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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ~ Civil Action No.2014-CP-40-7022
Johnny Mack Thacker,
Plaintiff,
VS.

Dawonna Tremaine Dawkins and Original
Blue Ribbon Taxi Cab Corporation,

Defendants.

\_/V\./\./\./\./\/\./vv\./\_/\./\—/\_/

THIS MATTER came before the Court for a jury trial on February 1.1, 2016. Present‘and
appearing pro se was the Plaintiff, Johnny Mack Thacker and attorneys for Defendant Dawonna
Tremaine Dawkins, Charles A. Krawciyk, Esquire and Carl D. Hiller, Esquire. Prior to trial,
Defendant Blue Ribbon Taxi Cab Corporation was dismissed from the action-by way of Partial
Summary Judgment. The case proceeded to trial and the Court heard testimony from Plaintiff and his
chiropractor, Kaycie Hartley, DC. Upon conclusion of the Plaintiff’s case, Defendant Dawkins
moved for a directed verdict on Plaintiff’s allegations of personal injury and punitive damages on the
grounds, inter alia, that Plaintiff had failed to provide any evidence to show that the alleged injuries
he suffered were directly and proximately related to the automobileaaccident that was the subject of
this action and that Plaintiff had failed to provide any evidence that Defendant Dawkins’ actions
were grossly negligent, willful, or reckless. Aftei consideraiion of the pleadings, testimony, evidence
submitted by all parties, and the arguments of the Plaintiff and Defendant Dawkins’ counsel,'ancli the
laws of the state of South Carolina, for the reasons set forth below, the Court concludes that
Defendant’s Motion for a Directed Verdict should be granted.

This case stems from an automobile accident involving Plaintiff and Defendant Dawkins
occurring on June 25, 2014 on Forest brive in Columbia, South Carolina. At trial, Defendant
Dawkins, through her counsel, admitted that she was negligent in causing the accident, and, as a
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result of her negligence, Plaintiff’s vehicle suffered a cenain-amount of damage that should be
determined by the jury. Defendant Dawkins denied that any alleged personal injury suffered by the
Plaintiff was causally related to the accident occurrihg on June 25, 2014 and denied that her conduct
was grossly negligent, willful, or reckless.

Plaintiff, in his own testimony provided no evidence that his medical bills or other monetary
damages were related to tﬁe June 25, 2016 accident. He provided no proof of continuing or
permanent injury or that any injury suffered was casually related to the accident in question. Iﬁstead
Pllaintiff called his chiropractor, Kaycie Hartley, DC as a witness regarding his alleged bodily
injuries. Dr. Hartley testifiéd that Pla;;tiff was under her care between July 1, 2014 and September
1>1, 2014 and that he had received chiropréctic adjustments during that time period. At no time was
Dr. Hartley qualified by the court as an expert, and she provided no testimony that Plaintiff’s alleged
injuries and the resulting care provided by her were a direct and proximate result of the autoﬁobile
accident occurring on June 25, 2014. “When the opinions of medical experts are relied upon to
establish causal connection of negligence to injury, the proper test to be applied is that the expert
must, with reasonable certainty, state that in his professional opinion the injuries complained of most
probably resulted from the alleged negligence of the defendant™. Armstrong v. Weiland, 267 S.C. 12,

225 S.E.2d 851 (1976). Dr. Hartley was not qualified as an expert and gave no opinion as to the

cause of any injuries, the necessity of the treatment or any other opinion regarding the accident and

its rclz'i‘tionshipi’toVeind injuiies or trealment provided to PluAiutiff‘.-As such Plaintiff failed to provide
any evidence to‘ show that the alleged injuries’)he suffered were direétly and proximately related to
the automobile accident that was the subject of this.aclion.

In South Carolina, punitive damages are awarded to punish the wrongdoer and deter similar
reckless, willful, wanton, or malicious conduct in the future. Clark v. Cantrell, 339 S.C. 369, 378,
529 S.E.2d 528, 533 (2000). A party seeking punitive damages carries “the highest burden of proof

known to the civil law.™ Austin v. Specialty Transp. Services, Inc., 358 S.C. 298, 313, 594 S.E.2d
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867, 875 (Ct. App. 2004) (citing S.C. Code Ann. § 15-33-135). Accordingly, “[plunitive damages
can only be awarded where the blaintiff proves by clear and convincing evidence the defendant’s
misconduct was willful, wanton, or in reckless disrlegard of the plaintiff’s rights.” Id. Plaintiff
testified that he had no knowledge of Ms. Dawkins® actions leading up to the accident. He testified
that he did not observe Ms. Dawkins pull into his lane or strike his vehicle. Plaintiff provided no
teétimony that Defendant’s.actions were willful, wanton, grossly negligent or in reckless disregard of
the plaintiff’s rights. As there was no testimony regarding her actions, Plaintiff failed to meet his
burden for seeking punitive damages.

With id‘i‘rected verdicts entered for Plaintiff's personal_injury and punitive damages claims,
and the Defendant admitting liability, the question of property damage went to the jury for
determination. The jury deliberated and returned a verdict in favor of the Plaintiff in the amount of
four hundred and fifty dollars ($450.00).

It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that a Directed Verdigt be entered
for the Defendant on Plaintiff>s claims for personal injury and punitive damages and that a judgment
be entered in favor of the Plaintiff in the amount of four hundred and fifty dollars ($450.00:) for

property damage.

IT IS SO ORDERED. E ' [

Presiding Judge

9»/&3 ,2016

Columbia, South Carolina




