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Interrogatory to
STERLING
. #3
Identify each and

Sterling’s Original Résponse: |

Sterling’s Supplemental

Response

- | Judge Dickson’s.
| ORDER (f32)

| Current Status

every owner,
member, officer
of your
corporation
presently and at
the time.of

Mildred Watkins”

residency. State
1n detail any:
relationship,
(blood, marriage,
-and/ot
contractual), you
have with any
other co-
defendant, their
officers, owners,
‘members, agents

| -and/or employees ‘

Original Response:
Robert W. Hagan is the sole

owner and managing member of

Guardian Resources, LLC. Mr.

Hagan was also the solé owner

and president of Sterling
Healthcare, Inc., before Sterling
ceased doing business. Sterling
and Guardian have no
relationship. Sterling's
relationship to Country Wood
was contractual, the details of
which are set forth in the
Consulting Agreement produced
herewith.

[ First S'u‘kpplems:nta_l,Re's;p,on‘s‘e:- B

1/13/17:

Defendantrefers Plaintiff to
its original response to.

Interrogatory 3, which

Defendant stats is the full
and complete response to
isame:

| Defendant Sterling:is
1 hereby Ordered to
| completely and fiilly:
respond to
Interrogatory #3 in its
| entirety.

"Defendant has still failed to

sources, Sterling is still doing

answer this iritérrogatory, despite

the Order of Judge Dickson.
According fo government

business, and business ori behalf
of Countrywood. ‘Government
sources also reflect that
Defendant Sterling has officers
other than Robert Hagan.

Record on Appeal-Page|485

Defendant has failed to ’a‘ns’.\-Jver'

this Interrogatory:

No other supplement or informatior
hasbeen provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




Interrogatory to
STERLING
#4

‘Sterling’s Original
Response:

,Sferling’s_ Sup"‘ple‘méntai 'Respénses:-i

(ﬂ33)

Current Status

Identify all
insurance companies
which provide any
type of liability
insurance coverage,
jncludmg but not
limited to first party
liability policies,
self-insured
retention policies,
liability policies
covering individual
employees; owners,
members,
'shareholders orkey
individuals; and/or
policies-of excess

" and/or unibrella.
coverage, and set
forth the numbers of
policies involved,
the policy period
dates, and the
amounts of liability:
insurance coverage
provided ifi these
policies, including
any deductibles.

'Original Response;
Defendant objects to

Interrogatory No. 2 to

the extent.it calls for

information that
constitutes a legal
conclusion. Deferidant
further objects on the
grounds that
Interrogatory No. 2
seeks information
regarding this
Defendant's insurer's
attitudes towards

questions of coverage,
‘which is neither relevant
nor reasonably

calculated ito lead to:the

discovery ¢f admissible
evidence. Ballard v.

Allegheny Airlines Inc.,

54 FR.D: 67(ED. Pa.

1972). SubJect to and

without waiying the
foregoing objection,
Defendant refers
Plaintiff to documents
produced herewith, but
states that, for purposes
of this claim, Defendant
1s sélf-insured.

1%t Supplemental Response:

Defendant renews each ofits

objections to this Interro gatory set forth
in its Original Response above.
Subject to and without Wa1vmg these

objections, Defendant is in the process

of obtalnmg Certificates of Insurance

facility and will supplement this

Iesponse upon receipt.

Second Supplemental Response:
Defendant:is in the'process of obtaining

Certificates of Insurance for policies in

place during Decedent’s residency and
will supplement this Respense upon

receipt.

- Third Supplemental Response

7/8/17: None.

T Defendant Sterling is hereby-'

Ordered to completely and
fully respond to

Interrogatory #4.

| Additionally, this order
specifically directs the

| Defendants to produce and
for policies.in place: during Decedent’s | all irisurance documents,

resxdency at Defendant County Wood’s | policies, endorsements,

declarations pages, etc.

‘which provide coverage of

any type to any or all 6f the.
Defendant’s owriers,

members, shareholder, key

employees, etc: 1ncludmg

but not limited to. Robert.
| Hagari.

Likewise? no insurance

produced related to

No instirance mformatxon
has been produced b Yy

Sterling. In the 7/5/17
response, they now
indicate that Sterling has
no insurance.

information has been
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Robert Hagan, owner of
all defendant companies,
despite Judge Dickson’s

‘Order:.

No other supplement of

insurance information has
been provided, for Sterlmg.

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE




Interrogatory to
STERLING
#5

Sterling’s Original
Response:

‘ Sferling’s,Supple‘mjentalvRésponses:

Judge ljick'sori"s".ORD_ER
934

‘Current Status

If you contend that
'some other person or
legal entity is, in
whole or in part
liable to you or the
party asserting a
claim against you in .
this matter and you
conténd that said
person or éntity
should be made a
party to this lawsuit,
identify such persor
or entity, describe
the basis of said

| liability, arid identify

the name 4nd current:

address of each

| witness ' who can

| testify-to each fact
| you rely upon for
said. contention

Original Response:

Defendant objects to the

Interrogatory to the
extent it seeks the
mental impressions,
thought processes,
and/or legal theories of"
counsel, which are:

privileged from

production. Subject to

and without waiving the.
foregoing 6bjection,
Defendant contends that
any of Decedent's

medigalspro\iid‘er‘s
outside Country Wood.

could have caused the:
alleged injuriés that are

the subject of Plaintiffs
claims, inc_:‘ludin’g_', but,
not lirnited to, Palmetto:

Health Richland, Capital
' City Ambulance, and.
| Regional Ambulance
- Service. Defendarit

| reserves the right to

| Fir‘ét;F:Suppl'ementAal Response:

Defendant renews, its objections to this
interrogatory as stated in its Original
Response above. Subject to and
without waiving these- objections, see:
Defendant Country Wood’s

S_.u.pplernental response to [nte:rogato_ry '
#3 served simultaneously herewith.

*CW’s Second Supplemental
Responsé to INT. #3 states: -
Deferidant renews its ij:ec_tl.ons to this

iiiterrogatory as stated in its Original

Response-above. Subject to and

without waiving these objections,

Defendant. agam states that dlscovery is
still ongoing in this matter and does not -

have:any additional discoverable.

information to disclose at'this tiime.

Defendant reserves the right and will

supplement this Response in )
accordance with the South Carolina

Rules. of Civil Procedure if and when.

any-discoverable information is.

obtained by Defendant.

Defendant is "héreby Ordered
to-completely and fully.
respond to Interrogatory #5

inits entirety. Additionally,
| this Order specifically

| directs the Defendants to
‘point to specific evidence in

support of theirallegations

that-other individuals and/or |
| ‘entities are responsible for
“the Plaintiff’s injuries and
| Death and/or to admit.that
| there are liable parties to this |
“matter other than those
~already named in this
litigation.

| received from Sterling, d

No additional response

-Pagd 487

Judge Dickson’s Order.

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE

Record on Appeal

| supplement this

| Response-in accordance
| with the South Carolina

‘Rules of Civil Procedure
| as discoveryin this case
proceeds. I




Interrogatory to
STERLING
#6

Sterling’s Original |

Response: 11/14/2014

| Sterling’s Supplemental Responses:

‘Judge Dickson’s ORDER
(135)

| Current Status

Give the names and
- address of each
person known to the
parties or counsél to
- bea witness
concerning the facts
| of'the case.and/or
that you intend to
call ds a witness at
' the trial of this case.
For each person
known te. the parties
_or counsel to be a
“witness; sef forth a
- surnmary sufficient
to inform the other
| party of the
importarnt facts
known to be
observed by such
Wwitness, indicate

has been taken from
said party or
witness, and provide
-a copy of any
‘Wwritten or~re‘éordcd
Statements taken.

Original Response:

Defendant objects to
Interrogatory No. 6 on
the ground that it is
vague, ‘overly broad,
unduly burdensome, and
oppressive and thereby
exceeds the scope of the

South Carolina Rules of

Civil Procedure.
Defendant objects to
Interrogatory No. 4 to
the extent it seeks
disclosure of
information privileged
and/or protected from.
disclosure as attorney
work product, attorney-

| client privileged

{ infoimation, and/or
| information prepared in -
‘whether a statenient |

anticipation of litigation.

| Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing
| objections; Defendant

Sterling ceased doing
business prior to
decedent’s residency at
Defendant Country
Wood’s facility and
doés not possess
information responsive

' to Interrogatory 36.

1* Supplemental Response:
Defendant renews each of'its
objections to this Interrogatory as set

forth:in its Original Response above.

Defendant furthier states that it did not
provide medical or skilled nursing
services to Decedent or any other
resident at Defendant Country Wood’s
facility -and Was not otherwise.
responsible for employment, staffing,
or hiring decisions; therefore it hasno

; mformatwn__resp_onswe to this
i Interrogatory.

Defendant Sterlmg is hereby

Ordered to completely and
fully respond to
Interrogatory #4.

Additionally, this Order

specifically directs the
Defendants to provide the
names of'any and all

witnesses tothis matter, and

specifically; all individuals

who provided any care,

treatment, or services to the
Plaintiff while she was a
resident of Countrywood,
includirig but not limited to
those individuals listed in
Plaintiff’s Memorandur.
Defendant is further Ordered
to provide employee-files for

these individuals, including
but not limited to those

individuals listed in

Plaintiff’s Memorandum,

and to obtain the employee
files from indep endent and
contracted individuals and

companies. Defendant is
also-ordered to provide
complete and un-redacted
contracts between the
Defendants and independent.

contractors and companies

providing; services to
Country Wood and its.
patients during the period of
Plaintiff’s residency:

this Interrogatory:.

It is remarkable that

©
!
v
Second Supplemental :":3
Response: 1/13/17 a
Defendant has no ©
information responsive tos.

Sterling is unawsre of a
witness whatsoever to a ‘
fact in this case when they

Recdrd on Ap

hired the employees.

No other supplerent or

insurance-information | has
been provided for Sterling.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




Interrogatory to

Sterling’s Original

Sterling’s Supplemental

J udg.ev Dickson’s

Clurrent:Status

Sterling | Response: Response ‘ORDER ({36) o
#8 | . <
Tdentify all Original Responsé: First Supplemental

photographs, plats,
sketches, videotapes,
_ audlotapes pictures,
nursing home
records, nursmg
home bills,
- drawings, artist’s
' renditions, x:rays,
ultrasounds,
" diagrams, notes,
| measurements,,
statements, plats,
laboratory: slides,
laboratory
specimens, or
laboratory “cuts”,
electronic data files,
jpg files, data
emails, web pages,
brochures,

| information packets, -

or'other documents.
or materials now:or
| previously in
_\éossession-, custody’
or control of'the

‘to any claim or
defense in the case
and produce a-copy
ot each.

Defendant objects to
| Interrogatory' No. 8 on the

| ground that itis vague,

| overly broad, unduly

| burdensome, and oppressive
| and thereby exceeds the

scope of the South Carolina
Rules of
Civil. Procedure. Defendant

“objects fo Interrogatory No.
| 8 to the extent it seeks

| disclosure of information

| privileged and/or protected
- from disclosure as attorney
. work product, attorney-

| client privileged
information, and/or

- information prepared in.

' anticipation of litigation.

- Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing.

| objections, Defendant

| Sterling ceased doing

| business prior to decedent’s: :
. residency at Defendant

- Country Wood’s facility
Defendant that relate | and does not posséssion
“information resporisive to
Interrogatory #8.

' Response: 5/18/15

' Defendant renews its:

_objections to this

Interrogatory as stated inits

Original Response above.
Defendant further states that it

did not provide medical or

skilled nursing services to

Decedent and was not

| otherwise responsible for the
- employment, ‘stafﬁ'\x';g’,;pr »
hiring decisions at Defendant

County Wood’s facility.,

| Subject to and without

waiving these-objections,
Defendant is in the process of
locating payroll information
for the individuals who:

- rendered care to Decedent
| during'herresidency at

Defendant County Woods’
facility and will supplement

| this Response upon receipt:

Second Suppleniental

| Response 1/13/17:

| Defendant does not: Possess
| information responsiveto.

| Interrogatory #8.

Defendarit Sterhng
is hereby Ordered
to comipletely and
fully respond to:

Interrogatory #8in
its entirety. The

Order: mcludcs, buif -

is not limited to
the productiosi of

all. payroll récords
for all individuals

working at

Country Wood
during the period
of Plaintiff’s

residency:,

| Sterling. No payroll information for the
' individuals who rendered care to the:

| Plaintiff have been produced. This'was
| promised in May 2015, over 2 years ago,

-RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLET:

No othet supplement has been provxded b

AppeaI-Page

N
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whether the person was/is.
employed by the Defendant. If
 that person is not presently

| employed by the Defendant,
state the person’s last known

 address and present

" employment, if kriowni.
Furthermore, please identify
each and every nitirse, nurses’
aide and/or CNA, who cared in
any way for Mildred Watkiris
but whose name does not appear

“1n the chart or medical records
and state.if that person was/is
employed by the Deferidant. If
that person is not presently

“employed by the Defendant,
state the person’s last known
address and present
employment, if known.

~and without waiving the
foregoing objection,

Defendant Sterling ceased
doing business prior to
decedent’s residency at
Defendant Country
Wood’s facility and does

not possession information
responsive to Intérrogatory

#9

“involvement with the

care: and treatmernt of the

“decedent. The Court

ordexs that the

| employment status, last
- known address and

. present employment be
provided for all

individuals who had any
involvement with the
decadent during her
residency and that
complete €riployment
files be provided for the

" same. This .'_Order
| includes, but is not.

limited to the list of
individuals provided by

f Plaintiff in her
| Memorandum.

| INCOMPLETE

Interro_gat(')'ry to"ST.ERLING S"térlﬁih'g"s Qt}igina_l: Stérlihg’s‘ Judge Dickson’s Current Statis,
#9 Response: Supplemental | ORDER (37) S
. Response . N _ <
. , Original Résponse: First . | Defendant Sterling is | No other supplement or further . %
For each employee of the ‘Defendant objects to Supplemental | hereby.Ordered to information: has been provided by =
Defendant or person working at | Inteiro gatory No. Yon the | Response: completely and fully | Sterling. =
the Defendant’s skilled nursing ground that it is vague, Defendant has not | respond to Initeri gatory | The Plaintiff remains without o
facxhty, who filled out any -overly broad, unduly information. #9 inits entirety. These | information ordered by Judge f,f'
portion of, signed, or initialed | burdensome, and responsive to this | interrogatories relate to | Dickson. c
the medical tecords of Mildred oppressive and thereby réquest. | ertiployee, : .g
- Watkins when she was a “exceeds the scope of the | administrators, S
resident, identify the person, the: | South Carolina Rules of | consultants, and contract | RESPONSE REMAINS o
official title or position, and Civil Procedure. Subject to | workers who had any o




Interrogatory to | Sterling’s Original Sterling’s Supplemental Judge Dickson’s | Current Status
STERLING | Response: Response  ORDER (938): *
#12 . . |
State the name, most Original Response: First Supplemental Response "Defendant ' No employment status information

current or last
known address;
social security
number; professional
license/registration
-famber, title:and
dates employed for
each individual who
reported any
accident, injury, or
change in-condition
of Mildred Watkins
- to her family and/or
physician as well as
the date, time.and
“method of'this
notification.

| Defendant Stérling ceased.
, domg business prior to
' Decedent’s residency at

Defendant County Weod’s

| facility; therefore, it has nio ”
| documerits responsive to this
- Interrogatory.

5/18/15:
Defendant further statesthat it did
not provide medical or skilled

nursing services to- Defendarit and

was not otherwise resporisible for
employment, staffiig, or hiring at
Defendant Country Wood’s facility;
therefor€, it has not documents
responsive to this Interrogatory.

Second Supplemental
Response: 1/13/17

Defendant has no information

responsive to this
Interrogatory

Sterling is
hereby Ordered
to completely

and fully
respond to
Interrogatory

#12, 14, 15,28,
42,48, and 49 in
their entirety.

3

last known ¢ontact: mfonnatlon -ete,

has been provided for any

employees. Sterling was directly

involved with hiring of employees
according to records prev1ously
produced. Thus, they should be in

possession of this information.

The Plaintiff remains without
information ordered by Judge
Dickson.

No other supplement or further
information has been provided by
Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS.

INCOMPLETE
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claim made
against you or
your
- representatives
for any reason set
foith for each: the
| claimant’s . or

| party’s name and

| address; the

I attorney’s name.
“and address; the

| -date.of'the
uniderlying:
occurrence; the
‘date you were
notified of'the.
same; the
iltimate:
'resolutio,n(;. and a
<opy of'each
Summons-and
Complaint and
Answerserved if
suit was filed.

unduly burdensome, and
oppressive and thereby exceeds
the scope of the ‘South Carolina
Rules of

Civil Procedure. Defendant
objects to Interrogatory No. 14

| on the ground that it seeks
irrelevant, immaterial
_information that is riot likelyto
lead to the discovery of

. admissible evidence at trial.
Specifically, Interrogatory No.

14 dogs not specify the natire of

the lawsuits about which'it seeks ,
| information, and to the extent it
:seeks. information: regarding

lawsuits similarto the instart

0n€, such

information constitutes prior or
Subsequent events, which is
neither relevant nor reasonably
calculated to Tead to the
discovery of admissible
evidence. Furthermore, such
information is equally available

| to Plaintiff by searching courts*

publicly available records.

is overly broad because it is riot
narrowly tajlored to the issués in this
case. Plaintiffiis not entitled to
information on every lawsuit filed
against Defendant (if any) of every
nature. Defendant will consider
supplementing this

Response uponreceipt of a narrowly
tailored request. from Plaintiff,

Second Supplemental Response:
1/13/17:

In light of the recent discovery
Order'of Judge Dickson,

. Defendant is in the process of
-identifying arid collecting
responsive documents to this
Reguest; but as the requested
documeitation is not tailored 4s to

issues; Defendant requires

| additional time to locate, review,
and produce the requested )
information: Defendant will

timely supplément this Response

as such docuimentation is located.

Third Supplemental Response:
7I5M17: Upon information and
belief, none.

respond to

[nterrogatory

#12, 14 15, 28,

42,48, and 49

in their entirety.

research this issue, as & cursory

| Interrogatory to, Sterling’s Original Response: | Sterling’s Supplemental Responise | J udge Current Status N
STERLING ' Dickson’s ~
#14 n | ORDER (38) | >
If you have, Original Response: First Supplemental Reépo'r‘x'sg: | Deferidant Defendant has still failed to g
within the past Defendant objects to. Defendant renews each of its objections Sterling is answer this interrogatory, despite
ten (10) years, Interrogatory No. 14 on the to this Interrogatory as set hereby Ordered the Order of Judge Dickson.
been involved in ground that it is vague, overly forth in its Original Response above to completely
litigation or had a broad, and states again that the Interro gatory | and fully Likewise, Defendant apparently

made little to no effort to

search.of litigation involving
Defendant Sterling revealed
several cases in the 10 year
period, including cases pending
in Georgia, Délaware, and
Florida. Interestingly, the. A
Delaware :ca'se*rfevééI:S: that
Defendatit Stérling was

Record on Appe

| sanctioned by the Court for
| failing to comply with discovery.

The Plaintiff should not be. required
| search every .court in every state for .
{ documents respornsive to this: reqiie:
| This matter was addressed, by. Judge
| Dickson and Defendant was ordére
to'produce this information and has
| repeatedly failed to do so.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE




Control Licensing
and/or
Certification
Division, Long-
Term Care.

- Ombudsmar,
licensing:

board(s), etc.) of

any Complaint

: contammg

| allégations of
resident. abuse,

| neglect, injuries,
| or

misappropriation |

. of resident’s

“property which.
the Defendant
have reported or
have knowledge
of related to
Country Wood
since January 1,
2005.

the scope of the South Carolina

Rulesof’
Civil Procedure. Defendant

- objects to Interrogatory No. 15

on the ground that it seeks

| irrelevant, iminaterial

i information that is not likely to
lead to the: dlscovery of

| admissible evidence at trial.

| Subjectto and without waiver ¢f -
| the foregoing objectisiis,

- Défendant Sterlmg ceased domg
‘business prior to- Decedent’s
residency at Deferidant Country
Wood’s facility:and dees not

possess inforination responsive
to. Interrogatory No. 15.

i

resident to: Deferdant Country Wood’s
facility and was not otherwise
responsible for employment, staffing or
hiring decisions at Defendant County
Wood’s facility; therefore, it has no-
inforination responsive to. this
Interrogatory.

| Second Supplemental Response:
- 1/13/117:

- Defendant Has nio information
 responsive.to this Interrogatory:

#12,14, 15,28
|42, 48, and 49

the operator 6f the Countx ywood

FH

facility.

| Interrogatory to | Sterling’s Original Response: | Sterling’s Supplemental Response Judge Current Status
STERLING Dickson’s P
. #15 A ORDER (938) , ~
State the date, Original Response: First Supplemental Response Defendant Defendant has still failed to >
nature, method. Defendant objects to Deferidant fénews: each -ofits objections. | Sterling is. answer this interrogatory, desp1te£
and agency Interrogatory No. 15 onthe. to this Interrogatory as set hereby Ordered | the Order of Judge Dickson. =
notified ground that it is vague, overly forth in its:Original Response above. | to comipletely L
(Department of | broad, Defendant further states that it did not | and fiilly Defendant Sterling is notéd on. <
Health and unduly burdensome, and provide medical orskilled nursing’ | respond to miultiple government documents . S
Environmental oppressive and thereby exceeds | services to Decedent or- any other | Interrogatory mcludmg recent ones, as being -
3
o

Defendant should be aware of and i
possession or control of this

information.

RESPONSE REMAINS
{ INCOMPLETE




Invterz.‘oga':to ry to
STERLING
#28

Sterling’s Original Res__‘p.‘onse:,

Sterling’s S’ﬁp;ﬁul’emental': Response

Judge

Dickson’s
ORDER{({38)

| Current.Status

“For the period of |

{ Mildred Watkins’
residency,

| identify each and
every contract

| with individuals

| orentities other
-than a.co-
defendant which:
rélates in any way
to.any
management
‘duties, consulting:
' duties,

" administrative

| duties, patient
care-dutiés or any

| other opération of

Country Wood
nursing center
where Mildred
‘Watkins was a
resident.

Original Response:

_ Defendant Sterling ceased doing

‘business prior to Decedent's

| residency at.Defendant

- Country Wood’s facility:

Defendant did not provide
medical orskilled nursing

| services to-Decedent and. was not

resporisible for the employment,

hiring, and staffing at Defendant
Country Wood's fa0111ty
Defendant does not possess

| information responsive 16

| Interrogatory No. 28

A First S Supplemental Response
| 17137117z

Defendant has no information

responsive: to. this Request.

Defendant
Sterling is
hereby Ordered
to completely-
and fully

respond to

Interfogatory
#12, 14, 15,28,

42, 48, and 49
in their entirety:

| Defendant has still failed to
| answer this mterrogatory, despite

| the Order of Judge Dickson.

Defendant should be aware: of and
; possessmn or control of this
: information.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
| INCOMPLETE
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Intéri'oga't'ory to
STERLING-
#49'

- Sterling’s Original Response:

S'térling’s qu_p’lem’en‘tra'l' )

'ReSp,Onse

Judge Dickson’s
ORDER ({38)

| Current Status

Detail your'
contention.of how
the Plaintiff’
Sustained the
injiiries: described
in the Complaint
which ultimately
resulted in her
death and stafe
specifically and
in detail what the:
claim or
‘contention.of the
defendant will be-
regarding any
cause or
ccontributing
cause of the
injuries and
ultimate death of
the decedent,
including a

statemrient in
detail ofthe facts
or information
upon which this

- contention is

- based

Original Response:

Defendant objectsto.
Interrogatory No.49 to the extent
that it-calls for an expert medical

opinion. Defendant objects to-

Interrogatory No. 49 on the
grounds it seeks disclosure of
information privileged and/or

protected from disclosure as

attorney work product, attorney-

client privileged

information, and/or information

prepared in anticipation of

litigation. Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing objection,
Defendant Sterling ceased doing

business prior to Decedent's

residency at Defendant Country
Wood's facility. Defendant did
not provide medical or skilled

nursing services to Decedent and

was not respornsible for the

employment, hiring, and staffing

at Defendant Country Wood's

facility. Defendant specifically

reserves the right to rely upon,
facts and evidence discovered up
to and including the trial of this
case and will supplement its
Response to Interrogatory No.
49 in accordance with the South
Carblina Rules of Civil

' Procédure,

First Supplemental Response;'

1/13717:.
D.efendant has no additional

discoverable information to

disclose at this fime: As:

discovery is-ongoing,
Defendant will suppletment

this Response in accotrdance
with the South Carolina »
Rules of Civil Procedure if

and when any discoverable
information is obtained by

Deferidant.

Defendant Sterhng is
| hereéby Ordered to.

| comipletely and fully
| respond to
| Interrogatory #12, 14,
| 15, 28,42, 48, and
| 49 in their entirety:

- Deéfendant has still failed to
|-answer this intérrdgatory, despite

the:Order of Judge Dickson.

:RESPONS'E‘REMAI_NS
INCOMPLETE.
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RFEPD to ‘Sterling’s Original | Sterling’s Supplemental Judge Dickson®s | Current Status
STERLING Response: ' | Response ORDER (941)
#2
| Copies:of any and Defendant objects to First Suppleniental \.D.efend‘antfSte"rl_ihg' The only documents produced to date regardmg
all statements.given | Request No. 2 to the Response is hereby Ordered the relationship bétween the co-defendants is ofie
| by the Plaintiffs, extent it secks . Defendant further states: 10 completely and | contract for Guardian dated 201 land one ¢ontract
| Plaintiffs* family, disclosure of ' that'it did not provide 'fully respond to: | for:Sterling dated 2007. Plainfiffalse Has a one:

| and/or Defendant

which are in

possession of'the

Defendant or

| Defendant's

| attorney, whether

* written or recorded
on a tape recorder or
otherwise.

information
privileged and/or
protected from.
disclosure as
attorney work.
product, attorney-
client privileged
information, and/or
information prepared
in anticipation of
litigation. S.C. R.
Civ. P. 26(b)(3).
Subject to and
without waiving the
foregoing objection,

| Defendant Sterlmg .

| ceased doing

| business priorto:

 Decedent's residency

| at Defendant

{ Country Wood's

| facility and,

| therefore, does not

possess décuments

- Teésponsive to
Request No.2.

| medical or skilled nursing
-services to Decedent orany

other resident of 'D'efendant
Country Wood's facility
and ‘was not otherwise

| responsible for
| employment, staffing or
| hiring decisions at

Defendant Country Wood's

| facility; therefore; it has no

information responsive to
this Request.

' Second Supplemental
‘Request 1/13/17:

' Defendant has no
information.

tesponsive to this
request.

Request for.

| page Articles of Incorporation for-Guardian and
Production #2,3, 5, -

and 6In their
entirety.

| Sterling. No: other documents responsive to this-

request have.been produced, despite the specific

information requested and the Order of Judge
Dickson.

No: further response has been provided to this

request, in violation of Judge Dickson’s: Order.

No other supplement or information has been provide:

1 by Defendant.
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REPD to Steiﬁ[ihg’s Original Ster_liﬁgé;fsz Sﬁppiemental Judge Dickson’s Current Status
STERLING: - Response: Response ORDER (1[42)
#7 ’ . .
Copy of the ' Original Response: First Supplemental Response:

complete text,

including all

endorsements

| thereto, of'any

' insurance policy
which may be:
applicable to the
Plaintiffs’ claim.

‘ Defendant objects to this

Request to the extent it calls
for a legal conclusion.
Defendant further objects on

 the ground that it seeks

inforimation regardmg this

Defendarit's insurer's attitudes °

towards questions of coverage
which is neither relevant nor
likely to lead to the discovery
of admissible evidence. See
Ballard v. Allegheny Airlines,
Inc., 54 F.R.D. 67 (ED. Pa.
1972) Subject to and without
walving these objections,

Defendant is not aware of any

insurance policies in its name |

| that may be applicable to
Plaintiff's clairhs.

Defendant renews each of its

| objections to this Request as set
{ forth in its Original Response

| above. Subject to and without

| waiving these objections,

Defendant is in the process of
obtairing Certificates of

- Insurance for policies in place:
during Decedent’s residency ard.

will supplement this response
upon receipt.

Second Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:

| Defendant is in the process of
| obtaining Certificates of

Insurance for policies in place
during Decedent’s: residency and

| will supplement this response
upon receipt.

Defendant Sterhng 1s
hereby Ordered to
completely and fully
respond to Request
for Production #7.
Additionally, this
Order specifically
directs the
Defendantsto
produce any and all
insurance documents;

kl

policies,

endorsements,
declarations pages,

etc, which provide
coverage of any type.
to any or all of the

defendants, owners,

mermbefs,
shareholders, key

employees, etc.,

including but not
limited to Robert
Hagan.

Defendant has still failed to

" atiswer this Réquest and has
| failed to produce any
| information related to insurance

covering Sterling and/or Robert

| Hagan.

| This is a standard discovery

request. Information has been

requested for three years and has
| yet to be received.

No other supplement or informatior
| has been provided by Defendant.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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REPD to

Countrywood’s' Original

Countrywood’s

Judge Dickson’s;

Current Status

STERLING ‘Response: Supplemental Response ORDER (419)
#17 B
All written or Original Response: First Supplemental Defendant Sterling is | Defendant has still failed to
electronic. Detfendant objects to Request No.. Response: hereby Ordered to | respond fully to this Request.
documetits;, 17 on the. ground that it is vague, Defendant renews its

including but not
limited to salary
nformation,
contracts, and
personriel files:
between the
Defendant and any
employee, agent;
owner, and/or
member of Country
Wood.

overly broad, unduly bugdcnéome,,
and oppressive and thereby
exceeds the scope of the South

Carolina Ruiles of” o
Civil Procedure: Defendant objects

to Request No. 17 on the ground
that it seeks irrelevant, inmmaterial
information that is not likely to

lead to the discovery of admissible |
evidence at trial. Defendant further -

objects to Request No. 17 ori the
grounds it requests confidential
information contained it personnel
files, which is not automatically
discoverable. Subject to and
without waiving the- foregoing

objections, Defendant Sterling.

ceased doing business prior to

4 Decedent’s residency at Defendant

County Wood’s facility.

| Furthermore, Defendant Sterling

did not provide'medical or skilled

. nursing services to Decedent and
otherwise was: not responsible for
the employment, hiring, and

staffing at Defendant Country
Wood’s facility. Defendant did
not employ any individuals

working at Defendant County

Wood’s facility.

objections to. this Request 4s.

stated in its Original
Respornise above Subject to
and without-watving these
oObjections, Defendant does
not have any responsive
documents.

Second Supplemental

| Response 1/13/17:
| Defendant has no
' information responsive

to this Request.

| completely and fully

respond to:Request
for Production #11,
12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21,

| 24,125,726, 34, 35, 38,
’;41 43,44, 67, 68 69,
1 70, 71 and 72 in their

entirety,

No payroll records, salary

information, etc. whatsoever
havebeen prov1ded forany
employee, owner, staff,
administrators, ete. , in-violation
of Judge Dickson’s Order.

No other supplement or informatior
has been provided by Defendant:

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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REPD to

Sterling’s Original |

Sterling’s Supplemental

Judge Dickson’s ORDER

Cixfrreﬁt ‘Status

STERLING Response: Response 943)
#18 . .
All writteri or | See Defendant's Objections | FirstS upplemental Defendant Sterling is hereby | Defendant has responded by
| electronic and Response to Request for Response: Ordered to completely and - referning Plaintiff to another
{ documients, | Production No. 17. See Deferidant's

_including but not
limited to salary

| information,

_contracts, and

. personnel files
‘between the
Defendant and any
employee, agent,
owner, and/or
member of

Defendant Sterling.

Supplemental Response to

Request for
Production No. 17

' Sécond
- Supplemental

Response 1/13/17:

| Defendant has fio
“information

| responsive to this
| Request.

| fully respond to Request for

Production #11, 12, 16, 17,

| 18,19, 21, 24, 25, 26,-34=,»3_<5;
138,41, 43, 44, 67, 68. 69,70,
{ 71, and 72 in their entirety

incomplete response; #17.
Defendant has still failed to
respond fully to this. Request.

No payroll tecords, salary
inforination, etc. whatsoever have
been provided for any employee;
ownet, staff, administrators, etc.,
in:violation of Judge Dickson’s
Order.

has'been provided by Defendaiit.

RESPONSE REMAINS

| INCOMPLETE
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REPD to STERLING

) Sterling’s Original

T Sterling’s supplﬁé‘iixent’é»l"

- includes, but is not limited
10,.any and all meeting
‘minutes or notes,
proposed budgets,
amended and/or revised
budgets, .and other items)
which des¢tibe how the
final appioved budget was.
developed and
implemmented. Produce
any docuthents pertaining
| to-outside companies,
entities, or individuals
who have any control or
input on budgets and
| financial decisions. and
identify said companies
and/or'individuals.

evidence at trial.
Records relating to

1 Defendant’s financial

condition are only

| relevant to Plaintiff’s
| claim for punitive

: damages, which sis.
 based solely upon the
|-rendering of medical

| 'and/or skilled: fursing
services at- Country

Wood. Defendant did

not and does not provide
such services to any

resident of Country
Wood, including

Decedent.

i

Second Supplemental
Response 7/3/17:

| Defendant directs
| Plaintiffto Sterling
| Healthcare’s financial

- documents, produced

_ herew1th

| their entirety.

H

Judge Current Status.
#24 | Response: | Response. . Dickson’s
. 1 (§43) i
All documents showing | Original Response: First Supplemental Détendant Defendant has sill failed to respond fully to
the net earnings, gross Defendaiit ebjeets to Response: 1/13/17: Sterling is “this Request.
earnings, expenses, | Request No. 24 orithe | In light of the-recent hereby :
balance sheets, budgets, | ground thatit is vague, | Discovery order of Ordered to. | This week, Plaintiff was provided with one
and all other financial ovetly broad, unduly Judge Dickson, completely | tax return for Defendant Sterling from 2006.
information regarding the | burdensofne, and. Defendarit states; that. it and fully Not:a single other document responsive to this
Defendant, Defendant oppressiveand thereby | is currently in the tespond to Tequest was produced related to Sterling,
Sterling and/or Defendant | -exceeds the scopeof the | process of determining Request for
Guardian from January 1, | Séuth Carolina Rules of | whether it may possess Production
2005 —present, including | Civil Procedure. any responsive #11, 12,16, | The Plaintiff was provided with several
but not limited to all Defendant objects to documentation to this 17, 18; 19, hundred pages of documents in the week
documents of any bud get | Request No. 24 on the Request, and Defendant 21,24, 25, precedmg the: hearing related to
planning and revision grounds that it seeks will seasonably 26,34;,35, | Countrywood. Many documents have no
which were developed irrelevant; immaterial supplement this 1 38,41,43, dates.and are merely summaries without
| and/orimplemented from | information that is not Response in the event: 1 44, 67, 68, critical specific information regarding
January ¥, 2005 —present. | likely to lead to the such docurhentation s 1 69,70,71, | payments made to and from each Defendant.
. This request specifically discovery of admissible | identified. ~and 72 in

Some summaries were produced by
Countrywood for the years 2008-2016.

Likewise, no financial documents were
produced whatsoever other than the tax return
of Guardian for 2011 and 2015; the tax return
of Sterling for 2006: arid 4 tax return for
Ridgewood Nursing Ceriter, who is not a
present-party to this action, which listed the.
addressiof Cotntry Wood i is nota party to this

| action, for 2013. These failures to produce full
| and complete information are clear violations:
| of Judge Dickson’s Order.

| No other 'supplement.or information has been.

‘provided by Defendant.

| RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to
STERLING
#25

T Sterlin g’s Original R‘e’spdr‘ise:? |

Sterling’s S’uppleméhtﬁf “

. Response

Judge Dickson’s
ORDER (¥43)

Current Status

+ All-doecuments
showing paynient

| of any kind made

by and/or to this

| Defendant to any

co-defendant from

| 2005 to the present

| and all documents
identifying the

- basis for such
payment,
including but not
limited to
contracts,

-agreernents, etc.

Original Response:
Defendant objects to Request
No. 25 on the ground that it is
vague, overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive
and thereby exceeds the. scope
of the South Carolina Rules of
Civil Procedure. Defendant

 objects to: Request No. 25 on

the grounds that it seeks
irrelevant; immaterial
mformatlon that is not likely to
lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence at trial.
Records relating to the

| Defendant’s finaricial condition

are only relevarit.to Plaintiffs
claim for punitive damages,
which is based solely upon the.

- rendering of'medical and/or

skilled nursing services at
Country Wood. Defendant did

not and does not provide such
services to anyresident of

Country Wood, including

Decedent. Subject to and
Wwithout waiving the foregoing

objections, Defendant refers

Plaintiff to is Consulting [sic]
Defendant Country Wood

produced herewith. Defendant.
and undersigned counsel will

consider supplementirig this

Response upon clarification and

receipt of add1t10nal_ _
'in_folmation from Pl’ai;ntif_f.

 First Supplemental Response:
| Defendant renews its

. objections to this Request as
stated in its Original
Response above. Subject to

- and withotit waiving these

| objections, Defendant isin

| the process of determining if

atly responsive documerits

exist and will supplement

this Response with any

‘responsive documents upon

receipt.

| Second Supplemeéntal

| Response: 1/13/17:
Defendant does: not possess

| any document responsive to

this request.

Defendant Sterling is
hereby Ordered to:
completely and fully
respond to Request
for Production #11,
12, 16,17, 18, 19, 21,
24,25, 26, 34, 35, 38,

41,43,44,67,68, 69,

70, 71, and'72.in their
entirety

iDéfenda‘nt.has stil] failed to .
- tespond to this Request.

By its own admission, Guardian

~was contracted to provide

administrative services to

| Countrywood. Likewise,
according to documents
“produced to date, at-a minimum,

all new hires were screetied and

| approved by Sterling. Itis
| unlikely these companies worked

for free. To suggest that there is

-no record of payments between

these Defendants in light of the

“consulting agreements”
produced, is simply not
 plausible.

The failure to produce full and
-complete information is a clear

violations: of Judge Dickson’s
Order

| No other supplemerit or informatior
| has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE
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REPD to STERLING
#26 and 27

Sterling’s Ofiginal
Respornse:

Stefﬁng’.s Supplemental

Responsé

. Judbge Dickson’s
_ORDER (43)

Current Status

26 Any and.all

incident/accident reports,

1 unusual OCCUITENCE Teports,

or variance reports made fo

- any federal, state or local

. governinent agency and/or

| any licensing authority or
board pertaining to Mildred
Watkins made in

_compliance with 42 CFR. §

- 483.13(c)(4) and with the
South Carolina Department
-of Health and
Environmental Control,
Regulation 61-17, Standards
for Licensing Nursing
Homes, Section B(7).

27. Any and all

| Incident/accident reports,

| unusual occurrence teports,
| or vanance reports made to
anly federal, state orlocal
government agency and/or
any licensing authority or
board pertaining to any:
incidents irivolving alleged
neglect, abuse, staffing or
supervision, policies and,
procedures, restraints,
documentation care plans,
hydration nutrition,
dementia care, skin care,
meédication adrmmstratlon
care of patients with mental

{

26. Defendant Sterling
ceased doing business

| prior to:Decedent’s
| residency at Defendant
| Country Wood’s

facility and, therefore,
does not possess

- documents responsive
to Request No. 26,

27. Defendant objects |

to Request No. 27 on
the ground that it is

vague, overly broad,

unduly burdensome,
and oppressive and
thereby exceeds the
scope of the South
Carolina Rules of
Civil Procedure.
Defendant objects to-

1 Request No. 27 on the

| grounds that it seeks
irreleévant, immaterial
information that is not |
1 likely to lead to the
~discovery of 4
admissible evidence at |
trial. Subject toand |
without waiving the

foregoing objection,
Defendant ceased

doing business prior to

decedent’s residency
at Defendant County

First Supplemental Responsef

26. Defendant further states
that it is Hot in possession of
any responsive documents
because it did not provide
medical or skilled nursing,
services fo Decedent and

| was not respornsible for

employment, staffing or
hiring at Defendant Country
wood.

| Defendant Sterling is
‘hereby Ordered to

completely and fully

respond to Request

for Production #1 1,
12_ 16, 17, 18, 19,21,

417 43: 44) 671 687 69?

70, 71, and 72 in their

entirety.

Defendant has still failed to

respond fully to this Request.

A number of incident reports and
- incident tracking logs were
| produced by Defendant on
24,25,26,34,35,38,

7/7137. However, there are a

-number of documents 'rni's':si"ng
ﬁom '=the information provided.
Additionally; incident reports

were only produced for the yeais
2014-2016. No similar materials
were produced for the 2005-2013
timeframe.

Likewise, no additional survey

documents, audits, efc. from

government agencies or
othérwise were produced.

Furthermote, no documents
whatsoever were produced
related to other facilities owned
by Defendant, as Ordered by
Judge Dickson.

| No other supplement ot informatiot
| has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

| INCOMPLETE.
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conditions, physical

| therapy, occupational
therapy, feeding tubeés; or
the appropriateness of
admitting and retaining
demented and ambulatory
residents’ infections and/or
infection control, at Country
Wood and any of the

| Defendant’s other facilifies
from January 1, 2005 —
present, made in compliance
with 42 CFR § 483.13(c)(@)
| and with the South Carolina
| Department of Health and

| Environmental Control,

| Regulation 61-17, Standards
for Licensing Nursing

| Homes, Section B(7).

“wood’s .faéility..

Furthermore,
Defendant did not
provide medical or
skilled nursing
services to decedent
and otherwise was not
responsible for the
employment, hiring
and staffing and
Defendant County
Wood’s facility.

Defendant did not

| employ individuals
‘working at Defendant

County Wood’s

facility. Defendant

~does not have
: zdoc_um@nttresp_‘ons,_iye,
| to.this request.
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RFPD to
STERLING
434

Sterling’s Original
Response:

- Sterling’s Supplemental

Response

| (g43)

‘Current Status.

All documents
showing the actual
number of hotirs of

| available nursing
| personnel time: (for

each shift) or the

- actual number
| (quantity) of

certified nursing

| assistants, rfurse

assistants, orderlies,

' medication aides,
~and furses on duty:

at Country Wood

| from January 1,
| 2005 —present..

Defendant objects to

| Request No. 34 on the

. ground that it.i'S‘ vagile,
overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and oppressive

| and thereby exceeds the

- scope of the South Carclina
- Rules of Civil Procedure.

{ Subject to and without

| waiving the foregoing:

| objection, Defendant did-not
" provide medical or skilled

| nursing services to

| Decedent and otherwise was
| not responsible for the

| employment, hiring;-and

| staffing at Defendant

- Country Wood's facility:

[ Defendant did not. employ

any individuals working at
Defendant-Country Wood's
facility. Deferidant does not
possess: doclitrents
responsive to Request No.
34, '

First Supplemental

‘Response:
Defendant renews each of

its objections to this
Request as set forth in its

Original Response above.
Subject to. and without

waiving these objectioris,

Defendant:does ot have
any documents responsive
to this Request:.:

| :Defe\ndantSterlingi is heréby |

Ordered'to completely and

fully respond to: Request for
Production #11, 12, 16, 17,

18, 19,21, 24, 25, 26, 34, 35,

38, 41, 43, 44, 67, 68, 69, 70,
71, and 72 in'their entirety

Missing May 2011 Nursing
Asssigninetits,

“RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE

- Also.missing payroll records for thes
; ém_plo_)(ee_s to confirm actual hours:
1 worked.

i Response does not comply with Judy
| Dickson’s Order.
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RFPD {o

S"térling’s Original

Sterlmg s Supplemental

: J'udge Dickson’s ORDER

Current Stﬁfus- '

STERLING Response: | Response 1 (§43)
#35 . : _ e .
Copies-of any and Detfendant objects fo . First Supplemental Defendant Sterling is hereby Missing May 201 -l'Nurs'ir"l'g.
all documents Request No. 35 on the. " Response: . Otderéd to completely and

1 regarding nursing

hours per resident

- per day during
Mildred Watkin’s
residency.

ground that it is vague,
overly broad, unduly

burdensome, and oppressive:

and thereby exceeds the
scope of the South Carolina

‘Rules of Civil Procedure,

Subject to:and without
waiving the foregoing

“objection, Defendant did nat
- provide medical or skilled

- nursingservices to

| Decedeént and. otherwise was:
| not responsible. for the
-employment, hiring; and.
stafﬁng at:Defendant

| Country Wood's facility.
Defendant did not employ
1.any individuals working at

Defendant Country Wood's
facility. Défendant does not

possess: documents
responsive to Request No:

35.

Defendant renews each.of

1ts:objections to this

Reques}: as set forth in its
Original Response above.

Subject to and without

waiving these objections,

Defendant does not have

any documents responsive
to-this Request.

‘Second
Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:
Defendant has no-
information
responsive to this
Request.

38,41,43, 44, 67, 68, 69, 70

fully respond to Request for

Production #11; 12, 16,17,
18,19, 21,24, 25 26 34,35

b

b

71, and 72 in their entirety

Assignments.

Also missing payroll records for the:
| employees to confirm actual hours
| worked.

! ‘Response does not comply with Judg
{ chkson s Order.,

| RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to Sterling’s Orlamal Sterling’s Supplemental Response Judge Dickson’s | Current Status
STERLING Response: ORDER“G[43)
#44

-1 A copy of any and
all depositions given.
by any officer,
agent, and/or
employee of the
Defendant for the .
last 10 years in the
possession or control
of the Defendant,

Defendant’s counsel, *

| or Pefendant’s

agents and/or

| employees. If

| depositions have:

{ been given by these
individuals which

- are not currently in

. the possession or

- control of the

- Defendant-or

'Defendant’s counsel

- for this case, provide

| the identity of

| attorney or other

individual or entity
who would have

possession or control

of the same.

| Defendant: objects to
' Request: No: 44 on the.

ground that it.is vague;
overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and
oppressive-and thereby
exceeds the scope of the

South Carolina Rules of’
- Civil Précedure.

Defendant objects to

| Request No. 44 on the
| grounds that it seeks:

| irrelevant, immaterial
| infoririation that is not

likely tolead to the

| discovery of admissible

evidence at trial.
Defendant;ﬁirther
objécts to Request No..

| 44 to the extent it seeks
: -mformatxon tegarding

"prior bad acts;" which

| isneither .relevant nor

reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of

evidence that would be

admissible at trial. 8.C.
R. Evid. 404(b).

| First Supplemental Response:
-Defg’ﬂdaﬁtfeﬁe’ws its objections to
this Request as stated in'its

Original Response above. Subject
to.und without waiving these
obJectlons Defendant further
clarifies that this Request is overly
broad because it doés: fiot limit.the.
scope-of thetopics for which she
has requested deposition testimony.
Defendant will consider
supplementing tpon receipt or a
narrowly tailored Request from
Plaintiff. -

Second Supplemental Response.
1/13/17:

| In light of the recent stcovery
: Order of Judge Dickson, Defendant

is now in the procéss of" identifying

| and collecting résponsive

| documentation to this Request, but
_as such documentation, 1s nieither
‘narrowly tailored as to time ot

' facility, Défendant: requires

additional time-to locate, réview,
and produce the requested

information.. ‘Defendant will timely

supplement this Response as such
documentatioii is located.

Third Supplemental

Response7/5/17:

Defendant possesses 1i6: documents
responsive 6. this request.

| Defendant. Sterhng
|is hereby Ordered to

| completely and fully
| respond to Request

| for Production #11,
| 12,16; 17, 18, 19,

| 21, 24,25, 26, 34,
35,38, 41,43, 44,

1 67, 68,69, 70, 71,

{ and 72 in their

| entirety

’D.efend_an_t has still failed to
respond to this Request.and has
not produced a single document
ordered by the Court. The
owners and managers. of the
Defendant companies,
particularly Robert Hagan, have
been sued and/or have been
witnesses in litigation in.,
numerous actions in several
states. A cursory search ‘will
reveal these suits and . reflect that
depositions were taken of these

officers, agents and employees in

numerous cases. Defendant’s

last responise shows a complete

lack of any effort to obtain
documents which:should be
readily available to them. This.

| violates Judge Dickson®s Order.
: - No:other supplement or informatiot
“has been provided by Defendant.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
| INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to STERLING
#67

Sterling’s Original
| Response:

Sterling?’s:S u._pp'léx:tiéntél Skeép‘onse

Judge Dickson’s: |

| ORDER (143)

| Current Status

| Corporate tax. returns; for
the years: 2005-present.

- Defendant obj écts to:

this Request on the

- grounds that it seeks
_information that is

neithérrelevant nor

' reasonably calculated
‘t6 léad to the:
discovery of
“admissible evidence:

Defendant's. corporate
tax returns are only

" | relevant to Plaintiff’s

1 claims for'punitive.

| damages, which are

| based on the rendering
| of medical and skilled
| nirsing services at ‘
CountyWood, and this

Defendant has

: produced document

| demonstrating that it
“does ordid not
‘provide such services

to any resident of

Defendant County
‘Wood’s facility,
including Decedent.
Defendant further
‘objécts to this request

as overbroad, as-it.

seeks infonnation dot
narrowly tailored to

the period of time of
events in. _q'u'e”s'tidn.

| First Supplemental Response
| 113/17: »

- Inlight of the recent Discovery
| Order of Judge Dicksor, '

- Defendant is in the process of

| collecting information

| responsive to this request and

{ will fully respond to the same as
| soon as such information is

1 Tocated.

Third Supplemental Responseé
7/5/17:

- Defendant refers Plaintiff to

Sterling’s financial docaments
produced herewith.

| Defendarit Sterling
| 1§ hereby Ordered to
J: completely and ‘fully

respond to Request
for Production #11,
12,16, 17, 18,19,

| 21, 24, 25,26, 34,
| 35,38, 41,43, 44

).

| 67,68, 69, 70, 71,
| and 72 in their

entirety

| Still missing are the years: 2005
| and 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010,

| 2011,2013, 2014, 2015, and.

1 2016.

returns for S’terﬁh‘g; for the: year

| 2006 only.

3

| No further response has been

provided to this request, in
violation of Judge Dickson’s
Order.

| No other supplement or informatior

has'been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE

Record on Appeal-Page 508



Defendant objects to:
Request No. 68 on

‘the grounds that it

seeks irrelévant,
immaterial
mnformation that is

not _l'ivkely' to lead to.

the:discovery of
admissible evidence
at trial. Records

relating to
Defendant's
financial informiation
1s only'relevant to
Plaintiff’s ¢laims for

punitive damages,
which is based
solely upon the

rendering of medical |

and/or skilled
nursing services at
Country Wood.
Defendant does not.
provide such:
sérvices to residents
of Country Wood.

responsive to: this

request and will
fully respond to
the same as:soon

‘as such

inforination is
Tocated.

Third
Supplemental
Response T15/17:
Deféndant has no
budgets, and it
was not required
to make them.

RFPD to { Sterling’s Original | Sterling’s | Judge Dickson’s ORDER (§43) | Current Status.
STERLING. ' Response: Supplemental ‘ '
_#08 Response - ‘ o

Corporate financial | Defendant objects to | First Supplemental Defendant Sterling is hereby Defendant has provxded no financial
statements for the Request.No. 68 on Response 1/13/17: { Otdéred to completely and fully: | information whaisoever in: résponse to
years 2005-present. | the ground thatitis | Inlight of the respond to Request for | this Request. Budgets were not the. only’
This includes, but is vague, ovérly broad, | recent Discovery Production #11, , 12,16, 17, 18, | items requested. Defendant was ordered
not limited to: unduly burdensome, | Order of Tudge | 19, 21,24, 25,26, 34, 35,38, 41, | to produce “financial statements”; which
income statements, | and oppressive and | Dickson, 43,44, 67,68, 69,70, 71, and 72 ° include, but aren’t limited to income
“balance 'shieets, thereby exceeds the | Defendant is in the in their entxrety | statements, statements of cash flow, etc.
_statement of cash. scope of the.South process of '
- flow and dudited Carolina Rules.of collecting
- firiancial statements. | Civil Procedure. information

| No further response has been provided to
| this request, in violation of Judge
| Dicksen’s Order.

| No other supplement or inforniation has bee
| provided by Defendaiit.

| RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to
STERLING
#69

| Response:

- Sterling’s Supplemental

Resporse

Judge Dickson’s

{ ORDER (443)

‘Current Status

| Documents which

reflect the ownérship
and value 6fithe.
property occupied
by Country Wood.

Nursing Care

| Center.

| Defendant objects to
. this Request on the
grounds that it seeks

information which is
neither relevant nor

| reasonably

calculated fo lead to

- the discovery of

evidence which will
be admissible at

| trial. Request 69 is

relevant only in the
evernt that Plaintiff

obtains a judgment -
against.any or
| Defendants and such.
Jjudgment is not paid.
| Under such
| circumstances,
- Plaintiff may pursue

post-judgment
discovery under

| S.C.R.C.P 69.

| Request 69 is

| therefore, premature;
irrelevarit, and

| improper.

'y

First Supplemental Response
1/13717:

In light of the recent.
Discovery Order of Judge
Dickson, Defendant is in

| the-process. of collecting;
| information responsive to.
thisrequest and will fully

réspond to the'same ag
soorn as such information is
located.

Third Supplemental

Response 7/5/17:

The owner of the property
occupied by Defendant
Country wood is.

Ridgewood nursing
Center, LLC. Ridgewood

Nursing Center LLC has
never had an appraisal

| done. Typlcally,_ nursing’
| homes are valued on the

price a seller can get for

| the beds, but there has

| been no attemipt to sell this
facility, its present value is
| unknown.

; .Defendgnt Sterlitig is
hereby Ordered. tor
completely and fully
respond to Request for

Production #11, 12,16
17,18, 19, 21, 24 25

2

126,34, 35, 38,41, 43,
44,67, 68,69, 70, 71,
| and 72 in théir entirety

| Ridgewood Nursing Center, LLC for the:
| year 2013. No other information

No further response has been provided to

Defendant has provided a tax return of
responsive to this request has been

produced.

this request, in violation of Judge
Dickson’s Ordet.

No other supplement or information has bee
provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE
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REPD to
STERLING
#70

Sterling’s Original

Response:

Sterling’s S uppiemental

| Response

Judge: Dickson’s
ORDER (¥43)

Current Status

Documents which
list and value the
assets of Defenidant
Sterlﬂing. Include in
such documents any
liens or mortgages
placed ‘on those
assets and identify.
the holder and the
amounts of any such
lien.

Defendant objects to.
this Request on the
grounds that it seeks
information which-is
neither relevant nor
reasonably
calculated to lead to
the discovery of
evidence which will
be admissible at
trial. This Request
is relevant only in
the évent that
Plaintiff obtains a
judgment against

- any'or Defendants
and such judgment is |

| not paid. Under

' such circumstances,

Plaintiff may pursue

| post-judgment
| discovery under .
S.CR:C.P 69. Thus,

this request is
premature and
irrelevant to any of
Plaintiff’s claims in
this actien.

- Defendant
| Sterling is

| hereby Ordered

to completely

-and fully

| ¥éspond to.

| Request for

| Productior #11
112,16, 17,18,
1 19,21, 24,25,
26, 34,35,38,
41,43, 44, 67,

M

68, 69, 70, 71,

and 72 in their

entirety

No furthér response has been provided to this request
in violation of Judge Dickson’s Order.

‘Defendant has provided a sbi'nglx‘e‘ tax return from 2006.

No other document has been provided ‘whatsoever.

3

No other supplemient or information has been provided by

Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE
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~ RFPD to

‘Sterling’s Original

. Sterling’s Supplémental

| Judge Dickson’s

Current Status.

STERLING Response: | Response | ORDER (443)
#72
| All-documents Defendant refers | First Supplemental Defendant Sterling | The only documents produced to date regardirig
- which define,, Plaintiffto | Response 1s hereby Ordered the relationship between the co-defendaiits is one
| delineate or explain | documents produced Defendant further refers to completely and | contract for Guardian dated 201 1and one contract
| in dny way the herewith, ' Plaintiff to Defendant fully respond to for Sterling dated 2007. Plaintiff also has a.one
| relationship, duties . Sterling’s Articles of Request for page Articles of Incorporation for Guardian and

| and responsibilities
between you and
any co-defendants in
this matter. This

request includes, but; |

is not limited to
contracts, lease
agreements,
consulting
agreements, lettérs;
emails, facsimiles,
texts, memoranda,
notes; recordings,
bills, ‘ete.

' Organization, produced.

| herewith, Defendant

| further states.thatit.isin

| the process of detetimitiing

| whether any additional

| responsive documents exist
| and will supplement this

response with any such
doecuments upon receipt:

' Second Supplemental
: Réquest:
‘To Defendant’s

knowledge,; all

| responsive'documents

in Defendanf’s

posséssion have been

- previously produced.
In the event:

| Defendant locates
“additional information
-Tesponsive to this.

' Request, Defendant
“will seasonably

| supplement this

respornse.

Prodiiction #11, 12

16, 17, 18, 19, 21,
24,25, 26, 34, 35,

38,41, 43,44, 67,
68, 69,70, 71, and

72 in their entirety

- Dickson.

;Sfterli_n_g; No other documénts responsive fo this

request have been produced, despite the specific
information requested and the Order of Judge

No further response has been provided to this
request, in violation of Judge Dickson’s Order.
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No other supplement oriinformation has been provide

by Defendant.
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Intértrogatory to

‘ Gu.ar_di'an’s, Original

Guardian’s Su pp"l'é'mental‘

Judge Dickson’s ORDER

Current Status

GUARDIAN | Response: 11/14/2014 “Responses: (745)
#4 ' R
Tdentify all Original Response: 1% Supplemental Response:

‘insurance companies. .

“which provide any
| type of liability
insurance coverage,
| including but: net
limited to first-party
liability policies,
self-irisured
reténtion policies,
| liability policies
covering individual
| employees, owners,
| members,
| shareholders or key
| individuals; and/or
| policies of excess
and/or umbrella
coverage, and set
forth the numbers of
' policies involved,
the policy period
dates, and the
amourts of liability
Insurance coverage
provided in these
policies, including
any deductibles.

Defendant objects to
Interrogatory No. 2.to

| the extent it calls for

| information that

| constitutes a legal

{ conclusion. Defendant:
| further objects.on the.

grounds that
Interrogatory No. 2.
seeks information
regarding this

Defendant's irisurer's

attitudes towards
questions of coverage,
which is nieithertelevant
nor reasonably
caleuldted to lead to. the
discovery of admissible
evidence. Ballard v.
Allegheny Airlines Inc.,
54 F.R.D. 67 (E.D. Pa.
1972). Subject to and

‘without waivirng the
foregoing objection,

Defendant refers

Plaintiff to- documents

produced herewith, but

states that, for purposes
of'this claim, Defendant
is self-insured.

- Defendant renews each of its _
objections to this Interrogatory set forth -

| in its Original Response above.

- Subject to and without wang these

objections; Defendantis in‘the process

| of obtaining Certificates of Instrance
for'policies in place during Decedent’s
_residency at Defendant County Wood’s
| facility and will supplement this

- 1€SpOonse upon receipt,

Second Supplemental Response.

| 5/18/15: Defendant is in the process of
: obtammg Certificates of Insurance for

policies in place during Decedérit’s:

: residency and will supplement this

Response upon receipt.

Third Supplemental Response:
1/13/17: Tn light of the recent
Discovery Order of Judge Dickson,
Defendant is in 'the process of _
collecting information responsive to
this request and will fully respond to

the sarhe as soon s §uch information is
located.

Forth Supplemental Response:
7/5/17: Defendant would have been
covered under the same insurance:
policy 4§ Countrywood, if at all.
Defendant refers Plaintiff fo Country
wood’s responses regarding insurance

Defendant ‘Countrywood is
hereby Qtrdered tg

completely and fully respond
to Interro gatory #4.
Add1t1onally, this order
specifically directs the

Defendanis to: produce: and

all inSiirance docurnents
policies, endorsements,

declarations pages, etc.

which provide coverage of
any type to any or all of the
Defendant’s owners,
members, shareholder, key
employees, etc., including:
but not limited to Robert

Ha g an.

| page ACORD insurance

- certificate which shows

1 $50,000 in commercial

| general liability coverage
| in'the name of Guardian
{ Resources, LLC.

| Countrywood is listed on

| listed separately on the

‘Gﬁarcuiian produced a2
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the form and Guardian is

form as an insured.
There is no information

| provided. as to the name
' of the insurance company

and no policy was
groduced as required by

- Judge Dickson’s order.

Only the agent’s nartie in
Tennessee. Likewise, no
insuranceé information
was provided for any
owners, including but not

limited to Robert Hagan.

No other supplement or
insurance information has
been provided for Guardian.

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE




Interrog_ﬁ'tofy to
‘Guardian
#5

Guardian’s Original =
Response:

Guardian’s Supplemental

i Response

: J_ud’ge Dickson’s.
| ORDER (9146)

Current Statiis

“If you contend that
| some other person or
| legal entity is, in
wholé or in part
liable to youor the
party asserting a
claim against you in.
this matter and you
contend thatsaid
person or entity
should be made a
| -party to this lawsuit,
. identify such person
- or entity, describe
the basis of said.
liability, and identify
the name and current -
address of each
witness who can
testify to each fact
'you rely upon for
Sard conterition..

- Defendant objects to the
Interrogatory to: the extent it

| seeks the mental impressions,

thought processes, and/or

' legal theories of counsel,
which are privileged from
production. Subjectto-and.

objection, Defendant contends
that ary of Decedeit's
medical providers outside
Couritry Wood could have
caused the alleged injuries
-that are the subject of
Plaintiffs claims, including,
but not limited to, Palmetto

Ambulance,-and Regional
Ambulance Service.
Defendant feserves the right:
to supplement this Respornise
i accordance. with the South
Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure:as discovery in this

| case proceeds.

without waiving the foregoing

| First Supplemental Response:

| 5/18/15

| Defendarit rériews'its objéctions to-
| this interrogatory as stated. inits

| Original Response above. Subject

to-and without waiving these
objections, see Defendant Country
Wood’s Supplemental résponse to -
Interrogatory #3 served
simultaneously herewith.

CW?s Supplemental Response to
Interrogatory #3 states:

| Defendant renews itsobjections to

this interrogatory as stated in its

it | Original Response above, Subject
Health Richland, Capital City

to and without waiving these
objections; Defendant again states
that' discovery is still ongoing in
this matter and does not have any
additional discoverablé information
to disclose at this time. Defendant
reserves the right and will
supplement:this Response in

-Rules of Civil Procedure:if and

.is ‘obtained by Deféndant.

Defendant 1s:
Hereby Ordered
to-completely
and fully
respond ito
Interrogatory #5
inits entirety.
Additionally,

this Order

specifically

- direets the

{ Defendants to
‘point to specific .
| evidence in

| support of their

allegations that
other individuals
and/or enfities
are resporisible
for the Plaintiffs.
injuries:and
Death and/or to

-admit that there
e s Resps  are liable parties
accordance with the' South Carolina. |-

to-this matter

| other than those
“when any discoverable information |

already namied in

' this litigation.

No additional response received from

Guardian, despité-Judge Dickson’s

Order,

RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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Interrogatory to

Guardian’s drféinal

T Guardian’s Supplemental

516

Defendant -

3nge Dickson’s éiurreht-SfatUS
Guardian Response: | Response ORDER (§47)
I_denfti_ify:alvl’ "Orig_in,a,l.Respfo'h's‘E: ’ | First S'uppleinéh’tél"Re's,p‘on,_sje‘:,

photographs, plats,
| sketches, videotapes
audiotapes, pictures,
| nursing home
- records, nursing
“home bills,
drawings, artists
renditions, x-rays,
ultrasounds,
diagrams, notes,
measurements,
statements, plats,
laboratory slides,
laboratory.
specirhens, or
laboratory “cuts”,
electronic data files,
jpg files, data
emails, web pages,
brochures,
information packets,
or other docurments
or materials now or
previotisly in
possession, custody
or coritrol of the:
Defendant that relate
to any claim: or
defense in the case
“and produce a copy
of each.

2

- Deferidant objects to

 Interrogatory No. 8 on the
- ground that it is vague, overly
“broad, undiily burdensome;

and oppressive and thereby

| exceeds the sc¢ope of the

South Carolina Rules of

| Civil Procedure. Defendarit

| objects to Interrogatory No. §
| to the extent it seeks

| disclosure of information

privileged and/or protected

| from disclosure as attorney

work product, attorney-client

- privileged information, and/or
information prepared in

| anticipation of litigation.
-Subject to and without
‘waiving the foregoing

| objections, Defendant did-aot
provide medical or skilled
nursing services to Decedent

and otherwise was not

responsible forthe

employiment, hiring, and

staffing at Defendant County
‘Wood’s facility. Defendant,

does:not possess inforination
responsive to Interrogatory

#8.

'5/18/15

Defendant renews its objections to
this Interrogatory:as stated in its
Original Respoiise above. Subject

“to and without waiving-these

' objections, Defendant is in the
| process-of locating payroll
information for the individuals who |-

rendered care to Decedent during

her residencyat Defendant County
‘Woods’ facility and will

supplement this Response upon
receipt.

| hereby Ordered
| to-completely
| and fully

| respond to

| Interrogatory #5 |
in its entirety.

Guardian is

| for'the individuals who rendered care 1=

| was promised in May 2015, over 2 ye:
| ago.

RESPONSE REMAINS
| INCOMPLETE

No other supplement has been provide
for Guardian. No payroll information 6_“

the Plaintiff have been produced. Thi:

ppea

<

Record on




' Interrogatory to.
Guardian

#14

Guardian’s Original Response:

Guardian’s Supplemental Response

T Judge Dickson’s
| ORDER (f47)

. Current Status

If you have,
within the past
ten (10) years,
been involved in
litigation or'had a
claim made
against you or
your
fepresentatives
for any reason set
forth for each: the
claimant’s or
party’s nameé and
-address; the
attorney’s natne
"and address; the
date of the
 underlying
occurrence: the
date you were
notified of the:
same; the
ultimate
resolution; and a
copy of each
Summpofis and
Complaint and
Answer served if
suit was filed.

Original Res'f)()née:
Defendant objects to
Iriterrogatory No., 14 on the

:ground that it is vague, overly
broad, unduly burdenseme;, and

oppressive and thereb yexceeds
the scope of the South Carolina

Rules of Civil Procedure.
Defendant objects to
Interrogatory No. 14 on the
ground that it seeks irrelevant,

iffimaterial information that is

not likely to lead to the.

diSCdefy of admissible evidence
at trial. Specifically,

Interrogatory No. 14 does not

specify the nature of thie lawsuits

about which if seeks '
information, and to the extent it
seeks information régarding

lawsuits similar to the instant

one, such
information constitutes prior or

subsequent events, which is -
neither relevant rior réasonably
calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible
evidence. Furthermore, such

information is equally available

to Plaintiff by searching courts"
pubhcly available records.

VFVi.rst Supplemental Res ponse:

Defendant renews each of its objections to
this Interrogatory as set

forth in its Original Responsé above and
states-again that the Interrogatory 1s overly

broad because it is riot narrowly tailored to
the issues in this case. Plaintiff is not entitled

to information on every lawsuit; filed.agairist
Defendant (if any) of every nature.
Defendarnt will consider supplertienting this

Response upon receipt:-of 4 narrowly tailored

fequest from: Plaintiff.

Second Supplemerital, Response:
1/13/17:

In light of the recent discovery Order of
Judge Dickson; Defendant is in the
process of identifying and collectmg
responsive docuiients to this’ Request
but as the requested documentation is.
not tailored as to issues, Defendant
requires additional time to locate,
review, and produce the requested
information. Deferidant will tlmely
supplement this Résponse as such,
documeritation 18 located..

Third Supplemental Response:

7/5/17: Defendant has no record of any

litigation or claim against it during the
relévant penodr accordingly, upon

information and belief, none.

| Defenidant Guardian is
Hereby Ordered to
completely and fully
respond to Interrogatory:
#5, 8,14, 15, and 40 in

their entirety.
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| Interrogatory to
GUARDIAN
#15

Cu ardian’s Original Response:

Guardiaii’s: Sﬁpplemental? Res}p’bﬁnée a

Judge

Dickson’s

ORDER ({47)

?Cli"r-rent‘-St'atus

State the date;
nature, method
and agency
“notified
(Department of
Health and
Environmental

Control Licensing_.

-and/or
Certification
Division, Long-
Term Care
Ombudsman,
licensing:
board(s), etc.) of
any Complaint
containing
allegations of
resident abuse,
neglect, injuries,
or
misappropriation
of resident’s

| property which
the Defendarit

1 have reported or
| have knowledge
{ of related to

; Country Wood
“since January 1,
1 2005.

Ori_gina-l Response:

Defendant objects to

Interrogatory No. 15 on the

ground that it is vague, overly

‘broad,

| unduly burdensome, and

| oppressive and thereby exceeds
the scopé of the South Carolina
{1 Rules of

{ Civil Procedure. Defendant.

objects to Interrogatory No. 15
on the ground that it seeks

irrelevant, immaterial

information that is not likely to

lead to the discovery of v
admissible evidence at trial.
Subject to and. without waiver of

the foregoing objectmns

Defendarit does not possess’

information responsive to
Intexrqgatory No: 15.

Defendant
Guardian 1s
hereby Ordered
to completely
and fully

1 respond to

| Interrogatory
#5,8, 14,15,

| and 40 in their
1 entirety.

‘D’efén&ént has still failed to

| answer this mterrogatory, despite
| the:Order of Judge Dickson.

E‘Defendant 1s the purported
| management company for

Countrywood, and thus,

Defendant should be aware of
-and in possession or contro] of
{ this information.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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Interrogatory to
GUARDIAN
#40

Guardian’s -Origi'rx:'a»l Response: :

Guardian’s Sup'pl'emehtai. Response T

J: udge
Dickson’s. ‘
ORDER (147)

| Current Status

State in detail any
" alteration made to
Mildred Watkins®
bed at.any time,
during her
residency. If the

bed was altered in.

any way, state the
alteration made,
the reasori the
alteration. was
made, by whom it
was made and the
- date of such
1 alteration,
Further, identity
" the number of
other bedsin the
Country Wood
facility which
were altered in
the same manner
and the date of
_such-alteration.

' Original Respomse:
‘Defendant did not-provide
| medical or skilled nursing
| services to Decedent and

otherwise was not responsible
for the employment, hmng, and

staffing ad Défendant: Country

Wood’s facility. No employee
of Defendant Guardian worked
for or at Defendant. Country’
Wood’s facility. Defendant does
not possess information
responsive to Interrogatory No.,

1 40.

Supplemental Response In

addition. to: the information
requested in Interro gatory No. 40
above, Plaintiff has also asked for
{via letter from counsel dated
March 25, 2015), with respect to

guardlan s duties related to

acquisition of supplies, whether

any items were purchased related
to the'beds or the alteration of

- beds during the period of

Decedent’s residency.. Defendant

| objects to this request, as it is a

completely separate Interro gatory;

| and Plaintiff has already exceeded

the number-of interro gatories

“allowed under the South Carolina

Rules of Civil Procedure S.C.R.

| Civ. P.33(b)(9).

‘Defendant.
Guardian, is

- hereby

| Otdered to

| completely and
| fully respond

| to

| Interrogatory

#5,8,14, 15,

entirety.

?bDefendant has still failed to
-answer this mtezrogatory, despite:
the Order-of Judge Dickson;

| management company for
| Countrywood, and thus,
and 40 in their !

Judge Dickson als6 authorized
additional interro gatories.
Defendantis the: purported.
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Defendant should be aware of and
in possession or control of this

| information.

| RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




EXHIBIT 8
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RFPD: to.

Guardian’s Original

Guardian’s Supplemental

_lﬁ’dge ‘iv')‘:i”cbks_on”s'

| Cutrent Status

GUARDIAN | Response: Response ORDER (]49)
#7 . .
Copy ofithe Original Response: Flrst Supplemental Response

complete text,
including all
endorsements
thereto, of any
insurance policy
‘which ‘may be
applicable to the
Plaintiffs’ ¢laim.

Déferidant objects to this

Request to the extent:it calls

for a legal conclusion.

Defendant further objects on

the ground that it seeks.
information regarding this ‘
Defendant's insurer's attitudes

towards questions of coverage:

which is neither relevant nor
likely to lead to.the discovery
of admissible evidence. See
Ballard v. Allegheny Airlines,
Inc.,, 54 F.R.D. 67 (E.D. Pa.
1972). Subject to and without
waiving these objections,
Defendant is'not aware of. any
insurance poliéies-in its name
that may be applicable to
Plaintiff's claims.,

Defendant renews each ofiits:
objections to this Request as set
forth in its Original Response
above.. Subject to and without.
waiving these objections;
Defendant isiin the process of
obtaining Certificates of
Insurance for policies in place

during Decédent’s residency and

will suppl‘ement this response
upon receipt.

Second Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:

Defendant is in the process of
obtaining Certificates of
Insurarice for policies in place
during Decedent’s residency :and
will supplement this response
Upon receipt.

 Defendant Guardian

| shall answer, in theip

| entirety, all Request

| for Produiction

: propounded to the:
Defendant, including

| those specifically

Feferenced in

" 4 Plaintiffs

Memorandum in.

| Support of Motion to
Compel.

request. Information has been

| Defendant has still failed to
-answer this Request and has;

failed to ‘produce any

peal-Page 521

information related to insurance.

covering Guardian and/or: Robert
Hagan.

This is a standard discovery

Record on Rp

requested for three years and has
yet to be received.

No other supplement of informatio:

has béen provided by Deféndant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




REPDto | Guardian"s.'()'riginal' Response: Gu’ardian’vs‘Supple‘mental' Judge Dickson’s Current Status
GUARDIAN Response ORDER (§51)
#17 ‘ . .
All written or Original Response: First: Supplemental Defendant Sterling is | Defendant has still failed to
electronic. | Defendant objects to: Request No. | Response: hereby Orderéd to. | respond. fully to: this Réquest.
documerits,, 17 on the ground that it is yvague,

including but not
limited to salary
information,
contraets, and
personnel files
between the
Defendant and any
employee; agent,
owrier, and/or
member of Country
Wood.

overly broad, unduly burdensormne,
and oppressive and thereby

| exceeds the scope of the South
{ Carolina Rules of _
| Civil Procedure. Defendant objects

to-Request No. 17 onthe ground

that it seeks irrelevant, immaterial
| information that is not likely to
| lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence at trial. Defendant further
| objects to Request No.. 17 on the

grounds it requests confidential

| information contained in personnel
- files, which is not automatically
 discoverable: Subject to and

without- waiving the foregoing
objections, Defendant did not

| provide medical or skilled nursing

services to. Decedent ard

{ otherwise was not responsible for
the employment, hiring, and

' staffing at Defendant Country

1 Wood’s facility. Defendant does

' not possess documents responsive
.| to Request No. 17.

Defendant renewsits
objections to this Request as
stated in its. Original
Response above. Subject to
and without waiving these.
objections, Defendant is in
the process of locating
payroll information for-the
individuals who rendered
care to Decedent during her
residency at Defendant.
County Wood’s-facility and
will supplement this
Response tipon receipt.

Second Supplemental

Response 1/13/17:
Defendant has no
information responsive

to this Request.

| completely and fully

respond to Request

its entirety. This

Order includes but is -
- not limited to the

production of all
payroll documents
and employee files..

No payroll records, salary
! | infofmation, etc. whatsoever
for Production #17 in {

| admlnxstrators etc., in violation
“of Judge Dickson’s Order.

| Guardian’s contract with
' Countrywood specxﬁcally states

have been provided for any
employee, owner, staff,
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that-Guardian is in charge of

| accounting and payroll services
- for thefacility. To assert that
| they have no infotmation

responsive to this request is in

t direct conflict with the services;
| they claim to have provided for

Countrywood.

No other supplement or informatior
| has been provided by Deféendant,

| RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




RFPD to
GUARDIAN
#18

Gu‘ar.dién"s Original
Response:

: Gﬁa‘f.d‘iah’s
' Supplertierital Response

Judge _D'i__cksoh’s ORDER
(52)

_Current Status

All written or
electronie
.documents,
including but not
limited to salary
‘inforthation,
contracts, and
personnel files
between the

Defendant and any:

employee; agent,
-owrier, and/or
‘member of

Defendant Sterling,

See Defendant’s Objections | First S”up;:)'l,emental

and Response to Request for

Production No. 17.

Response:

| See Defendant's

Supplemental Resporise to

| Request for
| Production No. 17

; Sécond

Supplemental

| Response 1/13/17:
{ Defendant has no

| information

| Tesponstve to this
{ Request.

Defendant Guardian is. hereby.

{ Ordered to. complétely and
| fully respond to Request for

Production #18, 24,25, 34,

| and 35 in their entirety.

_ ,De'féndant_ has responded by
referring Plaintiff fo another

Defendart has:still failed to

been provided for any employee,
‘owner; staff, administrators, etc.,

incomplete response, #17.

respond fully to this Request.

No payroll records; salary
information, etc. Whatsoever have
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in'violation of Judge Dickson’s

‘Order.,

No othet supplementor information
has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE,




'RFPD to GUARDIAN Guardian’s Original Guardian’s Judge Dickson’s Current Status
- #24 Response: ‘Supplemental 'ORDER (52)
' _ | Response 3 L
- All documents showing’ Original Response: First Supplemental | Defendant Defendant has still failed to respond fully to this

the net earnings, gross

| earnings, expenses,
| balance:sheets, budgets,
{ and all other firiancial

- information regarding the

| Defendant, Defendant
| Sterling and/or Defendant

Guardian from January 1,

12005 — present, including

“but not limited to all

documents of any budget

“planning and revision

| which were developed
and/or implemented from

January 1, 2005 — present.

| Thisrequest specifically
Includes, but i$ not limited

to, any and all meeting
minutes or notes,
proposed budgets,
amended and/or revised
budgets, and other items)
which describe how the

| final approved budget was
developed and

implemented. Produce
any documents pertaining
to outside companies,

entities, orindividuals

who have any control or
input on budgets and
financial decisions and
identify said companies
and/or individuals.

Defendant O,bj'ects; to
Request. No. 24 on the
ground that it is vague,
overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and
oppressive and thereby
exceeds the scope of the.
South ‘Carolina Rules of
Civil Procedure,
Defendant objects to
Request No. 24 on the
grounds that it seeks
irrelevant; immaterial
information that is not
likely to lead'to the

evidefice at trial.
Records relating to
Deféndant’s financial
condition are only
relevant to Plaintiff’s

| claim for punitive:

| damages, which ‘sis

- based solely upon the
-rendering of medical

| and/or skilled nursing

- services at Country

| Wood.. Defendant does

not provide such

. services to residents of

Country'Wood.

| Responsé: 1/13/17:

In light of the
recent

1 Discovery order
| of Judge

Dickson,

‘Deferidant

| statés that it is
| currently in the
| process:of

_ detennining

t whether it may.
‘possess any
‘responsive

| documentation
discovery of-admissible

to this Request,

“and Defendant

will seasonably

- supplement this

Response in the
event such
‘documentation
is identified.

Second
Suppleémental
Response
7/3/17:
Defendant has
not budgets, as
it was.not
required to.
tmiake them.

Guardian is

| hereby Ordered to
| completely and

| fully respond to
| Request for

| Production #18,

| 24,25, 34, and 35
| in their eritirety,

| responsive to this req,itest was: produced related to

| budgets only. Guardian was ordered to produce

Request:

This week, Plaintiff was Epro_v_i_,dﬁegl- with two tax
returns for Defendant Gua_rdi‘an‘ from 2011 and.
2015 only. Not a single other document

Guardian.. This request was not limited to:
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all financial information related to Guardian

| during2005-present.

| The Plaintiff was provided: with several Hundred
| pages of'documents in the week preceding the

“hearing relatedito Countrywood. Marny

| documents have no:dates and are'metsl] i
| summaries without. critical specific information

regarding payments madeto and from each
 Defendant. Some summaries were produced by
 Counitrywood for the years 2008-2016.

: Likewise, no financial documents were produced
- whatsoever other than the tax. return of Guardian.

| for 2011 and 2015¢ the tax return of Sterling for

E 2006; and a tax réturn for Ridgewood Nursing
 Center, who is not a present patty to this action,

| which listed the address of Country Wood is not a
| Party to this action, for 2013. These failures to
| produce full and complete information aré clear

violations of Judge Dickson’s Order:

-No other supplement or information has beeti provid

| by Defendant:

| RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE




REPD to:
GUARDIAN
#25

Guardian’s Original
Respounse:

Guardiﬁh?s é’upplemen’t’al’
Response:

- Judge DIféksbn”S

ORDER (952)

| Current Status

All documents
showing payment
of any kind made
by and/or to this
Defendant to any

co=defendant from

2005 to the présent
and all documents:
ideitifying the,
basis for such
payment,
mcludmg but not
limited to
contracts,
agreements, etc..

Original Response:
Defendant objects to Reqtiest

No.25 on the ground that it is
‘vague, overly broad; unduly
‘burdensome, and oppressive

| and thereby exceeds the scope
-of the South Carolina Rules of
- Civil Procedure. Defendant

| objects to Request No. 25 on

the grounds that it seeks

irrelevaiit; immaterial

information: that is not likely to

| lead to the discovery of

admissible evidence at trial.

| Records relating to the

Defendant’s financial condition
are only relevant to Plaintiff’s
claim for punitive damages,

~which is based solely upon the
{ rendering of medical and/or
| skilled nursing setvices at

Country Wood. Defendant did
not and does not provide such

services toany resident of

Country Wood, including

| D'ecedent 'Subje‘ct to and

Pl_a_mnff to is Consult1ng;[§10]§
Defendant Country Wood

produced hierewith. Defendant

and undersigned counsel will
consider suipplementing this

Resporise upon clarification and |

receipt of additional
information-from P laintiff.

First Supplemental Response:.
Defendantrenews it§

objections to this Réquest as

stated in its Original
Responseabove: Subject to

and withéiit Waiving these
objections, Defendant is in
the process of determining if
any responsive documents

exist.and will supplement
this Response with any

responsive documents upon.
receipt.

Second Supplemental

Response: 1/13/17:
In light of Judge Dickson’s

| recent Discovery Ordet,

Defendant is working to

-determine whether any
responsive document exist
- and will supplement this
*Response with any such:

- documents upon receipt,

Defendant Guardian

| is’hereby Ordered to
| completely and filly
| respond to Request

| for Production #18,

| 24,25, 34, and 35'in

| their entirety.

| Defendant has still failed to.
| respond. to this Request:

By its:ownadmission, Guardian

[ administrative services to

| Countrywood. Likewise,

. according to documents

- produced to date, at'a minimumnm,
-all new hires were scréened and
“approved by Sterling. Did these
| companies work for free? If so,
1 why? To suggest that there is no
-record of payments between

| these Defendants'in light of the
“‘consulting agreemerits”
produced, is simply not

| plausible.

wag contracted to provide
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| The failure to produce full and
| complete informaticii is a clear
| violations ef Judge Dickson’s
I Order.

' No other supplement or informatior

has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS.
INCOMPLETE




RFPD to
GUARDIAN
#34

‘Guardian’s Original
Response:

| G’uardiéﬁ "is )
‘Supplemerital Reésponse

[ Judge Dickson’s ORDER
(9/52).

Current Status

" All documents
| showing the actual
number of hours of
. available fiursing
 personnel time (for
| each shift) or the
actual number
(quantity) of
certified nursing
assistants, fiurse
assistants, orderlies
medication aides,
and nutsés on duty
at Country Wood
from January 1,
2005 ~ present.

3.

Defendant objects to
Request No. 34 on the
ground that it is vague,
overly broad,, -unduly
burdensome, and oppressive

| and thereby exceeds the

| scopeof the South Carolina
| Rules of Civil Procedure.

| Subject to and without

| waiving the foregoing

objection, Defendant did riot

- provideé medical or skilled

nursing services to

Decedent and otherwise was
not responsible for the
einployment, hiring, and

staffing at Defendant
Country Wood's facility.
Defendant did not employ
any individuals working at
Defendant Country Wood's
facility. Defendant.does not
possess documents

responsive o Request No.
34.

First. Supplemental
Respornise:

Defendant renews edch of
its.objections to this
Request as set forth in.its
Original Resporise above,
Subject to-ard without
waiving these objections;

Defendant is

in the process of locating
- payroll information forthe |
{ individuals who rendered

care'to. Decedent during

, her residency at

| Defendant Country

| Wood's facility and will

| supplement this Response
| upon receipt:

Second
Supplemental
Response 1/13/17;
Defendant refers

Plaintiff to Co-
Defendant County.

‘Wood’s Response-to

Plaintiff’s

Taterro gatory No.. 15
for information

responsive to this

,requesti .

3{,Defendant Guardian is hereby

Ordered to- -completely and

fully respond to Request for
Production #18, 24,25, 34,
and 35 in their entirety.

Missing May 20171 Nursmg
Assignments.

No other supplemerit or informatior
has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to
‘GUARDIAN
#35

'‘Guardian’s Original
Response:

[Guardian’s
Supplemental Response

TJudge Dickson’s ORDER
52)

Current Status.

- Copies:.of any and

- dll documerits

| regarding nursing
- hours per resident
| per day during

| Mildred Watkin’s
| residency:

| Defendant objects to

| Request No. 35 on the

| ground that it is vague,
overly broad unduly

| burdensome; and oppressive
| and thereby exceeds the

scope of the South Carolina
Rules:of Civil Procedure.
Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing
objection, Defendant. did not
provide medical or skilled
NUISINgG Services.to.
Decedent and otherwise was
not responsible for the

| employment, hiring, and

staffing at Defendant
Country Wood's-facility.
Defendant did not employ
any individuals working at

I Defendant- Country ‘Wood's
facility. Defendant does not
‘possess documents

responsive to Request No.

| 35.

First:Supplemental

Resporise:

Defendant.renews-each 6f

its objections to: this

Request as set forth in its

Original Response abave,
Subject to and without

waiving'these objections,
Defendant is

in the process.of locating
payroll information for the
individuals who rendered
care to Decedent during
her residency at
Defendant Country
Wood's facility and will
supplement this Response
upon receipt. )

Second
Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:
Defendant refers
Plaintiff to Co-
Defendant County
Wood’s Respoiise to.
Plaintiff’s
Interrogatory No, 15
for information
responsive to this
request.

' Defendant Guardian is hereby

Ordered to ¢ornpletely and

fully respond to Request for

Production #1: 8,24,25,34,

and 35 in their ennrety

Mlssmg May 2011 Nursmg

Assigrniments.

- No other supplement or- mforma‘no
' has’ been provided by Defendant.

'RESPONSE REMAINS
INCOMPLETE
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RFPD to

[ Guardian®s Original

| Guardisn’s:

Judge chkson s ORDER

' Current Status

GUARDIAN Response: | Supplemental Response q52)
#37 _ : . e v
The full and ‘ Defendant further objects to First Supplemental : Defendant Guardian is hereby No payroll information has been
complete personnel | the extent that the- Request | Reésponse: ‘ | Ordered to coripletely and provided whatsoever.,
files of any and all | seeks informaticn regarding | Defendant renews each or

other employees
who cared for
Mildred Watkins, as
well as any and all
documerits of any
type related to any
reprimands or

| counseling or
termination of those
employees. The

| Plaintiff does not

| seek information
“related to.
‘employee’s

‘information may be
redacted.

the discipline of employees

of Country Wood to the.

extent that such actions may
be considéred subsequent
remedial measures, which.
are neither relevant, nor
reasonably calculated to
lead to the

discovery of admissible
evidence: S.C. R. Civ. P.
407. Subject to and without

| waiving the foregoing,
| objections, Defendant did
{ not provide medical or
dependents and such. .

skilled nursing services: to

| Decedent and otherwise was
- not responsible for the

employment, hiring,
training and staffing at
Defendant Country Wood's

| facility: Defendant did not
employ any individuals
‘workirg at Defendant
Country Wood's facility.
Defendant does not:posséss.
| documents responsive to

Request No. 37.

its objections for this

Request as set

forth in its Original
Response above and
réiterates that it has no
such documents inits

possession because it is
not responsiblefor the
employmet, staffing, or

hiring at'Defendant
Country Wood's

facility.

Second
Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:
Defendant has no

| information
responsive to this
| request.

| fully respond to Request for
Production #37 in its entirety,
This Order includes, but it not
limited to the production of

all payroll information and
employee files.

| RESPONSE INCOMPLETE
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RFPD: to. GUARDIAN
#44

‘Guardian’s Original
t~)

Response;

Guardian’s: S u}p»plemjet_x'ﬁtal 'R'e'sponse

Judge
Dickson’s
ORDER
54

| ‘Current.Status

A copyofany and all
depositions: given by any
officer, agent, and/or
employee of the Defendant
for the last 10 years in the
possession or control:6f the
Defendant, Defendant’s
counsel, or Defendant’s
agents-and/or employees. If
depositions have been. .given
by these individuals ‘which
are not currently in the:
possession or control of the-
Defendant or Defendant’s
counse] for this case,
provide the identity of
attorney or other individual
or entity who would have
‘possession ot control of the
same.

Defendant objects to
Request No. 44 on the
grourid that it is vague,

overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and

oppressive and thereby

exceeds the secope of
the Sotith Cardlina
Rules of

‘Civil Procedure.
Defendant objects to
Request No. 44 on the.

grounds that it seeks

irrelevant, immaterial
information that is not'

likely to lead to the

discovery of
admissible evidence at
‘trial.
 Defendant further
~objects to Request No, -
“44 to the extent-it
» seeks information
| regarding "prior bad

acts,” which is neither

‘relevaiit not

: reasoniably calculated
fo lead to the
discovery of evidence

that. would be

| admissible at trial.
“S.C.R. Evid. 404(b).

First Supplemental Response:

Defendant renews its objections to

this-Request as stated in its: Original

Response-above. E5Sub‘j’ect:to; und
‘without waiving these objections,

Deferidant: furthf:r clarifies that this
Request is overly broad because it

does not limit the scope: of thie. topics.
for which she has réquested. N
deposition testimony. Defendant will

consider supplemietiting upon receipt

‘or a narrfowly tailofed Request from
Plaintiff.

Second :S"u_pplemental‘ Response
1/13/17:

“Inlight of the recent Discovery

Order of Judge Dickson; Defendant
is'now in the process of identifying

“and collecting ; responsive
~documentation to this Request, but as
' such-documentation is neither
narrowly tailored as to time or

| facility, Defendant requires

' additional time to locate, reviéw, and
' produce the requested information.

| Defendant will timely: supplement,
this Response as such docurentation

1s located.

| Third Supplemental

| Response7/5/17:

| Defendant possesses no documents
| responsive to. this request.

Defendant

| Guardian is

hereby

| Ordered to

| completely
| and fully

{ respond to
Request #43, -

69, 70, and
72 intheir
entirety..

| Defendant has still failed to

respond to this Request and has

| not produced a single document

| ordered by the Court. The

| owners and managers of the
Defendant-companies,

 been sued and/or have been

| witnesses in litigation in

| numerous actions in several

| states. A ¢utsory search will

| reveal these suits and reflect that
| depositions were taken of thege

|| officers, agents.and employees in
| nutherous cases. Defendan{’s

| last tesponse shows a complete
1 lack of any effort to obtain

| documents which should be

particularly Robert Hagan, have
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rcavc"iilyv available to.them. This
violates Judge Dickson’s Order;

No other supplement or informatior
has been provided by Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS

INCOMPLETE




RFPD to GUARDIAN
HOT

Guérdian,’s Original
Response:

[ Guardian’s Supplemental

Response:

Judge: Dickson’ s

ORDER ({54)

:’% C,u'r;rién't"Stat»u,s

| Corporate tax returns for
the years 2005-present.

Defendant objects to
this Request.on the

grounds: that it seeks

infonnatipn that is
neither relevant nor
reasonably calculated

to lead to the
- discovery 6f

admissible evidence.

| Defendant's corporate

tax returns afe only

| relevant to Plaintiff’s

| claims for-punitive

| damages, which are:
‘baséd on the rendering
-of medical and:skilled.
| nursing services. at :
| CountyWood, 4nd this |
| Defendant has
-produced document:

demon‘str“ating that. it
does ot did not:

provide such services

to-any residént of
Defendant County
Wood’s facility,
including Decedent,
Defendant further

objects to this reqiiest |

as overbroad, 4ds it
seeks information not
narrowly tailored to
the period of time of
events in question.

First Supplemental Responée

1/13/17:

In light of thesrecent Discovery

Order of Judge Dickson;

Defendant is in the process of

collectmg information
responsive to this requestand
will fully respond to the same as
soon as such information is
located..

Third Supplemental Response
75/17: |
Deferidant refers. Plaintiff to
Guardian’s financial documerts
produced herewith.

Defendant Guardian

completely-and fully
respond to Request

 for:Production #43,
| 44,67, 68, 69, 70,

1 and 72 in their
entirety

| Defendant has provided A'tﬁe tax
is he_neby Ordered to -

returtis for Guardian for the
years 2011 and 2015 only.

Still missing are the yéars: 2005

2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010,
2012, 2013 2014, and2016

No further resporise has been
prov1ded to this request, in
violation of J udge Dickson’s
Order.

| RESPONSE REMAINS
| INCOMPLETE

3
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No other's u_pp‘[emcnt. orinformatior
“has been provided by Defendant.




RFPD to
GUARDIAN
#68

.GUar.dian ’s
Original Response:

Guardian’s Supplemental
Response

Judge Dickson’s

ORDER (Y54)

“Current Status

Corporate-financial

stateinents for the
. years 2005-preseént.
This includes, but is
not limited to:
income statements,

balance shéets,,
statement of cash
flow and audited

financial statements.

| Defendant objects: to
| Request No. 68 on
| the ground that it is
| vague, overly broad,

unduly burdehsome,

| and oppressive and
| thereby exceeds the.
scope of'the South
Carolina Rules.of
Civil Procedure.

Defendant objects to
Request No..68 on.

the grounds that it

seeks irrélevant,
mmmaterial
information that is
niot likely to lead to
the disco.very of
admissible evidence

| attrial. Records

relating to.

{ Defendant's

financial information

is only relevant to
| Plaintiffs claims for

punitive damag_es,.
which.isbased

solely upon the

rendering of medical
and/or skilled
nursing services at,
Country Wood.
Defendant does not:
provide such

services to residents
of Country Woeod.

First Supplemental
Response 1/13/17:

Tn light of the recent

Discovery Ordérof
Judge Dickson,
Defendarit isin the
Pprocess of collecting

information

responsive to this
request and will fully

' respond to the same as.
- soon as such

information is located.

Third Supplemental
Response 7/5/17:

| Defendant refers.
- Plaintiff to Guardian

Resources financial

 documents produced.

herewith,

Defetidant Guardian

is hereby Ordered to
| completely and fully
“respond to Request
| for Production #43,
44,67, 68, 69, 70,

| and 72 in their

entirety

: tax,retumg._ Defendant was.ordered to produce
| “financial statements”, which: include, but aren’t
| limited to income statements, statements of cash

: No further response has been provided. to this.

Defendant has provided noj_ﬁ:naﬁc‘ial information
whatsoever in response to this'Request beyond 2

flow, etc.
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request, ini violation .of Judge Dickson’s Order.

No other supplement or information has been provid
by Defendatit.

RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE




| the discovery of

evidence which will

- be admissible 4t
| trial. Request 69 is

relevant orly inthe
event that Plaintiff

| obtains a judgment

against anyor
Defendants :and such |
judgment is not paid.
Undérsuch
Circumstarnces;

Plaintiff may pursue |

post-judgment
discovery under
S.C.R.C.P 69.

| Request 69 is
| therefore, premature,

irrelevant and

. lmproper.

mformatlon responswe to

respond to the same as
soon as such irnformation is
located.

Third Supplemental
Response 7/5/17:

| Defendant does not
| Possess any documentation.
- responsive to this Request.

their entirety

RFPD to Guardian’s Guardian’s Supplemental : _Judge Dickson’s ‘Current Status
GUARDIAN Original Response: | Response ORDER (q54):
#69

Documents which | Defendant objects to | First Supplemental Response Defendant Guardian is | Defendant. Guardian has provided no

reflect the ownership thisRequestonthe | 1/13/17: | hereby Ordered to response to this requést. ‘Other

and valie of the grounds thatit'seeks | Inlight of'the recent completely and fully | defendants’ have provided a tax return of

property occupied information which is | Discovery Orderof Judge respond to Request for | Ridgewood Nursing Center, LLC for the.
by Country Wood | neithér relevant nor Dickson, Defendantiis in Production #43, 44, 67, | year 2013. No other information

Nursing Care | reasonably the process of collectiiig 68,69, 70, and 72 in | responsive to this request has been
| Center. | caleulated to lead o

| produced

No further response has ‘been provided fo

this request, in violafion of’ Judge
Dicksoni’s Order..

provided by Defendant.
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No other supplement or information has bee

RESPONSE REMAINS. INCOMPLETE




Jjudgment against

| discovery under
| S.C.R,C.P 69. Thus, -
1'this request is
premature and

| irrélevant to any of

- Plaintiff’s claims in

- this action,

is relevant only in
the event that
Plaintiff obtains a

any or Defendants
and such judgment is
not paid. Under
such circumstances,
Plaintiff may pursue
post-judgment;

same as soon.as
such information is
located.

Second v
Supplemental

| Response7/3/17:
| Defendant refers
| Plaintiff to its

attached tax return

| for information

responsive to this
request.

| their entirety

Defendant.

RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE

REPD to Guardian’s | Guardian’s | Judge Dickson’s | Current Status.

GUARDIAN Original Response:: | Supplemental Response | ORDER. (1154) Q
#70: w
Documents which Defendant objects to | First Supplemental Defendant Defendant has provided tax returns for 2011 and 201 5*‘;-3:
list-and value the this Request.on the | Response: 1/13/17 Guardian:is only. This production is nof a sufficient resporise to: o
| assetsof Defefidant | grounds that'it seeks | In i ght of the récent: heteby-Ordered this requests. No other document hasbeen provided
| Guardian. Include | information which is | Discovery order of to completely’ | whatsoever.. 8
“1n'such documents | neither relevantnor | J udge Dickson, and fully i 2‘
| any liens or reasonably ’ Deferdant is in the respond to No ﬁarth_er_'resp_onse has been provided to this request, 5
- mortgages placed on | calculated to lead to process of collecting Request:for | in violation of Judge Dickson’s Order. o
those assets and the discovery of inforimation Production'#43, | §
“identify the holder evidenice which will | tesponsive this.this 144, 67,68, 69, _ &)

and the amounts of | be admiissible at request and will 170, and 72'in -No other supplement or information has been provided by

any such lien. trial. This Request fully respond to :




RFPD to | Guardian’s | Guardian’s Supplemental Judge Dickson’s Current Status
GUARDIAN Original Response: | Response ORDER (954)
#72 L . _ y
All. documents: Defér;_dant refers | First Supplemental Defendant _ The only documents produced to date regarding
which define;, Plaintiffto i: Response Guardian is hereby { the relationship between the.to-defendants is one:
delineate or explain | docunients produced | Defendart further refers Otdeéred to | contract for Guardian dated 201 Land one contract
| in any way the herewith.. Plaintiff to Defendant | completely and | for Sterling dated 2007, Plaintiff'also has a one

| relationship, duties

| and responsibilities
~between you and

| any co-defendants in
ithis matter. This

-request includes, but |

is not limited to
contracts, lease
agreements;
consulting
agreements, letters,
emails, facsimiles,
texts, memoranda,
noteés, recordings,
bills, etc.

| Sterling’s Articles of
| Organization, produced
{ herewith. Defendant

further states that it is in
the process of defermining
whether any additional

responsive documents exist |

and will supplement this
response with any such
documents upon.receipt.

Second Supplemerital

| Request:

| To Defendant’s

| knowledge; all

. responsive docutnents
_in Defendant’s

- possession have been

previously produced.
In the.event

Defendant _-1,_o'cat_es=
-additional information

responsively to this

Request, Defendant.

will seasonably
supplement this
response.

1 67,68, 69,70, and
- 72 in theit entirety

| fully respond to
i Request for

Production #43, 44

3

by Defendant.

page Asticles of Inco_rporatib‘n for Guardian and
Sterling. No otherdocuments responsive to this
request have been produced, despite the specific
information requestéd and the Order of J udge
Dickson..
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- No further response has been provided to this
request, in violation of Judge Dickson’s Order

No other supplement or information has been provide

| RESPONSE REMAINS INCOMPLETE




Notice of Substitution of Counsel
dated May 13, 2016
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
MILDRED WATKINS, as Petsonal )
Representative of the Estate of Mildred ) 2
Watkins, ). =y %
| ) z =
Plaintiff, ) on =
) 0 w
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO, 2014-CP- 4695.1602
) o
STERLING HEALTHCARE, INC., ) %”Eg‘°
COUNTRY WOOD NURSING CENTER, ) % o
LLC, and GUARDIAN RESOURCES, ) o
LLC, )
Defendants. )
)

NOTICE.OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL

NOTICE is hereby given that Defendants hereby substitute Leah. Fox Parker of Lewis

Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith L.LP as local counsel of record in'the above-referenced action. All further

notices, pleadings, orders, or filings of any kind directed to Defendants shall be served on

Brantley C. Rowlen
Leéah F. Parker
Lewis BrISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
1180 Peachtree Street, NE, Suite 2900
Atlanta; Georgia 30309
Telephone 404.348.8585
Facsimile: 404.467.8845
brantley.rowlen@lewisbrisbois,com
leah.parker@lewisbrisbois.com

Respectfully submitted, this 9" day of May, 2016.

4816:7803-9857.1

(Signature on following page).
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LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD &
SMITHLLP

®BRANTLEY C. ROWLEN
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
LEAHF. PARKER

South Carolina Bar No. 101200

1180 Peachtree Street NE

Suite 2900

Atlanta, Georgia 30309

Telephone: (404) 348-8585
Facsimile: (404) 467-8845
brantley.rowlen@lewisbrisbois.com
leah.parker@lewisbrisbois.com

Counsel for Defendants

4816-7803-9857.4
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Richland County Roster Notices
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Certificate of Counsel

The undersigned hereby certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all
material proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

December 11, 2018 /s/ Kate Capplemann
Kate Cappelmann
1180 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Suite 2900
Atlanta, Georgia 30309
(404) 348-8585
Attorney for Appellants
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