for your firing?

A, Again, I don't know.

Q. You said that they got rid of you in éarlier'
testimony because you complained; is #hat
correct?

-“$L321 A. Partly, yes.

22 Q. If it were a legitimate complaint do you think
>'“f$;;¥23 that the company would have wanted yoé gone; as
g"?ﬂggiéé_ﬂ you said? % |

o 25 Al Yes. |

B . Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133
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Hanahan?
It was not a harassment charge, it wa

complaint.

= e g e e
n

Harassment complaint, that's correct though?
Yes, it is.

How much time transpired before you realized it

was a legitimate complaint?

i
I don't know. ;

Iy

After you realized it was a legitimat? complain

[
=t

f
did you do -- did you make any effort!|to erase
the complaints that you'd made against

Mr. Stanfield in the Hanahan Police Départment?;

i
No, I did not. i

You didn't feel there was -- it was n%cessary,
there was any necessity in erasing that
complaint?

No, I did not.

t Mr.

|
!
|
Again, what, what role do you feel tha
[

Stanfield played in the termination of your

employment?

I don't know.

You don't know, but you brought suit égainst Mf;
Stanfield for damages; is that correcti?
I don't know.

You have to know, you filed the“LaﬁsuLt. Dig .

Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133 o 6
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you or did you not bring suit agains%

Mr.

Stanfield for damages pertaining to the loss of

your employment?

I don't understand the question.

Ms. Hattaway, did you bring suit against Mr.

Stanfield for damages pertaining the

your employment?

Counter suit. ;

Suit, counter

Didn't I just answer that?
You did bring
|
Counter suit.

Okay, counter suit. And what damages

feel Mr. Stanfield was responsible fo:
regards to your termination?

I don't know.

You filed suit, but you don't know whét dam&géé f

you hope to recoup from Mr. Stanfieldé
I don't know.

Did you file the suit of your own accd

Ms. Hattaway?
Yes, I did.
No one else influenced you or prcvoked

had any influence on your filing this

Mr. Stanfield had an influence.

Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133

loss of

suit, did you or did you

not?

suit against Mr. Stanfiéld?

rd,

you or.

suit?
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“marijuana products?
" . 'No, I've heard rumor.
© _And -what would those rumors be? |

"fﬁ:Théfgifls up front.

o ¥ o ¥

°o ¥ o »

AR .

So. what type of monetary award are you
ffﬁ?Stanfield? %

S !

i

|

Do you: know of anyone that has ever gp

‘the Dataline building and smok%

back?

No.

Can you name those girls up front, please>

Julie, Ginger, Shelly, Angela.

Julie, Ginger, Shelly, Angela, that'siall? and

|

S

()]

ne ous

d

~Thez§ifls up front, but none of the girls in 't

(o))}
A0

eking

S

-
e

you had heard rumors that these four %ndividualéi_

would go out behind Dataline and smok%
products? |
Yes, I did.

But you never participated?

No, I did not.

Did you ever hear rumors or do you know, nav
!

knowledge of Ms. Gina Reeves going outl

smoking marijuana products?

No.

Spectrum Reporting Services (843) 849-0133 |
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MUSC Health

MIIBCAL LNIVERSITY of SOUTH CARQLINA

" David € D!s:anﬁem

:'Ham;han sc 29410 2740

Home Phone: 843-296-0073
Aiternate Phone: 843- 296-0073
E mail Address

March 26, 2010

'Dear David D' Stanﬁeld

ppomlmen' is scheduled with:
- Langdon A. Hartsock, MD

05/11/2010 at 09:15AM

Orthopedics And Sports Medicine

".-Y'ox.rr appomtmem is scheduled at West Ashley Bone And Joint Center. The address to this location is 21 25 Cha:ﬁe Ha!l '

‘You nay"réoewe a patient satisfaction survey Your comments and suggestions will help us evaluate our semces =ns -
. unda'stand vhow we may improve the care we provide to our patients. Your time in completing this survey is- gr:c..

 have quesnons regarding any lab appointments that may be schedulad in the below itinerary, please
'"Please note: If you have a lab appointiment scheduled in the list of appointments below, pa::eu_‘""

. Time Provider . Sewvice Location
- 09:15AM Langdon A. Harisock, MD Orthopedics And West Ashley Bune And
Sports Medicine Joint Center

“You: may-now access your UMA and CFC Physician statements on-line by going to: musc. bhaxk. C
card payments can be made on-line. Please sign up today! L




Suspect cause for Non Union Aseptic failure of Intramedullary
Nailing procedures in Fractures of the Distal femur.

By: David Stanfield
April 2010
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Suspect cause for None Union Aseptic failure of Intramedullary
Nailing procedures in Fractures of the Distal Femur.

- By: David Stanfield

Intramedullary fixation of femoral fractures is bio-mechanically one of the best methods of
repair available. The IM Nail provides for early rehabilitation and weight-bearing of the frac-
tured extremity. It has many important advantages in comparison to other extra-medullary fixa-
tion methods such as minimum blood loss, firm fixation with indirect healing and a reduced
number of local and systemic complications. Modern medical practice promotes immediate am-
bulatory mobility to reduce complications associated with prolonged bed rest and muscular atro-
phy. The Intramedullary Nail allows for an expedient return to limited mobility and normalcy of

life.

The researcher is the primary case study for this paper. His personal experience along with
examining countless published articles have led to this conclusion. The reacher is male, non
smoker good health at age 42. An equestrian accident has produced a simple closed fracture 9
centimeters from the distal end of the left femur. A Reamed Intramedullary Nail was placed into
the femur without incident. Postoperative bone alignment was good and no complications of the
procedure were experienced. After four weeks the affected leg had nearly returned to normal
with regard to swelling and soft tissue healing from the trauma.

The first four weeks of therapy during recovery were non aggressive. Crutches were util-
ized for mobility with no weight bearing and only gentle repetitive motion exercise of the knee
joint was attempted. No complications were noted during the first four weeks postoperative. At
the beginning of the fifth week aggressive physical therapy was begun as well as 50% weight
bearing on the repaired femur. During the third session of therapy the patient reported a me-
chanical clicking in the leg located around the fracture site. The mechanical click within the leg
was discounted by medical staff as cartilage or scare tissue rubbing the fracture site. As physical
therapy continued the clicking became more pronounced and painful eventually causing the pa-
tient to cancel future therapy sessions. Patient was convinced that the bones at the fracture site
were rubbing together and that the symptoms were increasing with therapy. After repeated com-
plaints by the patient over a thirty day period the fracture was finally investigated by the attend-

ing doctor.

Lower distal Intramedullary Nail failure T
_ P



The results of the investigation (as shown in figures one and two) is that the distal portion of
the femur has become unstable and now has lateral movement despite the Intramedullary nail
currently employed. This lateral movement of the distal portion is a direct result of improper
postoperative care and rehabilitation for the type of fracture present in the patients femur. The
researcher fully believes that if recovery would have been confined utilizing non weight bearing
and non aggressive physical therapy that complete union and recovery would have been
achieved. Currently the researchers physician recommends invasive plating of the femur as the

only option to achieve union.

dri_north A 14
Ex 4847, 7L "STANFIELDDAVIDD  Ex; 4847.
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Figure 1 Figure 2

As you can discern from figures one and two when the distal portion of the fracture is
stressed in opposing directions there is movement above and below the fracture site. This
movement in figures one and two is evident by the dark empty cavity appearing to the left
of the IM rod as Valgus Stress is applied and in figure two to the right of the rod as Varus
pressure is applied. Notice the swing of the Distal portion of the fracture despite the IM
Nail as the stresses are reversed. This movement is a direct result of the breakdown of the
cancellous bone surrounding the IM Nail on both sides of the fracture site.

Lower distal Intramedullary Nail failure T



Figure three below clearly shows a much tighter fit within the cancellous bone to the IM
Nail at the fracture site in a post operative review. The conclusion is that the Intramedul-

lary Nail insertion surgery was completely successful with good alignment and a tight fit

within the reamed canal. The choice of utilizing a minimal compliment of securing hard-

ware (screws) was unfortunate and also contributed to the fracture site instability. Looking

again at figures one and two there is a noticeable pivot of the IM Nail on the proximal side
of the fracture. This pivot is obviously the result of a single screw placed in the proximal end

of the IM Nail creating a pendulum type effect. The utilization of two or more supporting

screws in the proximal end of the IM Nail would have disallowed any pivotal movement.

Additionally in the case of extreme distal fractures below 12.5 centimeters the maximum

amount of securing hardware should be utilized to compensate for the short distance of the
IM Nail protruding into the distal end of the fracture. In the case being studied a minimal
compliment of hardware, suitable for a mid to proximal fracture, was unfortunately utilized.

Additionally it is arguable wether a single securing screw, proximal in this case, should ever

be utilized regardless of the fracture location.

adc- 3l
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The overall majority of aseptic non-union Intramedullary Nailing procedure failures oc-
cur in the extreme distal Femur region of the bone. The primary cause of aseptic non-union
failure in the distal regions of the femur is believed by this researcher to be a direct result of
standard recovery therapeutic practice being applied postoperative. Common formation of
the human femur is nonuniform in diameter along the femoral shaft. The distal regions of
the femoral shaft are several millimeters larger in diameter than the mid and proximal ends.
This non-uniform width of the femur shaft provides for a larger diameter of the medullary
cavity on the distal end. See figure 4.

Reaming of the medullary cavity in preparation for the Intramedullary nailing procedure
is gauged by the mid shaft diameter to avoid thinning the outer walls of the femoral mid
shaft. In most cases the reamed cavity while sufficiently seated into compact hard bone at
the proximal end and mid shaft point will only burrow into cancellous bone and marrow at
the distal end of the femur due to the natural widening of the medullary canal. While this
situation in itself is not sufhicient reason for non-union failure, the proximity of the fracture
site to the distal end of the femur combined with this factor will play a primary role in a
non-union failure due to improper after care and rehabilitation.

T

epiphysis
{head)

spangy
bune

compact
bone

diaghysis
(shart}

meduiiary
{marrow)
camty

epiphysis

L

Figure 4

Care and judgement should be considered by the attending physician in determining
wether the Intramedullary Nail at the fracture point does in fact engage compact hard bone
in the surrounding femur walls for several centimeters in both the distal and proximal direc-

tions. Determining this fact will direct the physician as to the type of aftercare and physical

Lower distal Intramedullary Nail failure :‘L‘ 5



therapy necessary to promote healing and guarantee that non-union will not result from im-
proper postoperative care.

Normal postoperative care and physical therapy of Intramedullary Nailing procedures of
the Femur allow for immediate partial weight bearing within days of the insertion. Addi-
tionally rehabilitation physical therapy will begin immediately to reduce muscular atrophy.
Barring complications this therapy will elevate to full weight bearing within six weeks and
progressive muscular physical therapy all along the way. Full weight bearing and ambulatory
mobility is encouraged and generally achieved by eight to twelve weeks after insertion of the

Intramedullary Nail.

It is the observance of this researcher that in most cases of femoral fracture, in the mid
to proximal regions of the bone, that this standard recovery therapeutic practice is well ad-
vised and results in positive progress and healing. Unfortunately in lower distal fractures of
the femur this standard postoperative recovery treatment can prove to be counterproduc-
tive and harmful to the patient. Aggressive postoperative weight bearing and forced move-
ment of the knee joint while engaged in physical therapy may result in instability of the
fracture site on the distill end and a high occurrence of aseptic non-union failures of the In-
tramedullary Nailing procedure.

As stated earlier great care should be given to determine if the Femoral nail is surrounded
by and in contact with compact hard bone at the fracture site and several centimeters
proximal and distal of the fracture site. Or the fracture site is only slightly distal of the mid
point of the femur and will have an abundance of distal length of nail below the fracture lo-
cation. If this in fact is the case the standard postoperative recovery methods may be util-
ized with no increased incidence of nonunion failure. If the Intramedullary Nail does not
engage compact hard bone on all sides at the fracture site and extending several centimeters
proximal and distal, or does not have an abundance of length distal the fracture site, this re-
searcher places that number at 12.5 centimeters, than a different standard for postoperative

recovery must be utilized to insure success.

Lower distal femoral fractures in which the Intramedullary Nail on the distal side resides
only in cancellous bone and marrow both above and below the fracture site or when the
fracture occurs within 12.5 centimeters of the distal end of the femur should still be repaired
utilizing the locking Intramedullary Nail procedure. Postoperative procedures for recovery
and physical therapy in these cases must be reevaluated when the attending physician has
recognized the conditions afore mentioned. As the cancellous and marrow material within
the bone is porous and soft great care should be given not to allow weight bearing mobility
or forced extension or retraction of the knee joint of the affected limb. While the locking
screws of the Intramedullary Nail will transfer any weight placed on the device to below the

Lower distal Intramedullary Nail failure :{: 6



fracture the supporting cancellous and marrow material surrounding the nail will begin to
degrade and break down with each repeated application of weight or forced movement of
the knee joint. This breakdown of the nail supporting material will allow for slight lateral
movement which will progress in severity over time and as a result of additional therapy.
Prolonged weighted movement of the knee joint and weight bearing of the affected limb will
result in fracture site instability on the distal side of the fracture. After instability is
achieved additional surgical procedures will be necessary to insure union of the fracture site.
In the case of lower distal fracture repairs that fit into the above category this researcher
recommends only touchdown weight bearing and light non aggressive movement of the
knee joint for the first twelve weeks of recovery. Physical therapy and weight bearing of a
progressive nature should begin only after fracture union has been achieved.

It is the authors desire to locate and enlist a surgeon who can repair the instability of the
fracture site as previously described, without the use of invasive plating of the femur. There
appears to be several options available such as bone grafting and partial casting or bracing.
Additionally there appears to be unused holes in the Intramedullary Nail, currently em-
ployed, that could be utilized for additional securing hardware. The bone is healing as evi-
dent in figures one and two showing calcium buildup on the fracture ends. Unfortunately
with constant instability a union will not result despite the healing process. The fracture site
is only moderately unstable with movement but is degenerating with time. It is the authors
hope that a less invasive procedure possibly combining partial immobilization along with
grafting and or additional securing of the IM Nail, could be employed and achieve success.

* If you believe that you have a solution for this problem please contact me as soon as pos-
sible. I will travel to your location or make arrangements for your procedures to be accom-
plished at the Medical University of South Carolina. Thank you for your consideration.

CMR—\
el

David Stanfield

Lower distal Intramedullary Nail failure /L 7



V/ILLIAM M. O'NEIL

HOOD LAW FIRM’ LLC CHRISTINA H. DICKINSON

C. TYSON METTLES

ATTORNEYS AT LAW (SC & HMS)

‘ ELIZABETH V/. BALLENTINE

172 MEETING STREET JOSHUA P. CANTWELL
POST OFFICE BOX 1508 BRIAN £. JOHNSON
CHARLESTON, SC 29402 H. COOPER WILSON, 11l

T. HAPPEL SCURRY
JEFFREY M. BOGDAN
R. DAVIS RICE
AMNE M. SMITH

EMAIL: Dow.Davidson@hoodlaw.com A. WALKZR BARNES
DIRECT DIAL: (843) 577-1202 B8RIAM JAMES KERN

Phone: (843) 577-4435
Facsimile: (843) 722-1630
E-MAIL: Info@hoodlaw.com

LAURA M. SAUNDERS

DOW A. DAVIDSOHN
(SC, 2L, FL, GA & TN)

£ARRISON SHEFFIELD March 28, 2011 BLAKE a. wCKI

‘EMAIL
roline Leonard (ccleonard@charlestoncounty.org
eputy. Clerk of Court
harleston County Court of Common Pleas
00:Broad Street, Suite 106
'-Charleston SC 29401-2258

Re: David D. Stanfield v. Gina Reeves, Angelica Hattaway v. Dataline, Inc.
C/A No. 08-CP-10-1997, Charleston CP
- HLF File No. 344.004

- ea1 ‘Caroline:

. Please be advised that we have settled the third-party cla1m in the above-
refe1enced matter and we are, therefore, withdrawing the Motion for Summary
udgment. The hearing scheduled for April 7, 2011 at 10:30 a.m. can be canceLed.
By -copy of 'this letter, ] am advising all parties of same. Thank you for your
-assistance in this matter.

Kind regards,
Yours truly

Dow A. Davidson

AD/Iny/cwb
.~ David D. Stanfield, Pro Se Plaintiff (Via U.S. Mail]
M. Lee Daniels, Jr., Esquire [Via Email]
J anel L. W1gger Esquire [Via Email]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
. ) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NO.: 2008-cp-10-1997
DAVID STANFIELD, )
PLAINTIFF,

VS.

GINA REEVES and
ANGELICA HATTAWAY,

DEFENDANTS.

MOTIONS HEARING

held before the Honorable Kristi L. Harriﬁéﬁv

Mia Perron, Circuit Court Reporter, Sth Judicié
in the Charleston County Courthousé-
Charleston, South Capolina -

on Wednesday, March 2, 2011, Commencing ai“;

SUSAN "MIA" PERRON, CVR-CM .

Circuit Court Reporter - 9th Judicial’
S Post Office Box 31865
i~ :Charleston, South Carolina 29417-186

o 1-706-231-6028 e




APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL

" FOR THE PLAINTIFF:  Pro Se

FOR THE DEFENDANT: Jarrel Wigger, Esquire

Wigger Law Firm

8086 Rivers Avenue

North Charleston, South Carolinz 29406
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Stanfield v. Reeves, et al
Motions Hearing
March 2, 2011

PROCEEDINGS
THE éQURT: Mr. Wigger, I’1ll be happy to nsar
from you.
MR. WIGGER: Your Honor, we’re here today};

pursuant to the trial docket calling of the caséﬁbft[

Stanfield vs. Reeves and Hattawavy.

Mr. Stanfield is not present and this iéz;%ﬁ_j

counterclaims against him.

THE COURT: All right. And what couﬁtefh

are still pending? I understand there ha&fﬁé
settlement previously, a consent order fdfﬁ?é;
dismissal of this case; is that correct? =

MR. WIGGER: Yes, ma’am.

he sued our ladies, we crossclaimed agéi
company they were working for, Datalinéz
counterclaimed against Mr. Stanfieldxféﬁ
slander and libel. The claims that wé%;“
against Dataline have been settled._ffﬁﬁ
against Mr. Stanfield remains, whichﬁis
and slander. ,»

THE COURT: All right. And tﬁé'

will we need to set this for any sor?
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hearing at a later date?

MR. WIGGER: It’s up to the Court, Your Honor.

-1

-

We’'re here prepared to testify about it today.
don’t think it will take that long. Or if you waﬁt to
reset it later, that’s fine, too.

THE COURT: I'm going to, out of an abundance
of caution, since Mr. Stanfield is not here and he is

pro se.

So what relief are you seeking today?

>'10 MR. WIGGER: A judgment in favor of the éioés --
11 counterclaim plaintiffs on the pleadings. And I don’t
12 even know whether -~ this is the first time I’#ef%ad
13 somebody not even show up for their own trial._tsﬁt‘z-
- 14 guess it would be a motion for directed verdidtléf'e
'gi 15 motion for summary judgment or whatever. I don'iﬁ};
% 16 we want judgment against the plaintiff on our ciéiés;
-Zf 17 THE COURT: All right. Judgment against'thé .:-
%; 18 plaintiff on all remaining claims. A
-g* 19 Mr. Wigger, if you will prepare an order asféﬁéh
§  20 and then we will set this for a damages heariné;iéji
% 21 thirty days.
é: 22 MR. WIGGER: Yes, ma’am. ,
é‘ 23 THE COURT: And if you will make sure that Nf.
= 24 Stanfield is -- I will sign the order. H
25 And also make sure that Mr. Stanfield :is
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notified of what happened here today.

And we will set this for a damages hearing in
thirty days.

MR. WIGGER: Yes, ma’am.

And just to inform the Court, we tried to serwve
him with some notices in the past several months or
so. He’s got a kind of a compound. We had a guy
climb over a fence to try to serve him and he got.
chased by some dogs and such. So we’ll do ocur best to
serve him but we’ll also serve him by regular mailf'\
too. v

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. &nd I- -

appreciate your persistence and your process servsr’s

persistence in attempting to get him served, but I

think that is the best course of action at this:;*?e.'

L Lt

Thank you, Mr. Wigger.

And good luck to you both. Thank you.

[HEARING CONCLUDES AT 9:12 A.M.]
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CERTIFICATE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

I, the undersigned Mia Perron, Circuit Court
Reporter for the 9th Judicial Circuit of the State of
South Caroclina, do hereby certify that the foregoing is. a
true, accurate, and complete transcript of the motions
hearing held before the Honorable Kristi L. Harrington,'bn

Wednesday, March 2, 2011.

I do further certify that I am neither kin nor

counsel to any of the parties and have no interest in the

outcome of this action.

Dated this 17th day of November, 2011.

m /Q?/um..

Mia Perron, CVR-CM
Circuit Court Reporter
9th Judicial Circuit
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