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Davis & Floyd, Inc., Republic Contracting Corporation, S&ME, Inc.,
The South Carolina Department of Transportation and The City of Georgetown, .... . Defendants,
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The South Carolina Department of Transportation and The City of -Georgetown
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"DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE
INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellant proposes the following to be included in the Record on Appeal:
Pleadings, memoranda, briefs, affidavits, etc.

Complaint of Appellant, Georgetown County (County);

Amended Complaint of County; 1

Answer of Respondent, South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT);
Answer of Respondent, City of Georgetown (City).

County’s Motion for Summary Judgment filed May 2, 2014;

Affidavit of George A. Sembos, P.E., filed May 2, 2014;

County’s Memorandum in Support of its Motion for Summary Judgment (with
Exhibits) dated August 5, 2014, filed August 25, 2014;

8. SCDOT’s affidavit and deposition designations submitted in opposition to County’s
Motion for Summary Judgment, dated generally August 5, 2014, filed August 7,
2014;

NonhkwWD =



9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

SCDOT’s Memorandum in Opposition to County’s Motion for Summary Judgment
(with exhibits) dated August 6, 2014, filed August 7, 2014;

Affidavit of Lane Mixon dated August 5, 2014;

Supplemental Affidavit of George A. Sembos, P.E., filed August 25, 2014,
Georgetown’s Brief in Support of its Motion for Summary Judgment, dated
September 5, 2014, filed September 17, 2014;

SCDOT’s Supplemental Memorandum in Opposition to County’s Motion for
Summary Judgment dated September 5, 2014;

City’s Brief on Legal Issue of Whether Georgetown County Can Assert an Inverse
Condemnation Claim dated September 5, 2014;

Georgetown’s Reply Brief dated December 17, 2014, filed December 29, 2014;
SCDOT’s Response Brief dated February 13, 2015, filed February 20, 2015;

City’s Brief in Oppesition to Georgetown’s Motion for Summary Judgment dated
April 28, 2015, filed April 28, 2015;

Notice of Motion and Motion to Reconsider, Alter or Amend, Pursuant to Rule 59(e),
dated November 10, 2015, filed November 13, 2015.

Orders.

L.

2.

Order dismissing Georgetown’s inverse condemnation claim, dated November 4,
2015, filed November 12, 2015;

Order denying Georgetown’s Rule 59(e), SCRCP, motion dated January 3, 2017,
filed January 17, 2017.

Transcripts.

1.
2.
3.

Transcript of August 7, 2014, hearing, pages 1 - 27;
Transcript of April 30, 2015, hearing, pages 1 — 37 and 70;
Transcript of August 5, 2016, hearing, pages 1 — 3, 6 — 13, and 37.



Rule 209 (¢). SCACR Certification

I hereby certify that this Designation of Matter contains no matter which is irrelevant to

this appeal.

May 11, 2017
Columbia, South Carolina

~

Respectfully submitted,

CALLISON TIGHE & ROBINSON, LLC

. Lang, ; SC Bar 3127
Louislang@callisontighe.com
George A. Taylor, SC Bar 100245
georgetaylor@callisontighe.com
W. Taylor Stanley, SC Bar 101377
taylorstanley@callisontighe.com
Post Office Box 1390

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-1390
Telephone: 803-404-6900
Facsimile: 803-404-6902
Attorneys for the Appellant




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals @ E@Tﬁ}mf
APPEAL FROM GEORGETOWN COUNTY MAY 12 2017
Court of Common Pleas . .
| SC Court of Appesls
The Honorable Larry B. Hyman, Jr., Circuit Court Judge
Case No. 2013-CP-22-01062
Appellate Case No. 2017-000234
GEOTZELOWIL COUILY, .veuverveererrieieririertesiesieseeesstesaesseesesssesessesaesensassessasssassessessanseaseeseenes Appellant,

Davis & Floyd, Inc., Republic Contracting Corporation, S&ME, Inc.,
The South Carolina Department of Transportation and The City of Georgetown, .... Defendants

Of whom

The South Carolina Department of Transportation and The City of Georgetown

ATC...vreveeeeerrenneraeenrensseennessessensseenas ettt et a et r ettt e e Rt e b et e satesbe et eenrennean Respondents.
PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of the following as indicated hereinbelow, via email,

and by mailing a copy of same on the date below by First Class United States Mail, postage
prepaid, addressed to the following:

DOCUMENTS SERVED: APPELLANT’S INITIAL BRIEF, APPENDIX AND
DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL



PARTIES SERVED:

Kent T. Stair, Esquire

J. Patrick Norris, Esquire

Paul E. Sperry, Esquire

Carlock Copeland & Stair, LLP

40 Calhoun Street, Suite 400

Charleston, SC 29401

kstair@carlockcopeland.com
pnorris@carlockcopeland.com
psperry@carlockcopeland.com

ATTORNEYS Fi OR DEFENDANT, DAVIS & FLOYD, INC.

Brent M. Boyd, Esquire

Murphy & Grantland, PA

P.O. Box 6648

Columbia, SC 29260

bboyd@murphygrantland.com

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT, REPUBLIC CONTRACT ING
CORPORATION

R. Davis Howser, Esquire

Howser Newman & Besley, LLC

Post Office Box 12009

Columbia, SC 29211

rdhowser@hnblaw.com

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT, S&ME, INC.

Lisa A. Reynolds, Esquire

Anderson Reynolds & Stephens, LLC

Post Office Box 87

Charleston, SC 29402

Ireynolds@arslawsc.com

ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT,THE SOUTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

David Morrison, Esquire

Morrison Law Firm, LLC

7453 Irmo Drive, Suite B

Columbia, SC 29212

david@dmorrison-law.com

ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT THE CITY OF

"GEORGETOWN
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Crystal (Z)Smlth Legal %retary

May 12, 2017
Columbia, South Carolina .



