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ARGUMENTS .IN REPLY
Reply to Respondent’s Statement of the Case
The Appellant is inagreement with the Respondents Statement of the case whichis.
substantally the samo as thatof the Appelfant
| Reply to the Respondent’s Staternent of Facts
The Appellant stands by its Statement of facts in its inifcial brief. The Appellant
-denies z,ﬂaaxéhe ~w,as..levfie*tedikbeeause.feff_ apy-illegal act on the rented premisesiand.WOuld' -
:_a;“Sl‘lO‘W that wh:de laer SO WaS: arrested for: ]llegal drugs the real :reason f@:r her~e'v1ct10n t\ywas;‘l w
.' her lawsult ﬁled in this case. ROA pe. 130 Ins 22 - 25. |
Further, the Appellant yvould show that while the Respondent had a notification
~procedure for reporting -maintenanee,_;reg:lueSts, the_-Respondenti also:took maintenanee:
: reques‘cs by: '_t‘_ele*pllcj)_ne_gnd? p-lfiose‘_regnests:vx_z;ere;.nqt-v always written down by th_e;
Respondent. 'ROA pgs. 161 — 162. | | |
The Respondent alleges that the Appellant made an unrelated work order which did
mot 'imelude;the defects ion the ';?stairwell ' ‘HdWeve’r‘ it we‘ulvdlha\"f'.e' beenzredundam 16 place
‘_the stan’s in- the work order When the Respondent a]ready }knew abont the Appellanf'
prior Verbal request The Appellant would show that the stalrwells were troublesome in
many of the units so there was an ever standing request by her and many tenants to repair
-the stairs. ROA pe: l65lns 6= 25 and pg. 166:In. 1.
: Reply to the;R"espon_‘d e,lrtf-"‘s:_;S‘_tajnda-rd' of __Rev.i‘ew-
The Appellant is in agreement with the Respondent's Standard of Review which is
substantially the same as that of the Appellant. |
‘Reply to the Respondent’s -Ar!gnn{:em.i;ff .
The Appe]lam sﬁtands by. Khe arguments pmfered in his: bm»ef

Reply to the Respondent’s Argument I1



As it appears frorh the Respondent's brief that the Respondent has abandoned its
“assertion that the Appellant assumed he risk by using the only stairwell to cnter. her

apartrnen”heAppeHantﬁnd&the issue moot.

CONCLUSION
For the reasons stated in its brief, the Appellant respectfully requests that this
Court remand this case to the lower court for a trial on the issue of notice which is a

decision for:the jury..

: Respectfully submitted,
thnny E. (Watson

. Attorney for Appellant,
Crystal Faye Clark

Columbia, South Carolina -
Dated: November 28, 2016



