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April 19, 2011
*  Benjamin R. Matthews, Bsquire Tony Ray Megna, Esquire
Matthews & Megna, LLC " Matthews & Megna, Esquirc
3400 West Avenue 3400 West Avenue
Columbia, SC 29203 ’ Columbis, SC 29203

Re:  PeoDee Health Care, P.A. v. Estate of Hugh 5. Thompson h
Civil Action No., 2010-CP-16-0332 -
TPGL File No.: 10667.101

Déar Tony and Ben:

While T ami uddressing this letter to both of you, I am sending it in distinct scparate
envelopes for each of you in light of the court's ruling reflacted in the enclosed Ordes. Enclosed
please find a copy of the letter received from Judge Baxley today together with the originally
executed Order in this matter. We have taken the original Order to the Clegk of Court pursuant
to Judge Baxley's instructions and filed the same this afternoon. As reflected in the enclosed
Certificate of Service, 1 am enclosing for cach of you in your respective separate envelopes, a
certified copy of the Order filed stamped by the Darlington County Clerk of Court at 2:11 p.m.
this aflernoon. By copy of this letter to Judge Baxley (without any enclosures), 1 am confirming
for him that we have complied with his Jetter directives,

JRI:vid
Enclosures

Cc: Hon. ). Mickee] Baxicy (with Certificate of Service only)
John J. James, 11, Bsquire (with filed stamped copy)
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April 15,2011

Jon Rene Josey, Eaquire

Turner, Padget, Graham & Laney
Post Office Box 5478

Florence, SC 29502

Re:  Pee Dee Health Care v. Estate of Hugh S. Thompson
C/A No: 2010-CP-16-0332 ,

Counsél:

Enclosed plesse find the original signed Order in the above-eatitied mater. Please be
aware that it s your responsibility to flle this Order with the Clerk of Court and serve
clocked coples on all parties. Thank you for your atteation to this matter, .

Sincerely yours,

Jhidbg

J. Michzgel Bax]
g0l N
| @Jb
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF DARLINGTON | ; DOCKET NO.: }0—0?-16-0332
Pee Dee Health Care; P.A., 9
C Plaintif ;
B ) CeRTIFICATE oPSERVICE
. Estate of Hugh S Thompson, ‘ ; ‘ ’
Defondant. ); )

I hereby cemfy thnl on this 4‘7&' day of ‘Aprl, 2011 2 copy of the Court s Order
Disqualifying Plainti{'s Counse] Tony R. Mognl. dated Apnl 15, 2011 and filed April 19'
2011, has been mailed to all counsel of record, postage prepatd and pmperly addressed as

follows:

Benjamin R. Matthews, Bsqmre (Connmung Counsel)
Matthews & Megna, LLC .
3400 West Avenue

Columbia, SC 29203 .

Tony Ray Megna, Esquire (Disqualified Counsel)
Matthews & Megna, LLC -

3400 West Avenue -

Columbia, SC 29203

Jobn J. James, I1, Bsquire
Paulling & James

P.O. Box 507

Dadington, SC 29540-0507

Secrotary to J. René Josey
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COUNTY OF DARLINGTON.

Pee Dee Heslth Care, P.A.,
Plaintiff,

YO

floe ©

0'0Y/LY

14480 ¥hag

ORDER DISQUALIFY
PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL TO

vs,

- SOORS

Estate of Hugh S. Thompson,

IS ALND
T
112 W

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant. )
)

This is ap action originally filed in the Probate Court wherein the ﬁaintiff is attempting
(o recover reimbursement from the Defendant estate fof losses in' Medicars reimburseients
allegedly occasioned by the actions of Dr. Hugh S. Thompson during his period of practice with
Plaintiff. Counse! foé the Defendant has now moved this Court for an Order disqualifyiog

Plaintiff's counsel Tony R. Megna.. This motion is based upon the Rules of Professionsl |

Conduct, 83 found in SCACR 407, and supporting case law, Plaintiff filed a response to the

motion on March 11, 2011, and the matter wes heard by the Court on March 16, 2011 After

considerution of all the plesdings, motions, exhibits, and the arguments of counsel, the Court

finds that Attomey Megna should be disquslified from further representation of the Plaintiff in -

this matter. This determimtion is based upon the following findings of fact and conclusions of

law.

FINDINGS OF EACT
(1)  Counsel Tony R. Megoa has 1demiﬁed himself ax the Chief Executive Officer

(“CEO™) of Plaintiff Pee Dee Health Care, P.A. (“PDHC") ln sddition to such :dmﬂﬂcanon
made 10 the Coust at the March 16™ hearing, the response of PDHC 1o the pending motion t0

%
CERTE
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disqualify staies that Mr. Megna “has been the CEO and General Counsel to the PlaintifF since
1995." Plaintiff's Retum (see foomote ) below). |

(2)  Mr. Megna’s admitted position as the CEO for P-DHC mnﬁrms his foca! point r;s
a witnesy m this matter.- By his signature in Section 13 of a "Medicare Enrollment Application”
submitted to the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) within the United States
Department of Hggkh and Human Scrvices (Exhibit B to the Motion), “completed for” PDHC,
Mr. Megna “binds this.provider to the lows, reguletions, and program instructions of the
Medicare program.”™" Accordingly, Mr. Megna is positioned 1o be a person with knowledge at
PDHC sbout the efforts of that crganization to comply with Medicare “laws, regulations, end
program instructions.” PDHC's adjudiéékd non-compliance led to the adverse Medicare
decision at the beart of this case Thu#. Mr. Megna is a necessary wimess to matters raised in
this case. | | . | ,
(3)  PDHC has answered interrogatories propounded pursuant to f!ule 33 of thé South
Carvlina Rules of Civil Procedure (responses dated July 28, 2010 attached as Exhibit C to the
Motion). In response to interrogatory 1, wﬁich calls for the identification of witnesses, PDHC
lists Tony R. Megna.?  In addition, the response to htufopiory 8 identifies Tony Megna as the
only person knows to PDHC with whom Hugh S. Thompson (the “decedent”) commuricated

sbout the sdverse Medicare dctcﬁnimnion for recoupment. While the motion response of PDHC

now secks to minimize Attorney Megna's communications with Ds. Thompson, the

' Ay e clase of srgument, PDHC muutetl that 1his document 1s not wof Megna's CEO wami - 8 maus wow
admitted by PDHC. While ihe spplicstion cover letter indicates tha it generally relates 10 Lower Plorence County Hoapital, the
ctier specifically provides that sections 6 wnd 13 reiate to PDHC of Darlington. Thess sections ideatify Megns as @ owney of
and 11 8 *DirecxorfOfficer™ of PDRC - all snconiested i this polmt sccording 1o PDHC

POHC, s managing employee of PDHC,

potltions o the hearing. In the PDHC written rexponse to the Motion to Disqualify, Magria ia specifically confirmed w have s
interest in the outcome of this lawmuit, Response page 30. .

1 PDHC's inicrvagetory answer nsserts that "Mr. Magns 15 aot (ikely to westity...
Oefendam's right to discover Information from wiiness Megna and this alone requ
wilness. by either party, or not.

” This wnticipatory disclaimer doss not aker
{res disquatificalion whether callod st crial 48 8



communications described in these ioitial interrogatory answers and in the complaint® make Mr.
Megna a witness to relevaat issues in this matter,

(4)  The appeal of the adverse PDHC Medicare determination is refevent inl thig
mattcr.  While PDHC asserts that the Defendant should be estopped, cven by the decedent’s
alleged silence, from denying liability for the indemnification of Plaintiff’s Medicare
overpayment, there would have been no Hability to Medicare et all if the PDHC appeal had been
successful.like.the appesl of decedent's other employer, Firstchoice Healtheare, which arose over
the same issue. The claim to equitable indemnification referenced by PDHC in argument at this
motion hearing requires a finding i}m the proposed indemnitez (PDHC) was without fault or
linbility for the damages. See Powler v. Huniey, 388 S.C. 355, 697 SE.2d 531 (2010). Thus,
PDHC's fault s at issne in this case snd the decision of foderal Administative Law Judge Metry
(Exhibit A to the Motion) apeaks to that issue directly and @sively. The appeal of Judge
Metry's Order, if any, would be relevant in this matter on the preclﬁsive finding that PDHC was
at fault and therefore could not be indemnified.*

Mr. Megna is identified in PDHC's nns\;m to interrogatory 9 as the person involved with
the defense of the adverse Medicare determination. He has fiml;and hbwlcdge regarding the

statug and resalts of any acministrative appeals. .,

: msnmipuiman:).manw:u;mmnnmm“mm"mmqymm.mwmu
Piginill] 1n which be is aflaged 10 have. “sdmiced™ not providing “sccursts lnformation to PINRS upon and during bis

 caployment with the Paintil... ~ The unsigned letier was subminted &t the hearing, without objection, a5 Defense Hearing

Bxhibk 3, end is directed 10 “Tony™ ~ current counsel for FDHC. The complaict purports 10 attach 8 copy of ths allegid letsar a2 .
an exhible The same document |s submittad {5 ths motion responiac of POHC » Rahibie HE

0 thet
PDHC’ 1o Isterrogatory 2 idemifies the sure alleged Ietier from docodent Thompson: 10 Tany Megas a3 3 docament
Mufnz?mmmmm mummqmnmrd»mﬂbu‘imm?xwfmmbym.
Thompson relating 10 the SC Boerd of Madksl Bxaminers.” Thus, by the PIlx!f's own responsss, &Wmmtdrymdchb

j of documents and information ralevant to clalma and defonses Lo the case. Questiona e
l'::nep:.;:e circumatances of ¥s slicged recelpt, and its aljegod contextual mening are all falrty direcied t0 Mr. Megm.

Meiry’s flndin dased : invagtigating the
' ' of the affirmative duty of esmploycrs 10 perform due dflipmee by inves '
e . uln‘so(::;p:cr")nmpm lest tbey faci abliity for exclusion facis they “should know.~ Jgt 42 US.C,

§ 1320a-7a(a)(6); 42 CFR 1003, 102(a)2).



3 Even if PDHC were not at fault, communieations between PDHC and Thompson
about the Medicare claim and appeals process are relevant to the issies raised in this case. At
least in part, PDHC’s claim 1o equitable indemnification also depends upon showing that Dr.
Thompson was provided ﬁtﬁely notification and an opportunity to participate and help defend the
claim Medicare made against PDHC. This is because one who seeks equity must do equity.®

(6)  Disqualification of Mr. Megna will not work a uubsuntial hardship. This matter ,‘ ‘
is early in the discovery phase.' No depositions have heen takeﬁ. Thus, there is minimal extra
expense o loss of time, if any. Both Mr. Mogaa snd sttomey Begjamin Metihews have made
appearances on behalf of PDHC in this action; indeed, it is Mr. Matthews who executed the
complaint in this Court. Further, Mr. Megna represented to the Court that the Plaintiff has 75-80
employees; the Court finds that quiﬁtiff has the resources to add additional cmmlsel if ‘nceded.'

(A) " In South Caroling, an attorney cannot *act 23 an advoeate at 4 trial in which the
luwyer is likely to be & necessary witess,” unless the issue about which the attorney will testify
(1) is uncontested, (2) relates to the nature or the value of the legsl services rendered, or (3)
disqualification. would work & substantial hardship on the attomey’s client. Rule of Prof.
Conduct 3.7, SCACR 407, Rule 3.7 is absolutc; only when ope of the three delineated
exceptions appn;c rhay a witneas also serve as an advocate. 1 8. C. Juris. Atforney and Client §
53; ROBERT M. WILCOX, South Ca;olim begAal» Ethics § 9.1.1. An edversary, such us the Estate
of Dr. Thompsoxi. has an obligation to immediately move for disqualification when there is an

issue of the opposing advocale's position as a witness. Comment (1), RESTATEMENT (THIRD) OF

THE LAW GOVERNING LAWYERS §-108.

' allowing
! Qxis Flevaor, Joe.x. Hardn Coagr, Co. Groug, 316 8.C. 292, 296-97 430 853441, 44 (1994X B
Ind'::i’:alm where “lndernies gave the mdemnitor notice and a0 oppostunity to partieipate In the ttigaion....").

4



(B) The first two cxceptions.nllowed by Rule of Professional Conduct 3.7, SCACR
407, are not applicable here, Mr. Megna's testimony relates, in part, 10 contested
communications with the decedent at the heart of the claims and defenses in this case. In
addition, Mr. Megna's testimony relates to contested administrative issues of Medicare
compliance (such as employse screening, due diligenco, and record keeping) and the contested
isgue of Plaintiff's alleged damages. Mr. Mégnn‘s tudmoﬁy does not relate to “legal services
rendered” in this Count of Common Pleas matter. ’ o

(C)  The hardship exception of Rule 3.7 provides no relief here. A South Carolina
Disteict Coun has noted that the hardship excention to Rule 3.7 showld be construed very
norrowly. Brown v. Dapjel, 180 FR.D, 298, 302 (D.S.C. 1998), Simple cxtra expense or the
loss of time that is inherent in any disqualification is not a substantial hardship. To find
substantial hardship, “courts have required something beyond the normal incidents of changing
counsel, such as the loss of extensive knowledge of & casc based upon & long-term relationship
between the client end counsel snd substantia! discovery conducted in the actual litigation.” Id.
Here, the normal incidents of changing counse) are not even present as Rule 3.7(b) will allow for
Mr. Megna's non-witness partner Mr. Matthews to continue in his cxisting representation of

PDHC. :
(D)  The Dead Man Stamte® does not change Mr. Megna's mms- as a fact witness in
this cose under Rule 3.7 of the Rules of Professiona Conduct - regardless of how it might afply
in the ultimate trial of this matter. Moreover, the Desd Man Statute has no effect upon the
discoverability of information allegedly known by Megna as a fact witness,”

*  The Desd Mun 'Slﬁult;-cﬁdim in Souih Carblina w §.G- Code § 1911120, 45 ar evideriary ryle thr, relaces 10 <be

compatency of o wilness 0 {estify about ceriain maiters, The siatute axisis 1o provent ireevesiod pantics from offering self-
serving, incontroventidle testimony tha may be vareliable. Harchs y Barry, 731 S.C, 201, 98 S.E.24 233 (1957% Tiimmies v
‘Thomaog, 41 $.C. 123, 19 S.B 291(1894). Specifically, s comparency objection may be raised by the deredent's representasives
to prohibit o persue of party with s Intarest in the nuarier from Lestifying about communicaiions or tranaactions whh another
peraon who Is docewsed st the time of such testimony. See, .8 326 8.C. 470,434 S,E2d |12
{C1, App. J997) C"The ‘dead man's’ statune 53 an axcepion to the genera! rulke of witness competency, bt s to be read restiictively,
and the party requesaing its use bears the burden of establishing it applicabitiy.”).

T whi ved by the deccdent’s ives st trind, the Cowt of Appeals bas previously
While the competency objection may be wal Yy represcntative ety fots 20

discovery depositio arding the commemications batween a decedent 88 an Inereated perio
e e g vaisbitky of the o il Thomas . Taylpr, 300 S.C. 127, 386 $.5.2d 630 (Ct. App

“apen the door” or waive the avallabilky of the objection / :
l:'z;;)(smﬂ. Cdlef Judge)Relying, in part, on SCRCP SN)INA) which provides that “Cbjcctions to the szf o;:
witness ... are not waived by failurs 10 wmake them before of during the taking of the depostiion, unless the grovad 1 e
objeciion is one which might have been obvimed of removed if presenied 3t tha dme."). Obwiouly, Dr. Thoropeen's :
cmnot he removad or gbviated “before ardm“myunmdepodﬁnumhnmmtbhuowm mrwf“
assention whal the siatuts €13 &5 » complate bar 10 any examination is belied, howsvey, by the ms- ;wwp;n(v‘m)

apening the door” to otherwise incompricnl testimoay. See, ¢.g, Hanabea v, Simoson 336 $.C. 140,488 S.E2¢ .

S



(E)  Mr. Megna's role as geseral counsel to PDHC does not change Mr. Megna's
Status as a fact witness in this case under Rule 3.7 of the Rules of Professional Conduct -

regandless of how this status might trigger evideatinry privileges. While PDHC asserts that

 privileges attach to anything and everything that Mr. Megna might say, thereby freeing him to

act only as counscl, this Court concludes that the potential applicadoﬁ of atwmey-dienf
privilege® does not preclude anything and cverything that Mr, Megna might say as & witness, -
| PDHC’s complaint is that decedent Thompson did not mscioae information to PDHC or
gave wrong information to PDHC - in part through its CEO Tony Megna.' Under the gulse of
privilege, Mr. Megna cannot avéid examination on the dﬁM' snd communications made to
him that he now claims were tortious.” |
In further support of the coust's dﬁcisio;w. Mm; namrowly on PDHC's exhibit HH
submitted in response to the motion to disquslify, there is nothing in that alleged 'Ihompson
letter to Mr.-Megna that indicates that "Ihmnpson is seeking legal advice. Rurthermore, that
communication has already .bocn divalged by PDHC as part of its complaint — so cveﬁ if it |

argusbly related to legal advice needed by PDHC st the time, that privilege has clearly been

' South Carplina has Jong recognized the somey-clich: privilage againat the disciosure of confidential communications by &
clienl |0 his stomey. Staig v, Love, 275 5.C. 35, 59,271 8.£.2 110, 112 (1980). 'The privilege spplies-only (0 *'confidentlal
disclnsures by a clicm N nn aitomey w1a0e inonder 1o ohlain legal astistance.” ; e 428 U.S. 391, 403,96
SO 1569, 48 L.Ed.1J 186 (1980). Whe burdm 1s on the propondix of the privilege to devmonsinme 8 applicedility. United
Stnies v. Jones. 696 £.2d 1069, 1072 (4th Cir. 1982), The party asserting 1be wiiomey-cliem ypriviiege muist esablish not only that:
\he stiormey-clier relationship exisied, but also ik the purticular communleasion st issuo L3 privileged and thek the privilegs was
1ot waived. i 198 F.R.D, 381, 584 (D.5.C. 1994), vacated by, in part In 1z Qcp. Motors Carp.. No.

$4-2435, 1995 U S. App, LEXIS 41270 (4th Cir. 19%3).
* The precise bovadries of any appilable peivliage are nox befora the covn in this motion. A nated by the Defendary, howeves,
POHC may have implidaly"v‘zivﬁtmy possible remtinizg or existing privitege by placing Lhe svbject of commmnications and
dlsciosures between the decedent and Mr. Megna (on behalf of PDHC) Iato controwesy. Ses A
Ing.. 397 R.Supp. 1146, 1161 (D.S.C. 1979). See alio la 1% No, 93-T2765-JW. 1957 Bank. LEX!

. . 8, 1997); ser olso Hoant v, Rbay, 68 F.R.D. 574, 380 (E.D. Wash. 1978). .Fthm is the
undertying \oucharone for implich walver: the rationalx 13 thae privileped materisla ought not be used a0 boch & shield nd sword

) telief stould
See Inre: Mnlied Supsrnaarkens, Ing,, 36 3.W.3d 619, 62) (Tex. p.mm(--mwm.@uummm
no:bezmmdwmmum wtioxuw:w;nmummmmnmwmmmm&odeo:ﬁ?a

oth ilable to the other party.™); faa olso
determminative information not otherwise avai Insin ou the protection of the sormoy-client privilege for darmaging

Supp. Y26, 529 (N.D. Q. [976) {"a paty may ot Insis
communications while disclosing other sebacted communications becsuse they ate peif-serving. ")



weived by its disclosure. Thus, Mr. Megna ié now Subject to examination as to details of that
document,

Moce broadly, the privilege would only extend to Mr. Megna's commuaications where
the medical practice of PDHC is seeking legal advice. The privilege would not extend to Mr.
Megna when acting in the capacity of CEO of the medical practice; for example, Mr. Megna's
communleations with third parties such os govemment regulstors, insurers, and Medicare
program administrators is clearly not pri.vileged and would be'micvam 16 fssues in this case.
Likewise, questions directed to Ihc.CH)'s knowledge of business operations, finances, and
damages would nat infringe upon privileged communications. Further, the existence of other
persons who may also have knowledge in these aress does not remove Mr. Megna fmm the
witness list prohibited by Rule 3.7. . A

(F) The work-product privilege also does not preclude anything and everything that

Mr. Megna might say as & witness. The wotk-product doctrine seeks o protect things or

. information “prepared in anticipation of litigation or for the wial ..” SCRCP 26(b)3).

Specifically, the rule protects “sgainst.disclosure of the mental impressions, conclusions,
opinions, or Jegal thcm'-ies of an attomey or other representative of a party concerning the
litigation.” The work-product doctrine does no!, howeves, extend to anything and éverythir;g an
sttomney might have done — particularly when acting in e capacity of a CEO of a medical

pmctioe.’“

> ’ o, ns, of
™ The work-product privilege applics oaly (o “xttomeys’ of lagal represeeatives menial lmnmwm‘m'm

theories authared tn sndcipation of litigation.” Y
m Cis, 2006). Fact work pmﬂ is not sheohnely privileged mcmﬁ&q ;;mérmmc& sy be
ey Bl o s diacovery under the ils. AL best, It recsives » quadified

which is primarly factusl i nature is nol absohmely Imemune from O e e faabiyay o obesin t ehewhars
w*mmm:;mm Y i 'mvﬂmwm.wm 482, 486 (Xy. App. 19E5); sea aivo Rulfy Y.
Wilsgn, 289 5.W.3d 555, 359 (Ky. 2009).
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-Whill-z the Court can address specific assertions of privilege if and when they arise. the
Defendant comrecty poiﬁts out that the work-product doctrine is limited 10 pmaaing such things
in the context of the Htigmion to which the information relates -'not other litigation. Accord
Kirschbaum v, WRGSB Assocs., No, 97-8332, 1998 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8860, at *3 (E.D. Po.
June 18, 1998). In this case, the Defendant is not interested in Mr. Megna's tﬁoughts about the

present litigation with tho Estate; rather, its interest is in the Jitigation with Medicare. The

. litigation with Medicare is now. concluded nnd the work pmduc! protection, if spplicable at all,

would on) y apply in the context of that lmgatuon ptotactmg aglmst discloure to Medxcnrc
Evcn wherc applicable, Rule 26(b)3) pmvldes for an exeeptmn when a pany is "uuablc
without undue hardship to obtain the substantial equivalent of the ma_rms by other means.”

-AM! some audio recording, the onjy means to get the substantial equivalent of Dr.

Thompson's aliéged eonvm;tiom with the CEO of PDHC is to usk the' surviving party to those
conversations. | - | |
This is the type of factua scenario for which Rule 3.7 was writen, Mr, Megni is the

| ‘CEO of the Plaintdf orgnhiution and is an owner with a financial stake In the outcome of this

litigution. By his posmon alone ‘Mr. Megna i central to the jssues involved in this case. In

adchbon. Mr. Megna“ wai intimately involved in the relationship between Plaintiff and the

Decedent -Hugh S. Thompson, and was responsible for many decisions that were made regarding

the employment relatlonship between the two pnm'es. Mr. Megna's kgowledge of these

important fam assure that his testimony will be necessary in this case.
The Count is not persusded by the Plaintiff’s umians of various privileges. Even if

applicable in some Jimited context, the applicability of any paniculur pﬂvilege does not change



Mr. Megna's obvious status as a witness. In discovery or at trial or both, Mr. Megna may be
called uponAto testify regarding facts at issue in the present action, and thus, Mr. Megna cannot
proceed as an sdvocate for the Plaintiff in this proceeding. The Court orders complete

disqualification effective with the execution of this Order.”

IT IS SO ORDERED.

April 15,2011

Hansville, Sonth Carolina
= =
ez m
Hg 3 O
gg.a w
g2 o 71
c
z =
o -

before 1ial. The
" mmmwsthﬂlthmfcmblﬂorw.mmwwndeumysddhm::ﬁdmb“:“ .
Wlurormwmmnnummmwmmm:zm Ths iormed Megme
partucr climingios sny Nardehip o difMiculty sesociaied wih chis effective dus.

g
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[ o]
. O
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON-RLEAS
A ) 2010-CP-16-0332 3=3
COUNTY OF DARLINGTON ) L 293
(o =4

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S 5P8Y
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION &SE
ORDER DISQUALIFYING COUNSELTNG’
QUASHING ALL MOTIONS, SUBPORRS,
AND FILINGS SIGNED ONLY BY ©
DISQUALIFIED COUNSEL TONY R.

MEGNA AND ISSUED AFTER JUNE 17, 2011

Pee Dee Health Care, P.A.,

Plaintiff,

256 WY €1 1001102

\4

Estate of Hugh S. Thompson,

Defendant ., .

This matter is.bafore the Court on Plaintiff’s SCRCP 59(e) Motion for
Reconsideration of an Order dated April 15, 2011, which disqualified
Plaintiff’s counsel from representing Plaintiff in this matter. Plaintiff
filed the present motion to reconsider on May 2, 2011. On May 20, 2011,
Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff‘'s Rule 59(e) motion ané
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff‘s Motion. Plaintiff then filed a

a3l

Reply to Defendant‘'s Motion in Opposition on May 26, 2011. All these

filings have been considered by the Court in reaching this decision.
On July 19, 2011, the Court conducted a hearing on this matter as wall

a5 Cross motions for Summary Judgment filed by both parties. Prior to this

hearing, in its Notice of Hearing dated June 17, 2011, .and to avoid any
prejudice to Plaintiff, the Court permitted Plaintiff’s disqualified counsel
tc argue the outgtanding Summary Judgment Motions before it would render a
decision on Plaintiff’s 59{e) Motion, The Court took all three Motions
under advisement. The Cross-Motions for Summary Judgment  remain under
advisement as of the date of this Order.

After careful consideration of the extensive record submitted by both
parties, as well as the arguments heard on July 19, Plaintiff’s Motion for
Recongideration under SCRCP 59{e) is DENIRED,

The findings of fact and conclusions of law in the Order Disgualifying
Counsel are replete. Thus, the Court declines to offer additional reasoning
for its Aecision to upheld that determination, without alteration.

However, the Court does find that its decision to allow Plaintift’s
counsel oxsl argument on previcusly-filed Summary Judgment Motions did not
attenuate 1its Order of Disqualifieation. The Court granted Plaintiff’s
- counsel a limited appearance only. Therefore, all motions, subpoenas, and
filings signed only by disqualified-counsel, Tony R. Megna, and made
subsequent to the Notice of Hearing dated June 17, 2011 in which the Court
formally announced the parameters of its accommodation to Plaintiff and its
counsel, are hereby QUASNED. .

Plaintiff's remaining counsel is Ordered to personally serve a copy o
this Order on all parties affected by the Court's decision herein, including
counsel for Defendant, within 5 days of service from the Clerk of Court.

RECEIVE])

AUG 2 4 2011

8C Court of Appeals
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IT I8 50 ORDERED.

Hartsville, South Carolina
August 12, 2011

Attorney for Plaintiff

Benjamin R. Matthews, Esq.
3400 West Avenue
Columbia. S.C. 29203

Tony R. Megna, Esq.
3400 west Avenue
Columbia, S5.C. 29%203

Attorneys for Defendant
J. Rene Josey, Bsaq.
1831 West Evans Street
Florence, 5.C. 29501

John Jay James, II, ESq.
Post Office Box 507 .
Darlington, S$.C. 29540 -
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LAW OFFICE . Al
—— PAULLI:IS : _’I(AMES, LLP )
. . O, BOX 807 o
T. DUDLYY PAULLING DARLINGTON, §, C. PAX
T ' 459936009
ALBERT L JAMES, /. 19840 - EMATL
September 1, 2011
Benjamin R. Matthews, Esquire -
‘Matthews and Megna, P.A.
3400 West Avenue

COIumbia, S. C. 29203
Dear Ben: -

RE: Pee Dee Health Carc, P.A. vs. Estate of Hugh S. Thompson

Enclosed is'a clocked-in certified true copy of the Order of Summary Judgment in Favor of
Defendant in the above matter. Pursuant to Judge Baxley's instructions I am serving the same
upon you as counsel of record for Pee Dee Health Care, P.A,

Very tnlly yours,
 PAULLING & JAMES
Jkljc
Enclosure -

cc:  J René Joscy, Eaquire (via email

o

aa i

62 :ILRY 8¢ 170 1L
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LAW OFFICE

- ‘PAULLING & JAMES, LLP

ALIERT L. JAMSS, IR . TELEPHONE

JOHN JAY JAMES, IV P.O.BOX s»7 843-393-3881

T ?‘.&‘."’m’a‘;"“’“ - DARLINGTON, §. C, e

ALBERT L JAMES, JL 1340 ) : m'l .

Septerber 1, 2011 S

[ SEPogtE
el

Hon, Marvin L. Lawson . TR

Judge of Probate for Darlington Ccmnty

One Public Square, Courthouse Room 208

Dartington, SC 29532

RE: Pee Dee Health Care, vs. Esme of Hugh S. Thompson Darlington Caunty Pmbate Rofi

2009-ES-16-424
Dear Judge Lawson

We enclose for filing in the records of the Estate of Hugh S. Thompson Order of Summary
Judgment in Favor of Defendant in the above matter, We would kindly thank you to file this for

us.

With kind regards, [ am
* Very truly yours,
PAULLING & JAMES
IIMt:lje : BY
Enclosure

cc. DBenjaminR. Matthews. Esquire (via US mml)
. ). René Josey, Esquire (via email)
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'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
" 2010-CP-16-0332

)
COUNTY OF DARLINGTON )

PEE DEE HEALTH CARE, PA,,
| " PLAINTIFF

. .CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

' VS,
BSTATE OF HUGH S. THOMPSON,
| QEFENDANT

P N e Nt Nt N Nt A s

‘ The undcmgned hereby cemﬁes that on- Septembu 1, 2011 a copy’ of the followmg
dommcm in the above capnoned matter was mmled to Benjamm R Matthews, Esqmre, 3400

West Avenuc Columbla, South Carohna 29203 Counsel for the Plaintiff, by Umted States mall,

First Class, posmscprepaxd o

- Order of Summary Judgment in Favor of Defendant.

September 1,201

P. 0. Box 507
Darlington, SC 29540
843-393-3881 (Telephone)
- 843-393-6089 (Fax) ‘
- pjlaw507@bellsouth.net (Email)

Attorneys for Defendant |
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; oY
_ o \?'(‘1\?\6
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA "IN THE COURT OF c@ﬁm x o
- © - CIA #2010CP¢ 2 .
COUNTY OF DARLINGTON *0? ,@00
Pee Dec Health Care, PA., | | cgg‘\)“o
 Plaintiff, ORDER OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT IN
v. ' FAVOR OF DEFENDANT
|  (Bnding Case) -
Estate of Hugh S. Thompson, : E'Q =
m [7¢d
Defendant. :-‘;%'i% R
- na

. 5”% E
Thxsmatter xsbeforedleComonaoss-momofthepamesforsunmryﬁﬁaﬂ?
U

The Plaintiff filed 1ts motion for summary judgment on chmbet 9, 2010, based upon

admissions made by Dcfendant in its Answer. The Defendant ﬁled :ts counter motion for
summary Judgmcnt on May 20, 2011. The Defendant’s motion is based upon the Plaintiff's
alleged fault in causing the debt sued upon by the complaint and the alleged dispositive ﬁatum of
that fault wnhregmi to all of Plaintiff's causes of action. While some factual issues not
pertinent to this decision might remain in dispute, the Defendant asserts that- dispositive

adjudication of fault by the Plaintiff has been resolved in an sppropriate forum and is binding
upqntlelaihtiffhetcastodxe entire case.

Both monons have been cxtensively bnefed by the pattics, in memomnda filed with the -

Court, andinlcum also filed wztbmcCamormadepm‘tofﬂ;emcordbyauac)nmmtootber

ﬁled memoranda. After this extensive bricfing, the matter was set for hearing in Darlington on

Tuly 19, 2011, At this henrmg. the Court allowed the Plaintiff’s preferred counsel to arguc the

motions for summery judgment dcspite hig general disqualification asm LM&&W

CLERK CF CDUF';&
DARLINGTOR CGUNTY. 5B
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Court earlier in the nlaneri-: this was done to eliminate any alleged prejudice or disadvantage
- with n:iard to the summary judgmeﬁt motion presentation. |

After consideration of all of the record including: the pleadings, motions, exhibits, filed
lm, and argument, the Court finds that sdmmary judgment for the Defendant is -appropriite.
This determination is bawd upon the findings df fact and conclusions of law as outlined below. - |

FPROCEDURAL STATUS OF CASE

Because the Plaintiff has raised an objection to the Cowrt’s present jurisdiction to enter
this Order, a brief revicw of the bistory of this mmu is intructive. This matter, before this
Court upon removal from the Probate Court of Darlington County, has been hotly contested, and
the pama have been before this Court on multiple jssues. As stated above, upon motion of
Defendant after full atgummt and bneﬁng, this Couzt issued an Order dated Aprﬂ 15, 2011
dlsqualifymg Plaintiffs counsel Tony R. Megna. . Atterney Megna then moved to reconsider this
decision, taking the position, inter aiia, that the Plaintiff would be unduly prejudiced by atiomey
Megna not being allowed to argue the smnmary judgment motions that were pending. The Court -
took this reconszderaﬁm motion under advmement and stayed its Ordar disquoalifying counsel. |
and then permitted counsel to argue the reconsideration motion on July 19, 2011, the same day
that the summary judgment motions were angued, s0 that Plaintiff would have the benefit of Mr.
Mogns's reprosentation at summary judgment srguments. At the ead of the heariags, the Cout
then took all matters undex sdvisement. |

By Order dated August, 12, 2011, this Court deaied Plaintiff's motion t0 reconsider the
Onder disqualifying counsel. On that same date, the Court issusd @ letter addressed to counsel

advising that the Court was persuaded that Summary judgment was appropriste in this case on

' Plaintiffs initist counse! Tony R. Magna also scrves as CEO of Plaintiff and this Court has found him to be a
neceasary witness in the maner, .
2
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behalf of the Defendants, and directing defense counsel to prepare a proposed oﬁa to that
effect.

On August 15, 2011, Plaintiff filed a' notice of Intent to Appeal lhe final decision
disqualifying counsel.  Plaintiff's counsel further argues that this appeal operates 28 a Stay for
all proceedings in the case. This Count disagrees. Both Rules 20 and 241(s), SCRAP, provide

 that the trial court has continving jurisdiction of case issues not affec;ed by the pending appeal.
Clearly, the disqualification of counsel issue docs not impact the merits of the case addressed by

summary judgmeni Moreover, this Court believes that considerations of appellate judicial
economy are best served by the rendering of this decision at the present time,
(1)  HBugh S. Thompson, Jr. (Decedent) died on Novembex 5, 2009, as a resident of

 Derlington County. His Will dated Juse 26, 2008, wes admitted to probate by the Darlington

County Probate Court on November 11, 2009, and his chikiren Louise T. Daitey and Hugh S.

Thompson, III, were nominated by the Will as Personal Representatives and weze duly appointed

by the Probate Court.
(2)  On April 14, 2010, Pee Dee Health Care, P.A. (PDHC) filed a claim against the

estate to recover reimbursement for losscs allegedly occasioned by the actions of the Decedent (a

-medical doctor) during his period of practice with PDHC during the years 1998-2000. The estate
disallowed the claim on May 7, 2010. Subsequently PDHC filed an amended claim and

Summons and Complaint in the Probate Court and pcnuoned for removal of this action to the
Court of Common Pleas pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §62-1-302(d)(2009). Respondent filed an

. Amwer and the case is now before the Circuit Court on cross-motions for summary judgment. -

20
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(3)  Prior to commencing employment es a physician with PDHC, Decedent's medical
license had been suspended in 1994 by the South Carolina Board of Medical Examiners. As a
consequence of this action, Decedent was “dcba:red"' by the Medica,re‘-Ofﬁee of.thc lnspeotor
General. While Decedent regained his license to practice medicine in April 1998, he' did not
seck reinstatement from the Medicare Office of Inspector General until 2002."

(4)  Decedent was employed by PDHC for approximately t.wo years, from late. 1998 10
sometime in 2000, Prior to e;nploﬁng Decedént, PDHC had Decedent sign a Medicare formn re-
assi@iné to PDHC Medicare payments arising out of Decedent’s service to Medicare patients as
an anployee;phj'sicim.’ After legving the employment of PDHC, Decedent was employed by
First Choice Healthcare, a medical Moe in Florence, South Carolina, ‘

(5)  In Juoe 2007, PDHC was notified by Medicare ;hh it owed Medicare more than
$200,000.00 By reason of »"overpayxﬂenf.i" to PDHC. made with respect to Decedent’s sezvices
before he was reinstated by the Medicare Office of Inspector General.*. PDHC opposed this
Medicare overpayment claim through multiple lwcfs of administrative appeals.

(6) Ina mater fully uﬁga:eh by PDHC, Federal Administrative Law Judge Dean C.

Metry found that PDHC “is reasonably expected to know and has an affirmative duiy 10 know -

the exclusion stawmus of its employees through due d:hgmcc prior to entering the employment

x'glatn;onship." Momovcr, Judpe Metry found that PDHC “knew that Dr. Thompson’s license was
suspended indefinitely and that he received a conditional reipstatement after four years.” The

? Upon resuming the practice of medicine, Decedent was given a Maedicare “provider™ number by PGBA, the
Medicare contractor for South Carolina. He did not seek reinstatement with the Medicare OIG until 2002, and
therefore was not on the Medicare-approved 1ist of providers (even though he had been given a provider number).

) Tlm. PDEC was sbie 10 receive from Medicare payments arising out of Decedont’s services on behalf of

'mawnemmmm.-wwmmmwy otPDHCItu;mdnoowlem!y favorable
outcome within the Medicare adminsmrative sppeals systan. ) ‘ ,

4
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Judge further noted that PDHC's applications for- Medicare payments for 4Dr. Thompson's
services “inquired about any exclusions or sanctions™ and that Dr. Thompson’s exclusion “could
easily have been found by caliing the Office of Inspector General or visiting their website which
lists excluded individuals...” Accordingly, Judge Metry concluded that PDHC was “at fault
regarding the ovetpayment.”’ On October 6, 2008, the Medicare Appeals Council upheld the
finding of Judge Metry that PDHC “failed to exercise duc diligence in dctermimng the
physician’s exélusion_ status during the hiring process and when complctmg federal application
forms, including a review of excluded individuals listed on the website of the Office of Inspector
General (OIG).” | |

(7)  Eighteen months after the final decision of the Medicare Appeals Council, and
after the death of Defendant Dr. ’Ibompson, who would have been 2 bivotal witness as to what.
represeatations passed between the parties gs to Dr. Thompson’s Medicare provider eligibility,
this claim was brought in the Probate Court.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

(A) Summary Judgment Standard, |

Rule 56(c) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedurs provides: “The judgment
sought shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions, answers 1o interrogatories, and
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is 0o genuine issue 83 to
any matezial fact and the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law.” Summary
Judgment is proper when there ismghnuineiss\.wofmaxerlalfaczandd:cmbvingpmyis
entitled to judgment 2 & matter of law. Qsboue v. Adams, 346 S.C. 4, 550 S.E2d 319 (2001);

* Decision of Administrative Law Judge Dean Metry dated March 14, 2008.

5
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306 S.C. 101, 111, 410 S E.2d 537, 545

In detemmmg whether a genuine issue of fact exists, the evidence and all reasonable,
inferences dmwn from it nmst be viewed in the light most favorable to the mnmvmg pasty.
Smuner v. Pub. Serv, Auth, of 5.C,, 354 5.C. 397, 404, 581 S.E.2d 161, 165 (2003). While the
court must view the evidence in the light most favorable to the nonmm?in"g. party, the Plamtiff
caanot defeat Summuy Judgment by reljing on mere allegations in its Complaint Rule 56(c),
SCRCP; Shupe y, Settle. 315 5.C. 510, 445 S..2d 651 (Ct. App: 1994) |

Instead, the Plaintiff must set forth smc.iﬂc facts showmg there ts a genuine issue of -
material fact. Thomas v, Waters, 315 5.C. 524, 445 S.E.2d 659 (Ct. App. 1994). The trial judge . -
is not mqmred to single out some small piece of evidence and attach to it a.gxut significance
when that evidence is introduced solely to create an issuc of fu& that is not genuine. Englest,
mggbwmmm 315 S.C. 300, 302, 433 SEZd 871, 873 (Ct. App. 1993) (quotlng
Main v. Corley, 281 S.C. 525, 527, 316 S.E.2d 406, 407 (1984)(Coun is not “mqmmd to slng!e
out some one ‘morsel of c\ndqwe ... 10 create in issue of fact tha;xs not genume.").‘-ln other

words, the Plaintiff must ‘prescnt more than a mere scintills of evidence t0 overcome & - -

~ Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment. Thomas v. Waters, 315 S .C. 524, 445 S.E.24 659

(Ct. App. 1994), _ ,
Where a defendant esmbhshes an entitlement to;udgmm!as amatteroflaw the court

must grant Snmm'nxy Judgment. MMM 305 S.C. 214, 216, 407

S.E.2d 637, 638 (1991).1219;_1._&{@1 2848C 208, 211 323 S.E.24d 69, 70(Ct. App 1985).
mpurposeof&mmaryludgmem:swexpedimﬂledisposlumdcasesnotmmﬂﬂngtbe

services of a fact finder. George v, Fabri, 345 §.C. 440, 452, 548 S.E.2d 868, 874 _(2001).
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(B) The Legal Nature of Plaintiff’s Claims.

“The crux of the PDHC complaint is that Decedent did not disclose information to Pbﬂc
or gave wrong information to PDHC. While PDHC asserted multiple causes of sction in its
Complaint all claims derive from a core set of factual claims. While some tangential facts may
yet be disputed, sufficient core facts hav§ been legally determined and they are dispositive.

(C) The PlaintifY Must Be Without Fault.

Embodied within all of PDHC's causes‘ of action is the requirement that PDHC be
without fault, Jo this State, there is no right to rely in an arm's 1«1@ relationship between
mature, educated people and our courts have found “this is especially true when one should have

utilized precaution and protection to safeguard his interests.” Agdis v. Cox, 314 S.C, 512, 431

S.E.2d 267 (1993) (sale of underground gasoline tanks) (citing Poge-Gran

S_Family Credit, Inc., 301 S.C. 322, 391 §.E.2d 735 (Ct. App. 1990); See also Jones v, Cooper,
234 S.C. 477, 109 SE2d 5 (1959 (sale of hotdog cooking machine); Regions Bagk v.
- Schmauch, 354 S.C. 648, 582 S.E.2d 432 (CL App. 2003) (a0 negligence, no fiduclary duty, no
" conversion of pledged assets where gumnwr fails to read/understand goaranty obligations to
bank). “One cannot mly on the misstatement of fact if the truth is easily within his reach.” Jongs
v. Cooger, 234 S.C. a1 488, 109 SE24 at 11 (citing Mabley v Quattiebaum, 101 5.C. 221, 85

S.E. 585 (1915); Whitmen v, Sesbosrd Airline Ry Co., 107 S.C. 200, 92 S.E. 861 (1917);
Flowers v. Prige 190 S.C. 392, 3 S.2.2d 38 (1939). Indeed, there can be no liability for “matters

which Plaintiff could ascertain on his own in the exercise of due ditigence.” Quail Hill LLC v,

® In il there were twenty causes of action: (i) beeach of fiduciary daey; (ii) negligent Wﬂ; (Bi.) brexch
oldutyofloyaltymunployez;(iv)neuim;(v)btuchofconmu(Vi)bntchofqommno.companwdbya
fraudulent act; (vi) ineerference with contractual relations; (viii) fraud and misrcprescntation; (ix) failure to disclose;
(x) deliberate concealment; (xi) proxfgdoul malpeactice wcongn)hd by fraud, mmc:t:tm. :;: n;;&m:ﬂ:
(xii) moncy had and received; (xiil) promissory estoppel; (xiv) quanum ment (x D&truc

onl;smwdw trust; (xvi) constructive fraud without sclenter; (xvil) equitable indemnity; (xviil) conversion; (xix)

squitable restitmtion; and (xx) civil contpiracy. }
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County of Richlapd, 387 S.C. 223, 692 SE2d 499 (2010) (citing AMA Mst. Corp. v,
Strasburger, 3095(: 213, 223, 420 S.E.2d 868, 874 (Ct. App. 1992). “One with knowledgeof

the truth or the means by which with reasonable dllmcnec he could acquire knowledge canrnot
claim to have been misled.” mm.mmm 354 S.C. 648, 582 S.E.2d 432, 446

311 5.C. 29, 426 S.E.2d 748, 751 (1993). |
| Asnocedi_nthgcdselnwcitedabove.db'ectclaimsofneg]igmccandotherbrc‘ac}m-of '
duty found in Causes of Action 1,2, 3, 4, and 11 requite PDHC to show its justifiable reliance on
the Decedent’s representations ot”pmissions.’ Claims of fraud, found.in CM of Action 8, 9,
10, 15, and 16 require PDHC to show a right to rely on the mpmmtatxon or omission allegedly

made by Decedent.® PDHC's Cause of Action 13, promissory estoppel, also reqmm reasonable .
283 5.C. 302, 322 SE2d 30

(Ct. App. 1984).
Claims govemed by equity, found in Causes of Action 12, 14; 17, and 19, require PDHC

to have clean hands or its own fack of fault.’® *“The ‘unclean hands’ doctrine closes the door of a

court of equity 10 one taiated with inequitableness or bad faith in relation to the matter in which

’OfcmmmﬂnplecmofnmuudonﬁwsmmmofmmkymWywumbmmedm:
single cause of action. 387 S.C. 223, 692 SE.24 499 (2010).

Acsord Ouail Hill, LLC v, County of Richlaxl.

(“Although pled sepanately, we find Quail Hill's claim for pegligence is essentially subsumed in the negligent
misrepresentation ceuse of action.”) -

'mabsauofﬂwjumfublerelhnuelmuunboveudnughtodefutmcmunommd M,y.._mm

262 8.C. 276, msnwsmum) :
| ? Moreovex, mmmmmumwmbkmmmwsnmumommn Woods v,
State, 314 S.C. 501,431 § E.2 260 (Ct. App. 1993). _ |
I sction MomyHaddeeodvedmdenmmMaﬂmgovemedby itablcprmipluanhough
e o , 341. 8.C. 1, 532 5.E.2d 868 (2000);

they are actlons at law.
Beomensville v, Bledsoe, 226 SC. 214, 845 S.R.2d 554 (1954); McDonald's Corp. v, Moare, 237 F, Supp. 874
Mm.SC 1965) These claims are. of course, mmimmmﬂcmmtbmddm ‘

8
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he seeks relief, however improper may have been the bebavior of the Defendant.” ABF Freight
System, Ing, v, NLRB.,, 510 US. 317 1994 (quoting MMM
achinery Co. 324 U.S. 806, 814 (1945); see also National Bank of
Savangah v. All, 260 F. 370 (4% Cir. 1919) (applying South Carolina law)(Plaintiff is equally

guilty with Defendant and comes into Court with nncleanhnnds, under the circumstances a court
of equity will not permit Plaintiff to take advantage of her own wrong.). The case of Fowier v.
Huntgr, 388 S.C. 355, 697 S.E.2d 531 (2010), holds that m_equi:gme indemnitce (as PDHC
proposcs itself'to be) must demonstrate that it was without fault or liability for the damages it

(@)  The Previous Fauit Adjudication Binds Plaintiff in This Case.

As noted ai;ovc. all of Plaintiff's claims derive from a core set of factual claims — and
* . preclusive fects hav? been adjudicated with finality by fed&ﬂ administrative decisions, These
adjudications have determined that PDHC's losses werc its own fault, arising out of its ow"‘n
failure to undertake the basic due diligence required of all medical practices planning to accept
Medicare payments. Stated diff&mﬂy, PDHC was not entitled to rely on any misstatements or
omissions of Decedent with regard to his Medicare status,”

In this case, PDHC has already umuwy litigated to finality the issue of its
causative fault through the federal administrative aﬁpeals process. The conclustons of Judge
MetryandmeMedicareAppeahCoumﬂmbﬁldinguponPDHCinthismnwrptmuammﬂle

doctrine of non-mutual offensive collateral estoppel.
The doctrine of non-mutual offensive collateral estoppel was initially adopted in this state

by the Court of Appeals in Beall v, Doe, 281 S.C. 363, 313 S.E2d 186 (Ct. App. 1984).

! Indeed, had PDHC checked the Medicare OIG websits oe called the OIG office, Decedent’s status could have
beendeﬁnmﬁwd.MMpcinLMwuldmbunmmmd(ubeeasilymmzom)ormloymmeouldhave
been denied. In eltber case, PDHC would not have suffered any loss.

9
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(8

" sophisticated employer like the Plaintiff. Moreover, the record made by Plaimtiff

Subsequently, the Supreme Court of South Carolina confirmed non-mutusl offensive collatcral

estoppel as the law of this state, in Prop, an

5.C. 210, 403 S.E.2d 625 (1991); Pursuant to this doctrive, a party is barred from re-Jitigating
issues determined m a pﬁoy‘action sq"i‘on,g as it had a full and fair OWW to litgate the
issues in the first ncuonand nothing fusﬁfiea an obpomﬁity to retry the issues, Bﬂﬂ_\_!.m,
supra; Roberts v, Recovery Bur,, Inc, 316 S.C. 492, 450 SEE.2d 616 (Ct. App. 1994) (citing

.m‘:.'i,‘ a We.! oli ‘ ,.': L3C ‘ ig ays o F . 22D £, 297 S-Co' 303' 376

$.E.2d 780 (Ct. App. 1989).

_ Here, PDHC had a full and fair opportunity to litigate the issue of its fault and thers is no
reason to allow it to be re-litigated in this collateral action. See alse Middleborugh v,

'Montedison USA, Inc,, 320 S.C. 470, 465 S.E24 765 (Ct. App. 1995) (affirming Trial Court's
| pertial Summary Judgment against PVC manufacturer on issues of .agen_{c‘y‘and defectiveness

where those. issues bad been previously litigated by manufacturer in Minnesots). PDHC’s
argument that collateral estoppel. should not apply because a different litigant (First Choioe) |
achieved a Ath rmﬂt in presumably shnﬂu liﬁganon is unpe;suasive; it is the fulland fair -
litigation opporturity of PDHC that controls taeis legal position now — not the opportunity and
result of  thigd party. Thee is 5o exception to the doctrine of collateral estoppel for cases where -
a different result was achieved in similar litigation by a third party.”? -

_ PDﬁC also suggésts that summary judgmeat is not appropriate because of the lack of
additional discovery In the case.  Additional discovery is.not needed in this case, however, to

3 Piaintiff has suggested the existance of a duty of the Deoodent to keep the Plaintiff informed of legal sieps and -
procedumubnbynﬂﬁrdpmymrstChoice)inﬁdpﬁonwbaethzmlnnﬂmsmt.apmy‘ Th:gallegpddutyu
ot the basis of aay pleaded claim in the plaintiff's mphmmmmwﬂ:hﬂb;ghmmw‘:umﬂm

h a duty. This Court finds no reasoa to imply of a - y witha
the existence of such a duty mply particn . .
'dixecuywhhmmmmméwml—wnfmmqumsemfmbnnlmwptmceaﬁmxnlmms
mmdﬂnmcedemmatwuptmlmywllabomﬂonmmmdmﬂgiyn}am.
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determine the preclusive effect of the Plaintiff’s prior litigation. Plaintiff has failed to identify
any discovery that might alter the applicability of the Medicare administrative determination,
Plaintiff suggest that it would like to depose the Decedent’s children perhaps to expose .
additional facts relevant to the Decedent’s alleged mistepresentations or omissions — but such
discovery would not alter the finding that the Plaintiff had a.stamtory duty of due diligence such
that it could not rely upon the Decedent, regardless of any misrepresentation or omission. Thus,
the Court is convinced that additional discovery is not needed, and would be unjust to permit.

(E) South Carolina Common Law Preciudes Plaintiff's Rellance on Decedent.

This case is indistinguishable from last year's South Carolina Supreme Court &cis@ in
Quail Hill. In that case, the Supreme Court reversed the Court of Appeals decision and affirmed
the Trial Coun'é Order of Summary Judgment against a property purchaser’s claims of estoppel
and misrepresentation arising from the County’s employee's lssuanoe of erroncous wnmg
information whete the property’s true zoﬂing classification could have been determined by due
diligence in reviewing public records. Just as the ‘information was publicly available in Quail
Hill, the OIG exclusion status of Decedent wis only a phons call or mouse click away.
Moreover, in Quai]l Hilf, the purchaser could not.blame the County despite affirmative
misstatements by County employees. The caQe at bar js even less supportive of liabiiity since
PDHC cannot point to any affirmative misstaterents made to it by Decedent.

(F)  There Is No Fiduciary Duty Involved In This Case.
In order to avoid the consequences of its own causative fault, PDHC has also sought to

impose an affirmative duty of disclosure on the Decedent by alleging that his status 23 a

physician-employee made him into a fiduciary with respect to PDHC, PDHC has cited no

11
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authority in support of this notion and the Court rejects it.'> There is no evidence to support &
conclusion that Decedent’s relationship with PDHC was anything other than a normal employer-
employee relationship.

Decedents special duties a5 a physician, 1f any, were to his pmlents—not 0 a

sophlsueawd medical employer with at least seventy- five employeee. including other

credentialed employcces. Despite PDHC's unilaters] gﬁbns to assert a fiductary relationship now,
*“as a general mle;'a fiduciary relationship cannot be established by the unilateral action of onz
party. The other party mist have actually accepted or mduced the confidencc placed in him.”

 sipme. (No fiduciary relationship between-a bank and its customer

| aistswhmmebmkismmofany“sp’edalmmimpofsedin"n.) Here, there is no evidence -

that PDHC plwedmyspemal trust in Deoedentwnhregardtocredmm]mgorthathe was aware
of any specml trunt beyond his dudca asa phystczm-employee. - ' |

Fmally, as this Court has also concluded, regardless ‘of the level of duty owed by .
Dwedent 'I‘hompson to PDHC, the Decedent’s duty of dmclosurc or pmdmcc (if any) cannot be
relied upon to support any of PlaintifFs claims when federal law imposes an unedquivocal duty of
diligence and discovery upon PDHC and provides unfettered independent access to the true facts.
As a matter of law, Plaintiff has been found to have such nnmqmvocaldmy and found to have :

such mfmuodmdependentawcsstothemm.
(G) Contract Clalms Involve The Same Duties & Same Reliance Requlrement.
PDHC's brcadx of contract claims, Causes of Action 5 and 6, depend upon the alleged

breach of implied employment duties (good faith, honesty, loyalty, and fair desaling)—they are

 PDOHC cited the case of Sate v, Panis, 353 5.C. 582, 578 $.B.2d 736 (C. App. M)formelnwOﬂmnmaull
employer-employee relationabips have been deemed fiduciary in all contexts as a mattex of law. This case was
overruled on appeal, 363 S.C. 477, 611 S.E.Zd 501 (2005) md the case did not involve an employer-employes

mmionﬂnpnan ‘
12
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pot based upon any expressed contractual provision. Thus, in the context of this case, these
implied employment duties are the same as the tort duues Accordingly, these claims also require
justified retiance. Indeed, in its sixth cause of action (breach of contract accompanied by s
franduleat act), PDHC alleges a right to rely. Having concluded, as a matter o.f law, that there is
no right of PbHC to rely upon Decedent Thompson, these claims must also fail,

(H) Employment Contract Claims Also Untimely and Not Causative.

Despite the context, PDHC seems to suggest that justifiable reliance ot clean hands are

notelemmtsofmmploymemmadcauseofacuon AsDcfmdantnotcdatthchmngon

~ these matters, evm_,xf a presumed failure of the Decedent to disclose his Medicare status in 1998

constituted 2 breach of contract, PDHC is'still charged with knowledge of that breach back in
1998 — as a mattcrof adjudicated law -- when they should have determinied Decedent’s smus in
1998 by checkmg with Medicare OIG. As such, PDHC’s contract claim would be barred by the
three-year statute of limitations for contract actions, S.C, Code Ann, §15-3-530. Moreover, even
if a breach of contract claim were somehow timely, this breach would not have bceu the
proximate cause of PDHC's damages when it had adjudicated knowledge (ie., it should have
known) that would have allowed these damages to have been completely mitigated. |
@  Contractusl Interference, Couvetsion, Aad Conspiracy Do Not Apply.
Plaintiff has also asserted causes of action for contractual interference (7%), conversion
(18%), and conspiracy (50°). None of these causes of action are applicable to the facts of this
case. In its commcmal im:.rfc:mce ¢laims, PDHC ;Heges_rhat it has-a oommcmal relationship
with Medicare. Assuming this to be the case, there is no evidence that PDHC's relationship with
Medicare has been discupted and breach of cantract is an “eseential ¢lement™ of a tortious

interference claim, ww 2008 WL 304878 (D.S.C. 2008) (J.
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Ross Anderson, Ir.) citing Eldeco, Inc, v, Charleston Sch, Dist., 372 S.C. 470, 642 S.E.2d 726,

732 (8.C. 2007). To the cémxary. it was f’DHC’s ongoing relﬁtionship with Medicare that
allowed the offset of unauthorized Medicare payments against on-going Medicare payments.
In its conversion cause of action (18"), PDHC allcges that “Decedent converted the

medical servicés provided to Plaintiff’s Medicare patients by falsely failing {sic] claims for

services provided to such patients....” Conversion is unauthorized asmnipﬁon and excrcise of

the right of ownership over the goods or personel chattel of another. Lane v, Citicorp Nations)
Setvices, Tnc,, 313 5.C. 70, 437 S.E. 24 50 (1953). This tort docs not fit the undisputed facts of
this case. “Services” are not goods or personal chattel capable of conversion. Moreover, it was |
PDHC that filed the unauthorized Medicare claims pursuamwanassignmemofbeoeﬁtsandit
was PDHC that assumed control aver payments recelved from Medicare.

In its civil comspiracy cause of action (20%), PDHC gnegu that “Decedent in
combination with his estate and the Personal Represcntatives thereof” has caused it njury... “to-
wit, the continuing loss of use of its money....” Again, PDHC's effort to create another cause of
action Iacks merit, and this tort does ot fit the facts of this case. First, on its face, the Decedent
could not conspire wfth his estate, which was not a separate entity capable of such combination
durmg Decedent’s l{fe. Moreover, the Personal chrea;mati#es are the estate’s agcnts-——thcy are
not separate legal émiti;s conspiring with the estate. The decision of the Personal
Repreaentativé. on behalf of the estate, to deny PDHCfs claim does not constitute a combination
or agreement between two sepanwe fegal entities to injure PDHC. Accord McMillag v, Oconee
Mea'l Hos., Ing., 367 5.C. 559, 626 S.E.2 884 (2006)(There can be no conspiracy when acts

aﬁu in context of principal-agent relationship because acts. in that context do not involve

separate entities.), -
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(1) The “Prevention Defense” Raised By Plaintiff Is Not Applicable.
In lesters to the Court, made part of the record and considered as such, the Plaintiff

- portrays the Defendant’s motion for summary judgment as predicated upon the concept of 2

“prevention” defense. The cases cited by Plaintiff are Champion v, Whaley, 280 S.C. 116, 311
S.E.2d 404 (Cr. App. 1984) and The Huffines Co.. LLC v. Lockhart 365 S.C. 178, 617 S.E.2d
125 (2005). Both Huffines and Qmmm involved Amal estate brokers sumg the sellers of rcal
estate for sales commissions where a condition precedent to the commission was the sale of the
property. The brokers in each case asserted that the sellers prevented the satisfaction of the
conditions precedent, therefore, the brokets argued that the sellers could not hide behind the
failure of thosc conditions to avoid payment of the commissions. | ‘

The case at bar is not oneof contract with conditions precedent,'* Moreover, nothing the
Dw@em Thompson did ot failed to do prevented the Plaintiff from fulfilling its statutory
obligation of due diligence with the Medicare OIG.  Both the existence of that obligation and
the failure to satisfy that statutory obligation of due diligence have already been lmgamd by-
Plaintiff with a sustained finding by an Administrative Law Judge, These litigated findings bar
any right of the Plamnﬁ' to rely upon what.the Decedent did or did not do. And as discussed
cxtcnsivel)ll in Conclusion of Law (C) shave, South. Carolins common lsw also imposes a duty

upon 2 party with access to trus information -- Qduty not to rely on the misinformation or lack
of information provided by others. See Quail Hill, LLC v, County of Richland. 387 S.C. 223,

692 S.E.2d 499 (2010)Xavailability of county records prevented reliance even upon county
employe;:‘s misstatement); Regions Bank v, Schmauch, 354 S.C. 648, 675, $82'S.E. 2d 432, 446

1% Plaimiff has not pleaded any such specific, express contract provision as a baais for its claims. To ibe extent that
Plaintlff oow ar;uumanhechhnhpﬁmrﬂyomofunploymwnmmwmcmdenmlm;mm
precedent, that is addressed in Conclusioo of Law (H). o ,
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(Ct. App. 2003)(*One with knowledge of the truth or the means by which with reasonable

diligence he could acquire knowledge cannot ciaim to have been mis[led].”).

The Defendant’s motion is predicated upon the Plaintiff’s burden to prove a right to rely
~ 88 an element of its claims. Proof of that clement is legally precluded by the ‘offensive

application of collatera) e§toppel. This has nothing to do with the existence or non-existence of a
“prevention” defense. ’ '

CONCLUSION

The Court finds, as a matter of law and fact, that PDHC cannot prove an absence of fault
in .;;usmg'me_ existonce of the debt being sued upon. PDHC's fault has been adjudicated with
finality in federal administrative proceedings and PDHC is collaterally estopped: from asserting
that itis not at fault. thmﬁqre. under South Carolina substantive law as set forth in cases such
as Regions Bank v, Schmauch, supea, and Quail Hill, LLC v. County of Richland., supes, PDHC
is now barred from asserting thié claim—it couid have easily dxsoovued thc'tmth of matters and
it had a non-delegable duty imposed by federal law to do so. -

Acoondingly, the Motion for Summary Judgment by Plaintiff PDHC is denied and the
Motion for Summary Judgment of the Defendant Estate of Hugh S. Thompson is granted.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

m 29,2011

 TRUE CERTIFER COPY,
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State of South Carolina

The Cirtuit Court of the Fourth Fudicial Civcuit
J. Michas! Baxiey

Judge

John Jay James, I, Esqmm

Pauling & James
Post Office Box 507

Darlington, SC 29540
" Re: Pee Dee Health Care, PA v. Estate of Hugh S, Thompson

- Counsel:

August 29; 2011

Casc Number: 2010-CP-16-0332 .

531 East Ceroling Averne
Hartsvile, SC 205504311

 Enclosed please find the original sigaed Order granting summary judgment in the sbove-
eatitied matter. Please be aware that it is your responsibility to file this Order with the
Clerk of Court and serve clocked copies on all parties. Thank you for your attention to this

matter.

Sincerely yours,
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Form 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
A . ' C/A # 2010-CP-16-0332
COUNTY OF DARLINGTON | ' '
Pee Dee Health Care, P.A.,
- Plaintiff, | _ ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIEE’S
v. = MOTION TO RECONSIDE GRDER
- GRANTING SUMMARY REDEMENT “T1
Estate of Hugh S. Thompson, S (Ending Case) B - -
S . | goa & T
" Defendant. , ' . "gv’ -0 2
| | 22 % O
A — EE g
we =
< w0

This matter is before the Court on Plaintiffs putative SCRCP 59(e) Motion for
Reconsideration of an Order dated September 1, 2011, which granted summary judgment in
favor of Defendant, Plaintiff filed the present Motion to Reconsider on September 13, 2011. On
September 19. 2011, Defeadant filed a Response to Plaintiff"s Motion for Reconsideration.
Plaintitf then filed a Reply to Defendant’s Response on September 20, 2011. All of these filings,
as wel) as previous Ordecs issued in this case, have been considered by the Court in reaching its
decision. -As will be explained below, attorney Megna was not airthorized to file the present
motion on Plaintitf's behalf. Therefore, Plaintiff’s Motion for Reconsideration under SCRCP
59(e) is DISMISSED AS IMPROPER.

On April 15, 2011, this Court issued an Order disqualifying Plaintiff"s counsel, Tony R.
Megna, from represeating Plaintiff in this matter because Mr. Megna is a necessary witness in
the case. Subsequently, in response to Plaintiff's motion to reconsider that ruling, the Court
modified this disqualification to avoid any prejudice to Plgintiff, and permitted attomey Megna
to argue the then outstanding Summary Judgment Motions, The Court made it clear that this was
a limited appearance only, further stating in an Order dated August 12, 2011, that “all motions,
subpoenas, and filings signed only by disqualified-counsel. Tony R. Megpa. and made.
subseguent to. . . June 17, 2011, . . are hereby QUASHED.” .

By filing and signing the present putative Motion for Reconsideration, Plaintiff’s counsel
disrcgarded the Couct's previous Orders disqualifying him from representing Plaintiff and then
granting him = limited appearance for the sole purpose of arguing an outstanding Motion for
Swnmary Judgment. Plaintiff has other counsel of record (Benjamin R. Matthews, Esq.) that
could have, but did not, execute the present Motion for Reconsideration. Rule 11(a) of the
SCRCP requires thut every pleading, motion, or other paper filed by a party represented by
counsel must be executed by an attomey of record for that party. Plaintiff continucs to be
represented by Mr. Matthews, not by Mr. Megna, Accordingly, Mr. Megna's. motion is
. unsuthovized uoder the Rules of South Carolina Civil Procedure and is therefore DISMISSED

AS VOID ab initio.
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1T 1S SO ORDERED.

e

A IN0O3 KO
L
G2 W 130 1W0L

Dated at Hartsville, South Carolina, this 28th day of September, 2011

Y

L
p i'udge
Fourth Iydjéial Circuit

% '

This judgment was entered on the ___ day of September 2011, and a copy mailed fivst class this
. day of September, 2011 to attorneys of record or to parties as follows:

Attorpey for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
Benjamin R. Matthews, Esquire . - J. Rene Josey, Esquire
3400 West Avenue 1831 West Evans, Street
Columbia, SC 29203 Floreace, SC 29501

John Jay James, 1, Esquire
Post Office Box 507

Darlington, SC 29540 °

CLERK OF COURT
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TEbé South Caroling Court of Appeals

TANYA A, GEE . - POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK , . COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

. 1015 SUMTER STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28201

DEPUTY CLERK :
TELEPHONE: (803) 7341800
FAX: (803) 734-1839

WWW.SCCOUrS.Org

January 9, 2012

J. Rene' Josey, Esquire
-Turner Padget, Graham &
Laney, P.A.

P.O. Box 5478

Florence, SC 29502

John J. James, II, Esquire
Paulling & James, LLP
P.O. Box 507
Darlington, SC 29540

Re: Pee Dec Health v, Estate H, Thompson(3) |
2011203391

Dear Counsel:

The foliowing Order has been endorsed on your Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Appeal on Merits as
Untimely and Dismiss All Interlocutory Appeals as MOOT in the above entitled case on appeal.

“Denied. -
' s/ John Cannon Few, C. ).

January 09, 2012 >

Please be advised the appellate will need to notify the court in writing of the date the transcript is
received.  Once the transcript is received the Appellant’s Initial Brief and Designation of Matter will be

due within thirty (30) days. . ‘
Very Ally yours,

i
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TAG/dw

ce: Benjamin R. Matthews, Esquire
Tony R. Megna, Esquire

38



Contact Information

If you have questions,
wnte or call.

. Q’Admlmstrators LLC.

“Qualified Independent

. Contractor

P. O.Box 183092 -
.Columbus, OH
43‘2"11'8"-'3092 g -

(644) 7755797 © ..

www.g2a.com

Who we are:

.We are - -
..QzAdmmlstrators LLC,
Quality to the Next

Lovel”

Medlcare hlred usto
“review your file and

“make an mdependenf

,decnsuon

Medicare Appeal Number
1-192761454

October 5, 2007

Tony Megna Attorney at Law
1815 Fulmer Road
Blythewood SC 29016

RE: AR 88000010055757

Beneficiary: See Attached

HIC # See Attached

Appellant: Tony Megna, Attorney at Law

Dear Mr.' Megna:

“This letter is to inform you of the decision on your

Medicare Appeal. An appeal is a new and independent
review of a claim. You are receiving this letter because
you, as an appointed representative of the provider, Pee
Dee Health Care, PA., requested an appeal regarding the
overpayment requested on May 30, 2007 in the amount

of $208 821 03

" The appeal decision is UNFAVORABLE. Our decision is

that the overpayment requested on May 30, 2007, will be

- upheld by Medicare. More information on the decigion is

provided on the next page. You are not required to take
any action. However, if you disagree with the decision,
you may appeal to an Administrative Law Judge. You
must file your appeal, in writing, within 60 days of receipt
of this letter. For more information on how to appeal, see
the page entitled “Important Information About Your
Appeal Rights.” The amount still-in dispute is over $110."

Q*Administrators, LLC was contracted by Medicare to
review your appeal. For more information on how to
appeal, see the page titlied "important Information About
Your Appeal Rights.” _

39



NMiguILdic Appcar Ivunive.
1-192761454 _]

 Summaiyof theFacts -

Assigned claims were submitted to Palmetto GBA, LLC for payment
consideration of services provided by Pee Dee Health Care, PA., and Hugh
Thompson, MD, for the beneficiaries listed on the attachment on the dates
stated. Below is a summary of events to date: )

On June 7, 1993, the South Carolina Medical Board filed a complaint
against Hugh Thompson, MD.

On May 31, 1994, South Carolina Medical Board suspended Dr
Thompson's medical llcense

Office of Inspector General (OIG) sanctioned Dr. Hugh Thompson, for
reasons bearing on his professional performance.

OIG notified Dr. Thompson in writing that he would be excluded from the

Medicare program until such time that he requested remstatement into the:

Medicare program, via the OIG.-

Dr. Thompson was excluded from the Medicare program from March 31,
1996 to June 20, 2002. .

South Carolina Medical Board reinstated Dr. Thompson's medical license
in 1998,

Dr. Thompson sought access to the Medicare program via Palmetto GBA,
by requesting a Medicare provider number. ,

On December 8, 1998, Palmetto GBA issued Dr. Thompson a Medicare
provider number (D99321 1724) effective October 26, 1998. '

Medicare payments were issued for claims for dates of service January 1,
1999 to November 7, 2000.

On June 20, 2002, OIG reinstated Dr. Thompson to provide services
under the Medicare program.

On April 24, 2007, TriCenturion issued a "Review of Findings” and that an
overpayment in the amount of $208 821.03 was discovered, .

On May 30, 2007, a demand letter was sent by Palmetto GBA, in the
amount of $208,821.03.

On June 11, 2007, a request was received for a redetermination.

Page 2 of 6
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1-192761454

» On July 23, 2007, an unfavorable decision was rendered upholdmg the
overpayment amount of $208,821. 03

¢ On August 7, 2007, a request for a reconsideration was received,
questioning the overpayment amount and the time limit for requesting the
overpayment.

Decision

We have determined that the overpayment in the amount of $208,821.03 is valid -
and will be upheild. We have determined that Pee Dee Health Care, PA, is
responsible for the repayment of the overpayment amount of $208,821.03.

" Explanation:of thé Detision . ...

At lssue: Does an overpayment exist in the amount of $208,821.03 under Part B of
the Medicare program? If not, did payment constitute an overpayment from Medicare
Part B, and if so, is recovery of the overpayment waived under the provisions of
Section 1870 of title XVIII of the Social Secunty Act?

in reviewing the documentations.in the file, the major concern is the time frame
on which TriCenturion based their review, claims processed for the dates of
service January 1, 1899, to' November 7, 2000. It is your consensus that the
“Three year rule” should apply and no overpayment should have been requested
since all of the payments were made six years pnor to the overpayment being ..

requested.

Dr. Hugh Thompson neglected to,request reinstatement by the OIG by a written:
. notice prior to requesting a provider number from Palmetio GBA. Because of this,
his status with the OIG remained excluded from the Medicare program.

The Three year rule nor the six year Ilmrtatlon would not apply in thns case based
on 42 CFR 405.98: ,

Reopenings (See Medicare Claims Processing Publication 100-4 Chapter 29 Appeals of
Claims Decisions for addmonal information)

Your initial, or review determination or a decision by a Hearing Offi cerIAd;udlcator may be
reopened under the foIIowmg conditions;

Within 12 months after the date of the determination or decision it may be reopened for
any reason,

After such 12-month period, but within 4 years after the date of the mmal determmatlon it
may be reopened for good cause; or At any time, if:

Page 3 of 6
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mMeaicare Appeds inuivc,
1-192761454

- Such initial or review determination was procured by fraud or similar fault of the
beneficlary or some other person. (Emphasis added).

Another concern that was raised was the fact that Palmetto GBA issued a‘ provider
number without clarifying that Dr. Hugh Thompson was in good standing with the
Medicare program. Again, please refer to 42 CFR 1001.1901 (1) which states:

Unless and until an individual or entity is reinstated info the Medicare, Medicaid and other
Federal health care programs, no payment will be made by Medicare, Medicaid or any of
the other Federal health care programs for any item or service furnished, on or after the
effective date specified in the notice period, by an excluded individual or entity, or at the
medical direction or on the prescription of a physician or other authorized individual who
is excluded when the person furnishing such item or service knew or had reason to know
of the exclusion. This Section applies regardiess of whether an individual or entity
---has obtained a program provider number or equivalent, either as an individual or
as a member of the group, prior to being reinstated (Emphasis added)

We find that Dr. Hugh Thompson knew he had been excluded from the Medicare program
by OIG and that he was required to request reinstatement from the 0IG by a written
request. Ta say this was an oversight is nat an excuse for knowing the protocol for
reinstatement. Pee Dee Health Care, PA, cannot be found without fault since Dr. Hugh
Thompson knew he had been excluded from the Medicare program and should have
advised Pee Dee Health Care, PA, of his exclusion. , .

“ - Section 1870 of the Act,prohib‘it's adjustment or recovery of an overpayment in

circumstances where the individual or provider of services is deemed to be without fault.
CMS advises, in its Internet Only Manual, Publication 100-8, Chapter 3, Section 90 in

part.

A physician is tiable for overpayments he received unless he is found to

- be without fault. The Fl or carrier as applicable, makes this determination.
The Fli or carrier considers a physician without fault if it exercised
reasonable care in bifling for and accepting the payment; i.e., it made full
disclosure of all material facts; and on the basis of the information
available to it, including, but not limited to, the Medicare instructions and
regulations, it had a reasonable basis for assuming that the payment was
correct or, if it had reason to question the payment, it promptly brought the
question to the Fl or carrier's attention.

Regulations at Title 42 CFR 405.968 (a)(2) prohibit Medicare providers or suppliers from
presenting new evidence with the request for an ALJ hearing without first establishing
that good cause existed for not submlttmg the evidence at an earlier stage of the appeal

process.
You can receive copies of statutes, regulations, policies, and/or manual _
instructions we used to arrive at this decision. For instructions on how to do this,

please see ‘Other Important information’ on the same page entitled “important
Information About Your Appeal Rights.”
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veaicare Appedr vuniver. ‘
1-192761454

Who is Responsible forthe Bill? ~

Pee Dee Health Care, PA, is responsible for the overpayment amount of
$208,821.03. :

'If you have any questions please call the phone humber on the front of this letter.
For information on how to appeal this decision, please see the page entitled
“Important Information About Your Appeal Rights.”

Si'noerely,

B. Cody, Adjudicator
Q?Administrators, LLC (Part B)
Qualified Independent Contractor

cc; Palmetto GBA, LLC

2% .. Appeal Details

CLi# Claim # ' ProviderIS_uppller Dates of Service

See Attached Pee Dee Health Care, PA | See Attached

THIS IS NOT A BILL — Kesp this letter or a copy for your records. -

Page 5 of 6
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Medicare Appeal Numper:
1-192761454

IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR APPEAL RIGHTS

r " Your Right To Appeal this De’clsléﬁ

" If you do not agree with this decision, you may fite an
" appeal. An Appealis a review performed by people

independent of those that have reviewed your claim

* so far. The next level of appeal is called an

Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) hearing. At this
hearing, you or your representative may present your
case before a judge. .

* You must have at least $110 still In dispute to make
- another appeal. This appeal can be combined with
* others to reach this $110 total, if other claims were

~ appealed and decided on within 60 days of this new

request for an appeal.

How To Appoal

! To exercise your nght to an ALJ heanng, you must

file a request in writing within 60 days of receiving
this letter. Under special circumstances, you may

_ ask for more time 1o request an appeal.

* In your request you must include: (1) The name,

address, and Medicare health insurance claim
number of the beneficiary, {2) The name and address

. of the person appealing, If the person is not the
. beneficiary, (3) The name and address of the
" representative, if any, (4) The appeal number listed

on the front page of this notice, (5) The dates of

- service, (6) The reason why you disagree with the

decision, and (7) Any and all evidence you wish to

submit and the date it will be submitted.

" ALJ hearings are usually held by video

teleconference (VTC) to make sure you get a hearing
and decision as fast as possible. VTC hearings
reduce travel time for you, ALJs, and witnesses. If
you do not want a VTC hearing, you may ask for a
hearing in person, which will be granted for good
cause. Your request must be in writing. Your

; request must give good reason why you dont want a
© VTC hearing. f your request for an in-person

i hearing is granted, a hearing will be heid and a

. decision issued as soon as possible. However, you

- give up the right to get a decision in the 80-day time

limit that usually applies to ALJ decisions.

If you want to file an appeal, you should send your
request to:

Southem ALJ Field Office

100 SE 2™ Street, Suite 1700

. Miami, FL 33131-2100

1
!

i

.+ Who May File An-Appeal - j

You or someone you name to act for you (your
appointed representative) may file an appeal. You
can name a relative, friend, advocate, attorney,

|~ doclor, or someone else to act for you.

- If you want someone to act for you, you and your
- appointed representative must sign, date and send
- us a statement naming that person to act for you.

Call 1-800-MEDICARE to leam more about how to
name a representative.

Help With Your Appeal

)
If you want help with an appeal, or if you have i
questions about Medicare, you can have a friend or f
someone else help you with your appeal. Youcan
also contact your State Health Insurance

Assistance Program (SHIP). You can call 1-800-
MEDICARE (1-800-633-4227) for information on

how to contact your local SHIP. Your SHIP can
answer questions about payment denials and

appeals.

“Other fmpoitant Information

!
!
)
If you want copies of statutes, reguiations, policies, |

i -and/or manual instructions we used to arrive at this :

decision, please write us at the following address |
and attach a copy of this letter;
}

Q2 Administrators, LLC

" P.O. Box 183092

Columbus, OH 43218-3092

If you need more information or have any
questions, please call us at (614) 775-5797.

Other Resources To Heip You

1-800-MEDICARE (1-800-833-4227),
TTY/TDD: 1-800-486-2048.
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Medicare Reconsideration Q2Administrators, LLC

Dr. Hugh Thompson (D993211724) S Qctaber 5, 2007
. ) ] Services on 1/1/99-6/20/02 ' H
fear |HICN Beneficlary Name DCHN From Date |{To Date Prov ID Prov Name Group Name ) Paid Prov Am(
1999[007201809A |MATTHEWS, DORIS _ 83029913B097110 | 5/11/1999{ '5/11/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §519.
1993|007201809A |MATTHEWS, DORIS - 830208144218400 | - 511/1889] 5/11/1999(D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $150.2..
1999]007201809A |MATFREWS, DORIS : 830299155070680 | 5/30/1999] 5§/30/1999(D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA 335.64
1565]007201608A [MAT THEWS, DORIS 830209165070600 | 5/20/1999] 5/28/1999|D993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH $- [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $58.46
1595|007201808A _|MATTHEWS, DORIS B30299155070700 { 5/27/1999} 5/27/1999|D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $43.65
1999{007201809A |MATTHEWS, DORIS 830200155070710 | 5/27/1999] - 5/27/4989|D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S~ |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $14.8%
1969{007201800A |MATTHEWS, DORIS 630209155070710 | 5/28/1995| 5/26/1998|D393211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $43.65
1980|007 201B0GA_ [MATTHEWS, DORIS 830200168087870 | 5/30/1999| 5/30/1994|0893211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $29.26
1098]042222514A_ |SPEARS. RUTH §30299169104560 | 6/10/1899] 6/10/1999)D9g3211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $285.01
1990(042428595A |PEARSON, LOTTIE . | 830259136107520 | 5/17/1999] 5/17/1999|D993271724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _[PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.38
1¢ 104242B535A |PEARSON, LOTTIE 830299141073770 | 5/17/1998} 5/17/1999|D983211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $223.98
.. [04242B595A |PEARSON, LOTTIE 830259147100750 | 5/25/1998] 6/25/1009[D893211724 {THOMPSON FIUGH S _{PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $215.78
1968)056074376A |BAIRD, ALVA . ~{B30259301291630 | 10712/1998] 10/12/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSONHUGH S__|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE FA $147.78
1990|056074370A |BAIRD, ALVA B30290326247910 | 11/13/1888] 14/13/1999{D993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.13
1999]059281886A |BRYANT, LOTTIEB §30259189261150 7721998 7/2/1999{D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1999/062340202A |WRIGHT, LONZINE 830299201274750 ] 1/14/1998| 7/1471980|D863211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $255.91 |.
1999]073166642A _|WILLIAMS, AGNES W~ B30299214081420 | 2/12/1999] 2/1273999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1355]075227623A _ {GIBSON, EOVTHE M 630299147100770 | 5/21/199g| 5/21/129]D833211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CAREPA |- $23591
19951077226578A  |SHAW, ANNIE : T 1830299181146310 |- 6/22/1998] . 6r22/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § . [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $39.93
1999l077226578A |SHAW -:ANNIE % 1830209181146320 | 6/23/1999] 6/23/1999[D983211724 [THCMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTHCAREPA | $35.93
1999|077226578A {SHAW, ANNIE 830299181146330 | . 6/24/1999] 6/24/1898|09932711724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5~ |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $39.93
1999]07722657BA_|SHAW, ANNIE . - 1830299214191930 | 77291999 7729/14991D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S* |PEE DEE RIEALTH CARE PA $80.22
1900{07722657BA__|SHAW, ANNIE 830298223095190 | 773071999 7/30/1988]D393211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $60.22
1958|077226578A |SHAW, ANNIE _ '|830289223085200 | 8/2/1999]  8/2/1988|D993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.64
1995]076326931A |GREEN, JAMES —___|830295118095130 | _4/26/1999] a/26/1898|0993211724 |1 HOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1995(078326931A | GREEN, JAMES -~ |n30288120086180 | 4/26/1988| 4/26/1998}0593211724 [THOMPSON.HRUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 285.91
1905(080186808A |BARRINEAU, MARY 830256197081870 | 7/13/1998] 7/13/1908|D893211724 | THOMPSON HUGH 5 _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $51.38
1999|0801 66008A _|BARRINEAL, MARY,. T [630288201274760 | 7/13/1998| ¥/13/1999|0993217724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA —__%210.78
1958 |0B07166808A |BARRINEAL, MARY 1830265209127010 | 7/27/1999| 7/27/1998]0993211724 | THOMPSON IHUGH S_|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA T 39300
[ 7" ToBB165101A {ALFORD, LiLLIAN - '1830299155070740 | 5/11/1989] 5/11/1898|D933217724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $55.85
«__'|104368745A |FIELDS, LAURA : B30199080066790 | 2715/1999] 2/15/1599|D8B3211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 58 E8
1599|104368745A IFIELDS, CAURA 830195090066800 | 2/16/1993] 2/16/1985|D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $8.58
1959 104368745A |FIELDS, LAURA —__|830299048084310 | 2/15/1999| 2/15/1999]D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH §_|PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $86.98
1599 104368745A JFIELDS, LAURA ) B830293048084320 | 2/16/1995| 2/16/1999|0993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $86.98
1000]104368745A |FIELDS, LAURA . — |830299054082040 | 2/17/1999] 2/17/1899/0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 386.98
1999| 1043667454 [FIELDS, LAURA ~|830299077078100 | 3110/1999| 3/10/1909]D993311724 [THOMPSON HUGH S-_|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $275.62
1000[105905828A [GRAHAM, EDITH 830269033115830 | 1/21/1989] 1/21/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALITH CARE PA | $36.00
1999[105405828A __|GRAHAM, ECITH 830299033115940 | 1/211989] 1/21M1965|0093211724 [THOMPSON WUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA .| $0.70
1699|105205628A  |GRAHAM, EDITH . 830299092075660 | _2/18/18889] . 2/18/1998/D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S_{PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $20.48
1959|1662 176A |JORDAN, BEULAH _ 830200150081620 | _6/411000] . €/4/1080]|0003311724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . . $29.33
1998 105¥83176A | JOROAN, BEULAH - [8302091081070950 | &/6/1989]  6/8/18539|0993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 800501
1899[173204280A__|MEARS, FRANCES L- B30209152247650 | 5/2671806| 5/26/1689|D003211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S_|PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $295.91
1999|124{A7540A_{THOMAS, BERNICE C 830298216107510 | 7727/1998] 7/27/1899]D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA | ‘sggm
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Medicare Reconsideration

QzAdminisrrators, LLC

Or. Hugh Thompson (0993211724)

Services on 14 199-6/20/02

Octeber 5, 2007

‘ear [HICN Benef/ciary Name OCN From Date |[To Date Prov 1D Prov Name ) " 1Group Name Pald Prov Am{ *
1999]129144856A [LONGRIE, JEAN S 830299189261180 7/1/1999 7/1/1099/D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295. ﬂ._
19991131266772A IHANLEY, NOEL J 830299040074170 2/21999]. . 212/1999/D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |[PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA | $403.
1999[149224560A {GAYLORD, EDITH M 1830299153081640 6/3/1900] . 6/3/1999|D993211724 {THOMPSQON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1899{149224560A [GAYLORD, EDITH M B530259159081650 6/7/1998|  6/7/19990003211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $95.38
1999 1402245804 |GAYLORD, EDITH M . 1830299158081660 6/7/1999] ' 6/7/1999]DED3211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1899{149268734A [HART, WHLIAMA ~ B830299048084340 2/15/1999]. 2/15/1999{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $403.18
1999{174267783A |BREWER, PEARL B . 830298127095230 5/5/1999] . 5/5/1989[D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1998]175248833A |LEIDICH, GERTRUDE M . ]830299195078600 | . 7/9/1999]  7/9/1989(D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $13.00
1999[1831635660 |WITHERSPOON, ERNESTINE [830199272000120 9//1909] . 9/9/1999(D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $44.26
1998[183163566D JWITHERSPOON, ERNESTINE |830299322279460 11/9/1999] 11/9/1899{DBY3211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTHH CARE PA $73.49
1 183262401A [JEFFORDS, EDWARD C B30299160104710 | 6/10/1999| B8/10/1888{0883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.14
<. (189246343A |BONAPARTE, FLORA 830299189261180 7/1/1988]  7/1/1883(D993211724 [THOMPSDN HUGH S - |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.14
1999} 189246343A |BONAPARTE, FLORA . 830299237109820 B/10/1999| B/10/1899(D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $145.47
1999]169246343A |BONAPARTE, FLORA 83D2090237108830 | 8/10/1999| B/10/1999]|Dg93211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $150.44
1599]19512193BA WINGATE, MAGNOLIA B830189106800115Q | 372041999] 3720¥1939[0933211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S | JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $53.88
1999{195121938A |WINGATE, MAGNOLIA 830198106001160 | 3/19/1899( 3/19/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5§ [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
19991 195121838A |WINGATE, MAGNOLIA 830299155111150 6/2/1989) . 6/2/19991D293211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
1999|197019765C1 [HINES, FRED 830299139107530 { 5/13/199%| 5/13/1999{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGIH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1999|2000945368 |THOMAS, CORINE ~|830293147100800 | §/24/1903| 5/2411999{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $244.15
1999[212368802A IMARTIN, THELMA -1830299223085100 . 8/6/1999f 8/6/1999/D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGR S [FPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $29.26
18991212368802A [MARTIN, THELMA 830208223095110 B8/6/1999] * B/6/1999}00083211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S ' |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $16.33
1899|212368802A |MARTIN, THELMA B830298223085120 8/6/19989] = 8/6/1998]0883211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
13892123688802A {MARTIN, THELMA 8302992321C1670 8/6/1999]  8/6/1999]|D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGRH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1990]216248660A |BUTLER, EFHEL.M ; 830298120088210 | 4/27/1999| 4/27/19958|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $91.98
1059[218424794A |WASHINGTON, RICHARD L |830299067095570°|  3/4/1999|  3/4/1995]D883211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $37.09
1999]218424784A [WASHINGTON, RICHARD L = 18302B3067312870 3/3/1999) - ¥H15991D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $37.09
19801218424784A TWASHINGTON. RICHARD L. '|830299109081750 | 4/12¢1989] 4/12/189810993211724 \THOMPSON HUGH S. |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.18
19991218424794A. |WASHINGTON, RICHARD L B30209109091760 | 4/13/1993] 4/13/1889[{0983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5 [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA £35.14
1999]218424794A TWASHINGTON, RICHARD L 830299108091770 ) 4/14/1999] 4/14/1989[D983211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.18
‘ V[219424794A  [WASHINGTON, RICHARD L 830299159081740 6771999 6/7/19839{0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HKEALTH CARE PA $39 47
~'.J 218424794A TWASHINGTON, RICHARD L 830299179246270 | 8/23/1999] 6/23/1989{D093211724 |THOMPSON HUGH'S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $223.98
1990[218424794A JWASHINGTON, RICHARD L 1830299181145290 | 6/23/1999). 6/23/1999]D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $95.38
1999/218424794A (WASHINGTON, RICHARD L 8302991811468300 | 6724/1940} 6/24/1899]DBY3211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.18
1995[218424794A [WASHINGTON, RICHARD | t830289223085130 8/4/1993|  8/4/1939|D333211724 [THOMPSON HUGH.S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $30.47
1999[21B424794A [WASHINGTON, RICHARD L 830299238096850 |. 8/20/1999] 8/20/1999]D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE MEALTH CARE PA $45.66
1096|219122920D0  {MORGAN, MARY L 830299336251240 | 11/30/1989( 11/30/1989[D9D32711724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $56.68
1989(224302377A {BURGE, LOTTIE L . 830289267 110600 9/20/1999| 9°20/1888[{D833211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1995{228420024A |SPEARS, CHARLES Nt 830199272033100 | 9/13/1999]| 9/13/19991D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |[PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA © 367.93
1990}226200063A * |PALMER, LELA C ¥ 830295116108980 |  4/20/1999| 4/20/1938|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
1989[236200063A [PALMER, LELAC 830299 189261240 71211999  7/2/1938[D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1989[227507166A |WILSON, ANNIE G 830189092070040 | _1/2779989] 1/27/1939|00993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $40.29
1998 [2FM07166A [WILSON, ANNIE G __ 830199092070050 | 1/28/1959} 1/2811998|D593211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE MEALTH GARE PA $4.29
1090[227307166A |WILSON, ANNIE G 830299032063830 | 112711989} 1/27/1988{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTR CARE PA $38.20
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Medicare Reconsideration

Q2Administrators, LLC .

Or. Hugh Thompson (D993211724)

‘Services on 1/1/99-6/20/02

October 5, 2047

ear [HICH Benelicisnry Name DCN ] From Dale )To Date Prov D Prov Hame Group Nams Paid Prov A"‘LL
1989[227307166A {WILSON, ANNIE G  1830299032083640 | 1/26/1999| 1/26/1980|D593211724 [THOMPSON HUGH & |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 373.,
1$99]227307166A |WILSON, ANNIE G 1830298127095280 | 4/23/19989] 4/23/1998[D593211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 30
1999(227307166A_ |WILSON, ANNIE G B30209132073080 | .4/22/1999]_4/22/199510893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH & |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 35.64
1900{2273071668A (WILSON, ANNIE G 830200132073000 |, 4/24/1099] 4/24/1009]DB0O3211724 JTHOMPSON HUUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 35,64
1998{22730716BA_ |WILSON, ANNIE G B30295132074000 |  4/23/1988} 4/2371899|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S__ |PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA -$35.64
1999]227307168A |WILSON, ANNIE G B30200217000630 | 7/30/1509] 7/30/1908]|D883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 8§ |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 75.03
19991227307 166A |WILSON, ANNIE G §30200242080000 | 7/768/1989]. 7/28/1899)0993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 70.76
1900{227307166A |WILSON, ANNIE G 830200242080100 | 7/29/1999] 7/2971909]0693311724 |THHOMPSON HUGH §_|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $70.76
1989[2282005600 [TADLOCK, BARBARA - 8302931 16108990 |  4/21/1999} 472171999]N5932711724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3$24.29
1995(228200580D |TADLOGK, BARBARA 830200132074020 5711998 5/7/1660|D893211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $295.91
17 17282005800 |TADLOGK, BARBARA 330299132074030 5/7/1999] . &771899|D99321 1724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - §275.82
T. 2344496528 |CHAPMAN, REBECCA 830209147100B20 | 5/21/1690] 5/21/1000JDe83211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $285.91
199512344406528__|[CHAPMAN, REBECCA 830299223085160 B/ 1999|__ &/5/1999]D983211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S - |PEE.DEE HEALTH CARE PA $112.62
196012371494220  |ODOM, MYRTIS E 630299237100670 | 0/18/1900| 8/18/1989{0893211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH 8 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $53.00
1999(2371454220 [ODOM, MYRIIS & §30259239006060 | 8/16M004G| 8/18/1980|0083211724 [ THOMPSOM HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §3585 01
1995[238052815A [BRIGMAN, ANNIE L 830208170248310 | 6/18/1993] 6/18/1889]DF932711724 [THOMPSON HUGH 8 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
. 1509|238322082A |LAFFERTY, SARAHH 830200214191040 | _ 7/2871004| 7R/106Q[0093211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $20.26
1989]238322082A |LAFFERTY, SARAH H 830289214191950 1 7/26/1998] 7/28/19991D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $28.24
. 1999|238322082A. |LAFFERTY, SARAHH 830260214101860 | 7/28/1990| 7728/1589]0903211724 [TROMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
1999[238322082A [LAFFERTY. SARAH H 530299214191970 1 77268M1998] 7/28/1989]D983211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.78
1690|238322082A |LAFFERTY. SARAH H B30299217099640 | 7/28/1989] 7/28/1983]D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $285.91
7998(239345070A |STANLEY, HAZEL 30268047 113540 | 2711119891 211/1999]|0993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S_ |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA 403.18
1909(2401892364 \NANCE, LILLIE L 8302981000671800 | 4/15/1899] 4/15/1980{D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 295.91
1968|240189236A |NANCE, LILLIE L 830298109081610 { 4/15/1989( 47151988]D053211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE.DEE HEALTH CARE PA 219.78 |
1959(2403180236A° |NANCE, LILCIE L §30269225230890 | 8/11/1099] B/11/1989{D993511724 [ THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTI} CARE PA 164.46
1900(|240842196A | WiLIAMS ANNA B30299201090580 [ 7/131999| 7/13/1999|D593211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $49.60
| 1919|241050470A_|FAMRICK, OGIEM §30289155070800 | 5/28/1999] 5/28/19891D093211724 |THOMPSON HUGBH S |PEE DEE REALTH CARE PA $66.53
-[1989[241050470A |HAMRICKK, OCIE M - 8302981550706810 | 5/281999] 5/26/1959|D393211724 | THOMPSON HUGH & |PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA $205.91
19D8|241144065A | TYSON, FRED 8302081320674060 | 5/10/1998] 5/10/193010093211724 [TROMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
“ 12411440658 |TYSON_EFFIE B30199165131060 | 5/27/1989| 5/27/1990|0093211724 |[THOMPSON HUGIT 8 _|PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $40.24
1. {241134065B_ | TYSON:EFFIE . [830299127095340 5/511938]  5/5/1938|D8g3211724 | T HOMPSON HUGH §_|PEE DEE HEALTI CARE PA $295.91
1999241134065 |TYSON, EFFIE 1830290152247780 { . 5/271999| S127/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE OEE HEALTH GARE PA $57.51
19991241428172A {WHITE, BARBARA P 830288181146340 { 6:221009) .€/22/1999]D083211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $420.60
15995|24326233BA |JERNIGAN JULIUS € 30293169104790 | _6/10/1999] €/10/1999]|DG93211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $295.91
1699[243262348A - | JERNIGAN. JULIUS T 30298225230800 B/1969]  8/9/1989|0903211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALYH CARE PA $76.56
1999 zuﬁgnm JERNIGAN JULIUS C 3029225230910 B/911689)  8/9/1983]D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 218.78
1999[243285443D0 | JOHNSON, JANIE 830295145095720 |  5/16/1989] 5/19/1899{DE03211724 |[THOMPSON-HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH GCARE PA $295.91
000(243489827A _|ROGERS, ALINE C 830299147100840 | 5/25/1999] 5/25/1885]D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTR CARE PA $168.15
990]243421827A  IROGERS, ALINE C 830290161071140 ]  6/8/1999] 6/8/1980|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEAL TH CARE PA $29.26
1999[2434721827A [ROGERS, ALINE C 830239185079700 | 7/12/1998] - 7/12f1989]D093211724 |THOMPSON HUGH.S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $70.98
1999{243427927A |ROGERS, ALINE C 830299225230920 | 6/9/1998]  8/5/1999|0893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE OEE HEALTH GARE PA $70.98
1999{243439827A |ROGERS, ALINE C 830288362231750 | 12/13/1998] 12/13/1999,0553211724 | THOMPSON HUGH 8 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $41.07
1998]244202023A |HEDRICK, SANFORD 030298118095260 |  4/23/1998]  4/23/1999{D893231724 | FTHOMPSON HUGH 5 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARC PA . $58.63
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19991245083530A |(GOFF, ELIZABETH T 830289125035790 5/3/1989 5/3/199810933211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE P $295.4n
19991245182910D. [ISEMAN, CHRISTINE D 830200004295890 | 12/28/1999] 12/28/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $18.9%°
1999}245300602A. [ROGERS, ANNA G 830299147 100860 §/25/1988) 5/25/1998{0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $295 91
1998}2453889407A° |LUCAS, LEROY 830259217098650 7/29/1998[  7/29/199910993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $514.90
1999]245505992A |RATLIFF, JESSIEL 830209118095280 |  4/22/1908] 4/22/1999;0893211724 [ THOMPSON HUGH S ' |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA- . $295 .94
1999|246049252A |LAMONDS, DANIEL G 830299147 100870 5/24/1998| 5/24/1999|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $519.90
1999]246049252A |LAMONOS, DANIEL G 830299147100880 5724/1999] 5/24/1998/D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $95.38
1999]246207762A° |ROGERS JR.EDF . - 1830299169 104800 6/15/1999] 6/15/1999[0993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
1699]246207762A |ROGERS R, ED F 8302991740968150 |  6/15/1999] 6/15/1990{0893211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PFEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1999{246429834A |BOYD JR, JAMES H 8302991180B85290 | . 4/23/1999} 4/23/1999(0993211724 |ITHOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $58.63
17 '247022044A {BLACK, JERRY 830209168104330 ). 6/12/1998] . 6/12/1998|D0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.64

75,. 247022044A 18LACK. JERRY B30299168104340 { 6/13/1999] 6/13/1993/D383211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 371.64
19991247022044A |BLACK, JERRY B830299168104350 6/11/1999] 6/11/1999|D3983211724 {[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.64
1998|2470747830 |HODGE, VERLIEW 830299112107780 | 4/19H999] 4/19r1999]|D863211724 {[YTHOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $205.91
199912470747830 {HODGE, VERLIE W 830239252089070 9/2/1998] ~ 9/2/1999[D3993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.78
1999]2470747830 |HODGE, VERLIE W 830299252088080 9/2/1990] . £/2/19891D893211724 |THOMPSON HUGH,S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $29.26
1998{247078083A |LEON, CHARLOTTE A 830299183089850 | 6/28/1999| 6/28/1899]D893211724 (THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1989{247078063A |LEON, CHARLOTTE A 830299341272400 [ 11/30/1999] 11/30/1939)|3993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $75.67
19981247078063A |LEON, CHARLOTTE A B830289343264620 |~ 12/771999] 12/7/1899{0893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 331,13
1999]247084645A . {SNOOK, DIANE W ) 830280209127140 ] 7/20/1999] 7/20/1898]D993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH § {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
1989]247084645A {SNOOK, DIANEW 830289209127150 | ~7/20/1999] 7/2011999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $16.33
1899{247084645A |SNOOK, DIANE W 830209336456160 | 11/28/1989| 11/29/199910893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1999}247096675D JTEDDER, ZULEEN G - 530299127095400 | . 5/5/1599) . S/5/1999]0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1968[247096675D |TEDDER, ZULEEN G 830299127095410 ,5/5/1888 5/5/189810893211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEAETH CARE PA $219.78
1993/2470980800 |[PRITCHARD. SARAH G 830209174008160 | '6/16/1999] 6/16/1999|101903211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $73.26
19991247103193A [HALL, JAMES P j 830299087039600 3/4/19989 3/4/19891D883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA~ $94.06
1999(247103193A [HALL, JAMES P 830299067095630 3/7/1999) - 3/7/1999{D0993211724 [ THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $68.10
1899{247103193A IHALL, JAMES P 8§302990670395620 3/6/1999 3/6/1988]0993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.64
1999[247103183A |HALL, JAMES P " 1830293067095630 3/5/48981 ~  3/5/16899}D883211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.64

1 71247103183A  |HALL, JAMES P . 8302990691084 10 3/8/19889 3/8/1999]D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA’ $71.64

R 28716178BA  |MCALLISTER, JOSEPH 830195357085610 6/21/1993} 6/21/1889{D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH 5 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.14
1998|247 1B1788A |MCALLISTER, JOSEPH 830299189261300 7/8/1998) - _7/8/1898(0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S " |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
19958[24776178BA_ |MCALLISTER, JOSEPH B30269193080440 7/6/1999})  7/68/1889[D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $127.36
1998(247161788A |MCALDISTER, JOSEPH 830299193030450 7/6/1999 /61995 D9983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3$148.46
1998/247461788A [MCALLISTER, JOSEPH - 1830299214081480 118/1869]  1/18/1995,D993211724 I THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $51.66
1999(247¥61788A tMCALLISTER, JOSEPH . 830289214081490 | - 1/19/1999] 1/19/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $36.80
1999)247761788A " JMCALLISTER, JOSEFPH 830299214081500 | ~ 1/20/1989] 1/20/1988{0883211724 ]THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $36.80
19088{247362014A |ABBOTT, MARGARET 830199104054990 | 3/24/1999| 3/24/1999{D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $1.60 |
1998]1247162014A [ABBOTY, MARGARET 8302960084087890 | 3/24/19998| 3/24/1999|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEAL TH CARE PA $67.66 )
19991247T162014A {ABBOTY, MARGARET 83029390390103190 3/26/1899] 3/26/1999]D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $59'02
1699]247162014A |ABROTT, MARGARET 830298214081510 | 3/27/1999] 3/27/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3;35.33
19991247)62014A [ABBOTT, MARGARET 830299214081520 | 3/28/100D8] 3/28/1998{0963211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA !535l38

1899 2@7:!620!44\ ABBOTY, MARGARET 030299252083090 | 8/30/1998] 8/30/1999{D923211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA : ‘F37:05
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1998}247162014A |ABBOTT, MARGARET 830209308100360 | 3/26/1999] 3/26/189910993211724 {[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ~ s0.4f .
1999{2471635270 |CROLLEY, HETTIE 830299179246450 1 6/22/18399} 6/22/1999|099321 1724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.0¢ ¢
199512471635270 |CROLLEY, HETTIE 830299181146400 6/22(1999] &/22/1999]0983211724 [THGMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.81
1998|2471671070 [WATFORD, BESSIE $30260018114600 | 1/14/1888] 1/14/1999]D853211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $31.35 |
1938|2471671070 |WATFORD, BESSIE B30209016114700 | 1/16/1989] 1/16/1993]DBB3211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA 33135
1993]2471671070 _|[WATFORD, BESSIE B30200019114710 | 1/15/1999] 1/151999|D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999§247167107D |WATFORD, BESSIE 830299019114720 1/17/1999{ 1/17/1998]D8083211724 |[YTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999(2471671070 |WATFORD, BESSIE 830298020105410 1/18/18991 1/18/1898|D893211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1599|747167 1070 |WATFORD, BESSIE B30208021300600 | 1/1571959] 1/19/1589|D853211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999({24716740YD [WATFORD, BESSIE 1830289022105750 172071898 1/20/1898{D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1012471671070  |WATFORD, BESSIE +1830299147100890 | - 5/24/1998] 5/24/189391D9393211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.78
i 2471671070 [WATFORD, BESSIE 830299201274820-) 7/18/1998{ 7/18/1998{D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
495]2471671070. [WATFORD, BESSIE - 830200201274830 |_7/17/1986] 7/17/1998|D993211724 [THOMPSON AUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1989}247146871070 [WATFORD, BESSIE §30288201274840 7/46/1998) 7/16/188910933211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $31.35
1998|247767107D _|WATFORD, BESSIE §30299201274650 | _7/14/1998] 7/14/1959]D083211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S _JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1983[247167107D_|WATEORD, BESSIE 530299201274860 |_7/15/1969| 7/15/1999|D393211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _ |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $31.35
1356]247167107D | WATEORD, BESSIE 830209214081660 | 172171999 1/21/1996]D693211724 |THOMPSON HUGH 5 " |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1003(2471671070 |WATFORD, BESSIE 830299214081670 | _1/22/1999] 1/22/1898|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S~ |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA $31.35
1999(247167107D |WATFORD, BESSIE. 830295214081680 | 1/23/1999] 1/23/1999{D5833211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999(247167107D |WATFQRD, BESSIE 830299214081890 1/24/1999] 1/24/1999{D99321 1724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S . |[PEE DEE HIEALTH CARE PA $31.35
188912471671070 |WATFORD, BESSIE B30299214081700.{ 1/25/1899§ . 1/28/1998{D893211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1990]2471671670 [WATFORD, BESSIE - |830299217099660 §. 7/19/1998| 7/15/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH.S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1989{247187107D [WATFORD, BESSIE 830289217099870 7/20/1899) 7/20/1989(0993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA- 3 31.(55
1989/2471671070 |WATFORD, BESSIE 830299217099680 | . 7/21/1989] 7/21/1980|D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1988]247167107D JWATFORD, BESSIE .- . 830299252089400 9/3/1999| . 9/3/1999|D9823211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S FEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999]247167953D0 |WATFORO, ANNIEM ~ B830289209127210 | .7/27/1993{. 7/27/1988{D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $11.9%
193812471570530 WATHORD, ANNIEM . |830209209127220 | 7/27/1999] 7/2771998|D983211724 |THOMPSON HUGIT S |PEE DEE HEALTI CARE PA $16.33
1989}2471679530 |WATFORD, ANNIE M 830299208127230 | - 7/27/1989] 7/27/1938|D9893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S. |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $03.00
1998]2471679530 |WATFORD, ANNIE M 830299200127240 | - 7/27/1999] 7/27/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
"1~ [247167953D_ [WATFORD. ANNIE M “|830299216107700 | .7/27/1889| 7/27/1988|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |FEE DEE NEALTH CARE FA $295.91
. 2471894330 [COLLINS, VIOLA . |830258174098170 | ~ 5/18/1999) 5/18/1999{0993211724 THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE WEALTH CARE PA $96.40
| 19u8{2471894330 {COLLINS, VIOLA 830299313272320.| . 10/38/1989{ 10/18/1999|D9933211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $7567
1998]247203308A° {ODOM, CLAUDIC - |830299120086240 | 4/28/1999{ 4/28/1999(D083211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3324 62
1899 24723?3131\ MCCANTS, LURLIN -1830298161071230 | . 6/8/1999] - 6/8/1989)D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGHR S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1999/24720%5317A BACOTE, VICTORV " 1B830199106002820 | " 3/31/15991 3/31/1989{D933211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $38.65
1995|247203317A_|BACOTE, VICTOR V B30198106002630 |- 4/1/1998] - 4/171999|0993211724 JTROMFSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $32.95
1999]247203317A |BACOTE, VICTOR V 830299232101740 |__6/18/1959| ©/18/1899{D683211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 33976
1988)247203317A |BACOTE, VICTOR V - 1830208237 109940 9/18/19991 - 8/18/1889|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S }PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3219-78
1009|2472883120 [POOLER, GUSSIE 830269103088040 4/7/18898] .4/7/1999{D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3219‘78
1999 2472;;3, 28A  |JAMES, CURTIS 830199350066150 8/17/1998] 8/17/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 593:00
1099)247248328A [JAMES, CURTIS 830299118095350Q 4/22/1999] 4/22/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALUTH CARE PA $60.14
19991227248328A |JAMES, CURTIS 830299238095870 B8/17/1999) 8/17/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295 91
1999[24726#4131A |BONAPART, HENRY 830299040074200 2/4/1999{  214/1999}D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $403.18
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1999]247264539A |BUNCH, WILSONH B3A02990480B4390 | 2/16/1999] 2/16/1988]D0%3211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $403.1.,
1999]1247264538A |BUNCH, WILSON H 830298085067900 { 3/18/1999) 3/15/1988/0893211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $71.
1999]247264530A . |BUNCH, WILSON H 830299155070830 | . 5/26/1999 5/26/19991D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGKH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $68.83
1999]247264539A  |BUNCH, WILSON H 830289252089120 9/B/1999| 9/8/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $69.92
1999]247266100A |WRIGHT, RICHMOND 830299141073850 § 5/18/1999{ 5/18/1599|D9593211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.78
1999|247266100A [WRIGHT, RICHMOND 830289145005860 | S5/1B/4999| 5/18/1999|0983211724 (THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
15931247266 100A |WRIGHT, RICHMOND §30299168104400 | 6€/10/1989] 6/10/1889{D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $390.47
1989{247266100A |WRIGHT, RICHMOND 8302991681044 10 6/8/1999|  6/9/19981D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $39.47
1888{247266100A |WRIGHT, RICHMOND 830299168104420 | €/11/1999] 6/11/198310993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $39.47
199912472808224A |THOMAS, WILLARD 830209118095370 | 4/23/1999] 4/23/1959|D093211724 [THOMPSON HUGH'S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82

| 17°Q{247288224A [THOMAS, WILLARD §30299118095380 | 4/23/1998| 4/23/1399{D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA "~ $302.86 |

A 247289417A |BROWN, EMANUEL 930199284004050 |. 1/26/1999] 1/26/1989{0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S }|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $08.58

[ 999[247269477A |BROWN, EMANUEL 830299032063780 } 1/27/1999] 1/27/1599)0933211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
19991247289608D [PETERS, PARNET 830199104065290 { 3/24/1899( 1/24/1999|0993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.58
1999247289608 [PETERS, PARNET 830199112057580 } :3/16/1899] 3/15/1999|D953214724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $4.29
1999]2472896080 - |[PETERS, PARNET 830199112057500 | 3/16/1999|. 3/16/19981D0993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $4.29
1988(247289608BD |PETERS, PARNET 830199112057600 { - 3/17/1999] 3/17/1989{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $4.29
1989|2472896080 (PETERS, PARNET .{830198112057610 |  3/18/1999] . 3/18/19351D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $4.29
1399{247288608D (PETERS, PARNET 830196112057620 | 3/19/198B( 3/19/1999{10983211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $4.29
18991247289608D |PETERS, PARNET 830299077251250 | 3/15/1999) 3/15/1999{D393211724 |THOMPSON HUGH § }PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3$85.51
199912472896088 [PETERS, PARNET B30289077251260 | 3/16/1998] 3/16/1939(D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGHR S {PEE DEE'HEALTH CARE PA_ $85.51
1999/2472886080 |PETERS, PARNET 830299082104020 | 3/17/1999] 3/17/1999]0893211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S . |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $83.61
1989)2472089608D [PETERS, PARNET 830298082104030 { 3/18/1999| 3/18/1995|D993211724 ) THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $85.51
1999]2472886080 IPETERS, PARNET - 830299082104040 | 3/19/1999| 3/19/1899|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $85.51
199812472896080 JPETERS, PARNET 830299209127270 | 7/26/1999] 7/26/1699|D993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
1999{247289608D [PETERS, PARNET 830299214084710 | 3/25/1998] 3/25/1999|D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.58
1899)|2472898450 {WINGATE, ALEASE D 830299252083180 - 9/711999]  9/7/19991D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S~ |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $28.24
199912472898450 [WINGATE, ALEASED .- 830299252088130 9/7/1999] 3/7/1899[0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $127.36
.1999(2472888450 |WINGATE, ALEASE D 830286252088200 | 9/7/1999} 9/7/1989|D993214724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $92.42
177912472898450 JWINGATE, ALEASE D B30289283226420 /771959y  9/7/13998|D9g3211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |FEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
L {247320243A ICATOE, MARY F 830299209127280 | -7/21/1988] 7/21/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $378.15
1899{247381198A |POSTON. INEZ 830299106101830 | 4/14/1908] 4/14/1008{0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $275.82
1999[247384413A [GALLOWAY, ELISE S 830299169104800 | - 6/15/1999] 6/15/1899{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $232.62
1999;247%384413A - |GALLOWAY, ELISE S 830289178246510 | 6/10/1999) &/10/1999]0993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $51.73
1999{24742.843A |DAVIS, ELSIE A 830299054083080 | 2/20/1999] 2/20/1999|D393211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE GEE HEALTH CARE PA $73.11
1899 24712_1943A DAVIS, ELSIE A 830299054083090 [ 2/19/1999] 2/15/1999|D993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA _$731
1999|247421943A |DAVIS, ELSIE A 830299054083100 | 2/18/1993| 2/18/1999]D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $73'TIT1_
19991247922063A [DEWITT, NATHANIEL 8302039189261340 711989)  2/1/1399/D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 322[)-88
1809[247436379A [JACKSON, ONEDA 83029818926 1380 771419681  7/1/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S  |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA Stso.zoj
1999]247d763850 |DRIGGERS, DORA W 830188090086500 | . 2/14/1989] 2/14/1939)/D983211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH 5 |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 58.58
1999(247486385D0_ IDRIGGERS, ODORA M 830199080066510:]  2/15/1968] 2/16/1999]|0893211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3883

11999|2474263850° {DRIGGERS, DORA M B30199116121860 | 2/12/1999| 2/12/1999)D993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 58.58
1999 24@850 DRIGGERS, DORA M - {830199116121880 | 2/13/1999] 2/13/1998|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH & |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 35.55
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1993/2474263850 [DRIGGERS, DORA M 830299047113560 | 212/1999) 2/12/1899{088321{724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $66.98
1999]2474263850 . |DRIGGERS, DORA M '1830299047113570 1 . 2/13/1999¢ 2/13/19938]0993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $86.33
199912474263850 [DRIGGERS, DORAM 830299048084410 ] 2/14/1999] 2/14/1999|0933211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $66.98
1999|2474263850 |DRIGGERS, DORA M 830299048084420 |+ 2/15/1999] 2/15/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH .S PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA $86.98
1999{247426385D |DRIGGERS, DORA M 830299168067920 6/9/1599 6/9/1988|D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH'S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1999{247426385D |DRIGGERS, DORA M 830200168104430 | 6/9/1989) ' 6/9/1089|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $44.15
1909({247426528A [GREGORY, ELIZABETH K "1830298155070850 6/111989 6/1/19991D983211724 ) THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA A $93.00
1989]247426528A |GREGORY, ELIZABETH K 830289153081940 | - 5/19/1999| 5/18/1839IDAY3211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
1989|2474265288 |GREGORY, ELIZABETHK - 1830285159081950 6/1/1988] 6/1/1899]0983211724 ]THOMFSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1008]247427254A |REDDEN, NATHENE © 1B30299152247930 5/26/19991 - 5/26/1889{D693211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §45.27
17-"]247427288C1 [SAWYER, DOROTHIY L 830299097 107560 4/5(1999 4/5/199310993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 37164
. 247427286C1 [SAWYER, DOROTHY L .|830293098066300 41671999  4/6/1893|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5 |PEE DEE HEAITH CARE PA 32048
[1588|2474272686C1 |SAWYER, DOROTHY L 830299088066310 4/6/1999]  4/6/1999{D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S JPEE DEE HEALTH CBRE PA 3$71.64
1999{247427286C1 |[SAWYER, DORQTHY L " 18302991030B6070 4771999 4/7/1999|0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S_ PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $85.51
1989{247427286C1 {SAWYER, DOROTHY L 830299103086080 478/1999|  4/8/1999({D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ;85__51_4
1999{247427376A |BOAN, BET1IY L - 1830299120086290 | 4/27/19989] 4/27/1599|D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA £21.77
1999(247427376A |BOAN, BETTY L 830293155070860 6/1/1993 6/1/199910893211724 (THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $85.51
1999]247427376A [BOAN BETTY L 830299155070870 6/2/1999] - '6/2/1999|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $85.51
1999{247427376A |BOAN, BETTY L 830299252089230 9/2/1993( . 9/2/1993]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $69.59
1999§247427376A . [BOAN, BETTY L 830209341272500 § 11/30/1599| 11/30/1999{099321 1724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $56.68
19991247427465A  |FOXE, CATHERINE 830299308239120 | 10/27/1999) 10/27/193910993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $105.89
19901247448152A |PIERCE, STEVEN . |83029914509596Q'] 5/20/1999} - 5/20/1999{D383211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTMH CARE PA - $205.8%
19991247460466A |HENDRIX.WALTER 830299132074230 5/10/1899] 5/10/1999(D993211724 [THOMPSON-HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275;82
1990]247460466A [HENDRIX, WALTER : 830299138097230 | S/10/1999) 5/10/1999]D0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE FEALTH CARE PA $285.81
19931247460600A |BAKER, DORIS 830299077078130 | .3/16/1988] 3/16/1998(0993211724 THOMPSON'HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $44.36
1989]247460600A |BAKER, DORIS 830299082104120 } 3/16/1993] 3/16/1599|D393211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $1570 |
1999]247460600A |BAKER, DORIS 8302690B2104130 | 3/16/1999] 3/16/1099|0993211724 [THOMPSON-HUGH S - |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $38.07
1099(247460600A [BAKER, DORIS. 030299082104140 | 3/16/1999) 3/16/1999{0893211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.51
1999]247460600A |BAKER, DORIS 830299084087830 | 3/47/1999] 3/17/1993{D983211724 [THOMPSOM HUGBH § |PEEDEE HEALTH CARE PA . $8.05
1r""1{247460600A |BAKER, DORIS 830299084087340 |  3/17/19889] 3/127/19991D593211724 [THCMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA C$1.61
. 24T460600A  |BAKER, DORIS 830299099077870 | : 4/7/1989]  4/7/1958{D0A3211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA .$28.26
"1990{247860600A IBAKER, DORIS 830208089077880 1 - - 4(7/1809] " 4/7/1093|0993211724 ]THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA $17.65
1995]247460800A |BAKER, DORIS 830299132074250 57711989 5/711988|D993214724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ~ $295.91
1590{247460600A . |BAKER, DORIS 830285132074260 5773809 . 5/7/1999]/D0993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1999]247460600A |BAKER, DORIS B30299145096030 | . 5/18/1999} 5/18/1999[{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $64.02 |
199812474607128 - {DAVIS, JOANNE 839799196001990 | - 2/2/1999]  2/2/1999]1983211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 529.28_1
1990 24T4807128 DAVIS, JOANNE 830799196002000 § 2/17/4999| 2/17/1999]|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $20.48
1999{2474607128  [DAVIS, JOANNE 839789204002780 | 7/20/1999) 7/20/1998]D983211724 [THOMPSON RUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $44.36 |
19991247461053A {MELTON, ELIZABETHH B30299112107860 | 4/20/1999| 4/20/1958|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $79.27
-11989(24™61210M [PETERS, JAMES _ - 830299035085060 1/29/1999]  1/29/1955(0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $310.77
1099(247461364A . [MCCULLOUGH, JAMES B30259216107860 {  B/3/1989 = 8/3/1999(09932{1724 |THOMPSON HUGH S. |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $96.40
1999)247461364A. [MCCULLOUGH, JAMES 830299226186280 | ~ 8/13/1999] . 8/13/1998{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $68.92
198924 72461364A  [MCCULLOUGH, JAMES 830285244244120 |  8/25/1999] . 8/25/1999{D993211724 {THOMPSON RUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA- ' $295.91
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1995[247461550A {LEWIS, HENRY B3029918114B8470 | 6/24/1999] 6/24/1993]0983211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 5227.3?_ .
18981247461623A |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830198113015730 4/5/1999{ = 4/5/1999|D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.9.
19991247461629A [GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830198130135850 2/6/1989)  2/6/1989/D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH § {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $8.58
1989(247461628A |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 8302938040074230 2/6/1589] . 2/6/1899({D883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S 1PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $61.94
1999(247461629A |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830299214081720 2/9/1999]  2/9/1999|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA §45.22
1999/247461629A |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830289263226510 2/5119991  2/5/1999)0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _[PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $48.07
19981247461629A |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830299263226530 2/711999]  2/7119991D593211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 54713
1999|247461629A_ |GRAHAM, ANNIE M 830299263226540 2/871889] 2/68/1899|D993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $47.13
1899[{247461701A |COMBESS, JACKIE C 830299343264700 | 11/29/1999 11/29/19891D933211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $47.70
1999(247462266A | TAYLOR, BOBBIE £ 830299305270820 | 10/26/1899| 10/26/1999{0593211724 (THOMPSON HUGH S _!PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ,- $231.86
10°°1247462266A |TAYLOR, BOBBIE E 830299315268530 | 10/26/1999| 10/26/1939]D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CAREPA | $31.13
1. 247462353A |KING_ANNR_. 830299200127400 | 7/23/1999| 7/23/1999]D993211724 |THOMPSON BUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
| 19901247463266A |LOGAN, DONALD E 830299201274950 |  7/15/1999 7/16/199€|D893211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
19991247463380A [ONEAL, EDWARD L . 1830299204083730 | 7/16/1999( 7/16/199910993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ~ $324.62
1999{247465774A [POOLER, MARIE Y. 830299287251580°| 10/13/19591 10/13/1999]D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1900]247466034A [BRYANT, GRACE M 8302091B1446480 | 6/21/1989] 6/21/109310983211724 )THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999{247486410A _|ZIMMERMAN, EDMOND 830299040074240 2/4/1999( 2/4/1999]D0903211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $403.18
1998{247487454M  |WILDS, HARRY 430299082104240 | - 32271999 13/22/1998]00993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1998]247467454M _ {WILDS, HARRY 830299116103090 | ~ 4/2071999] 4/20/1998]D933211724 [THOMPSON HUGH 5 TPEE DEE REALTH CARE PA $164.46
1990{247467454M [WILDS, HARRY " |830299116109100 [ ' 4/20/1999] 4/20/1988]D993311724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA £0.78
1999:247480469A IBESS, CLARENCE B30209214081790 | . 2/8/1929] ~ 2/8/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALYH CARE PA 331,35
1999|247480460A |BESS, CLARENCE 830259214081800 2/8/1999F - 2/9/1998)D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999{247480469A |BESS, CLARENCE 830299214081810G | 2/10/1999] 2/10/1999)D883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH § JPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
1999}247480469A |BESS, CLARENCE 830299214081820 | 2/11/1998{ 2/11/1988{D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §31.35
1999{247480469A [BESS, CLARENCE 830299214081830 | 2/12H999{ 2/12/1999{D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH'S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §31.35
1998)247480469A |BESS, CLARENGCE .|830299214081840 |  2/15/1999] 2/15/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
19991247480463A {BESS. CLARENCE 830299214081850 | 2/16/1999] 2/16/1990|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH'S  |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
19991247482216A [GREEN, LILLIE M B30299132074300.] 4/25/1898] 4/23/1899|08%3211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.58
1993[247482216A  |GREEN, LILLIE M 830299132074310} 4723/19989| 4/23/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH'S | PEE DEE HEALTH CARE FA° $31.35
177 ~1247482216A |GREEN, LLLIEM 830299132074320 { 4/24/1999( 4/24/1399(DJ33211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $31.35
|4, 247483335A [MARTIN. WILLIEJ | 830290166261300 { 6/30/1909] 6/30/1999|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §$275.82
1999;247483654A  |POWE. LENWOGCD P 830298132074340 S71999)  5/7/1398|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S YPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $205.04
1999]2474848848  |BULL, DOROTHY 830209237109980 | 8/19/1883] 6/19/1998|D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA ) $275.82
199812474348848__|BULL, DOROTHY 830239233096800 | .&/18/1999] 8/19/1999|D393211724 [THOMFSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1999247545128A |IDEWITT, LOUISE ... 1830298145096070 | §/20/1998) $§/20/1999|0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
19981247545545M  ILANE, LERQOY, 830299225230880 | 8/11/1999] 8/11/1999|D093211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S _|PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $20.26
1989]247535545M |LANE, LEROY 830290225230890 | 8/11/1999] 8/11/4999]D983211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 311.91
1999]|247535545M |LANE, LERQY - |830299228188290 |- 8/11/1998] - 8/11/1388]D893211724 } THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.7B
1999[247645655A DAMON, HELEN j830199279067700 | 2/15/1539| -2/15/1999|D953211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 52.28
1900{247545655A |DAMON, HELEN 830299033116050 | 1/20/1889} 1/20/1989D993211724 fTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 558.08
1998]247545655A |DAMON, HELEN 8302990331 16060 | 1/20/1999| 1/20/1989|D993211724 |[THOMPSON RUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $0A7B
1999 241;5‘575655/\ DAMON, HELEN 830209067313130 | 2/15/1998] 2/15/1809|0953211724 [THOMPSON-HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA St’SBAGvJTl
1989 24@5%SA DAMON, HELEN 830299265082789 _ 9/3’1999 9/3/1999 0993?1 1724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S~ |PEE DEE HEALTH GARE PA 5295:9!
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1999[24754B408A |BRAILEY, SARAH 8302099153081990 6/4/4988 574/1699]0993211724 [THOMPSON FHUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $44.1!
1999{247548409A [BRAILEY, SARAU 830299159082000 6/4/1999 6/4/199910893211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DFE HEALTH CARE PA $261..
1959{247548409A -{BRAILEY, SARAH - . 1830299193090530 7(6/1998]  7/6/1999]0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S ' |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $20.45
1909[247548409A |BRAILEY, SARAH | .{830299193080540 { . 7/6/1899 7/6/1899|D983211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $42.19
1999[247548409A |BRAILEY, SARAH 8302992140818B0§ 7/1471999] 7/11/1999{D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $32.97
1999]247548408A [BRAILEY, SARAH 830299214081890 ] 7/10/1999}- 7/10/1983{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $32.97
1998{247548400A BRAILEY, SARAH . B30298214081800 7/9/1999 7/9/19981D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.87
1008{247548409A IBRAILEY, SARAH | .{830299214081910 ] 7/1271999] ~7/12/1899|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $34.87
1999]247548409A |BRAILEY, SARAH . 830239239096910 8/20/19954 8/20/199910993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.14
1990{247549874A [SUGGS, KENNETH 830299077078140 | 3/15/1999¢ 3/15/1999{DD93211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.78
10679[247549874A  |SUGGS, KENNETH 830293084087970 | /23/1999) J3/23/1989|D993211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S | |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA '$29.28
" [247566338A [MATTOX, SHIRLEY D~ 8302991740988280 | 6/17/1999| 6/17/1999]09932$1724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $76.58
1999[{247566138A [MATTOX, SHIRLEY D 830290174088290 | 6/17/1999] 6/17/18991D093211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $275.82
13001247566138A |MATTOX, SHIRLEY D .1830289174098300 | 6/17/1999} 6/17/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1998)247566138A [MATTOX, SHIRLEY D 830299189261400 | .~ 7/1/1998] - 7/1/19991D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S . |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $29.26
1999{247566968502 [DEWITT, ALICE B, B830299118095470 | 4/22/1988| '.4/22/1899[D993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA’ $280.95
1999]247567027A |LINCOLN, LUCILL L 830269179246640 | . 6/22/1999] . 6/22/1938|D933211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 393.00
1999|247567027A [LINCOLN, LUCILL L B830209181146540. | 6/22/1980} 6122/19391D0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
1988[247567027A [LINCOLN, LUGILL L 830209181148550 |  6/22/1999} 6/22/1998[0983211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.51
19901247582817A {HARRELL, GEORGE R 8302091B3088980 | .6/29/1999] 6/28/1398|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $285.51
1008[247582817A |HARRELL, GEORGER 830299230096920 | 8/22/1999] . 8/22/1989]D993211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.64
"19991247582817A - [HARRELL, GEOQRGE R. B302992390063830 | 8/21/1999| 8/21/1999|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |[PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $35.64
.1999{2475828174 [HARRELL, GEQRGE R B830289239096940 B/20/1999] 8/20/1999{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $39.93
1980]247582817A |HARRELL. GEORGE R 830299244244180 |  8/23/1899] 6723/1899{D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $34.18
1999[247583190A IBULL JR, JAMES 830299159082040 |~ £/3/1999 6/3/1999(0993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $262.26
1990]247583603A [BROWN, FRANCES B30289166067930 6/9/1900| . 6/9/1998{D883211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $37.08 1 -
1999247564081A [WINDHAM, DORIS L ; 830299228070180 | 8/10/1999; 8/10/1998|0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $65.92
1098[247584081A [WINDHAM, DORISL . .~ [}830239362231950 | 12/6/1839} 12//1599|D993211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA . $41.07
1999({2475B4347A |[HAMMONDS, LEALER M 830199277153300 | 8/12/1899] 8/12/16665|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $2.28
17"0[247584347A [HAMMONDS, LEALER M 830199336034790 | . 8/12/199¢) . B/12/1933/D0833211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $129.54
. 24758755788 |GILBERT, ROSA B - 830299120086500 [ 4/27/1999( 4/27/1939[D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
. 199v|2476@7575A |MACK, MARY E - 830289179246640 | 6/18/1999]| 8/18/1999|0993211724 ]THOMPSON HUGH S  |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE FA $60.14
1999]247689860A |POOLE, BERNETHA W 830299259071010] - 9/8/1989 9/8/1999]0993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.0D
1999|247689860A |POOLE, BERNETHA W 830299259071020 1 - 9/8/199S! ~ 9/8/1999{D983211724 |[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA- 1 $275.82
1999]247588860A . (POOLE, BERNETHA W 830209259071030 | - 9/8/1999§ - 8/8/1998|D853211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $29.26
1999{247580860A. |POOLE, BERNETHA W . 830289258071040 | . 9/8/1999{ . 9/8/1999{D933211724 {THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $11.91
1999(247549860A [POOLE, BERNETHAW 830299263226800 | 9/8/1999( -9/8/1999|D833211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
1989(247647637A  |MACIK, MAGDALENE 830299127095620 } . 5/4/1999 5/4/1999]D99321 1724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA - $285.91
1989 2ﬂ_§37537/\ MACK, MAGDALENE . ~-1830289127095630 | - 5/4/1999] " 5/4/1998|D893211724 [THOMPSON. HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $219.79
1900(247847637A |MACK, MAGDALENE . -{830299201274970 | 7/12/1899) 7/12/1999|D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $60.14
1999(247649884A TARTE, JAMES . 1830265204083870 | 7/18/1899| 7/19/19991D993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA” £93 00
1999|247648884A [TARTE, JAMES _'1830299209127510 | __7/19/1999] 7/19/1999|D993214724 |THOMPSON HUGH & |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295:91
1990|247687540A [BRAND, VIOLA 830299201274990 { _ 7/13/1939] 7/13/1939]D393211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $83.24
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18084247682416A |LIGHTY, ELIJAF 830298263226870 9/7/1999 917/18991D58383211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARC PA $295.¢4°
1998{247705501A [TILLER, CLAREN 830299132074410 5/6/1099 5/6/1899[0993211724 ITHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DECE HEALTH CARE PA $275.
1989]247705818D |JEFFERY, MARYETTA E 830208181 146580 | . €/24/10868] 6/24/1969]D963211724 {[THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 360,14
1999]247707724A |THOMPSON, JUANITA F 830299054083200 2/19/1999] 2/19/1999|D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGIH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE.PA $73.11
1999|247707724A | THOMPSON, JUANITA F 830299054083210 | 2/18/1999] 2/18/1939|D9583211724 ]THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE OEE HEALTH CARE PA $73.11
1999{247709282A {FAULK. MARION E ) 830298022105820 1/20/1999]  1/20/1999]/D883211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $2B.01
1999)247709262A {FAULK, MARION E .. 1830299022105830 1/21/1899) 1/21/1989{D933211724 I THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $45.05
1989{247709282A (FAULK. MARION E '1830209025083620 1/22/1999] 1/22/1999{D893211724 ]THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA 3$45.05
1899[247709421A |WILLIAMSON, LEO 8302988214192190 7/28/1998] 7/28/1999|D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $51.38
1999[247709421A {WILLIAMSON, LEO 830299214182200 7/28/1999] 7/28/1999/D933211724 JTHOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $16.33 |,
1r"Q[247709421A |WILLIAMSON, LEO - 830299214192210 | . 7/28/1999| 7/28/1999(D993211724 i THOMPSON HUGH S . |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82°
B 247709421A (WILLIAMSON, LEO ~ 8302909217089730 7/28/480B] 7/28/199081D893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $295.91
| 7849[247709421A |WILLIAMSON, LEO 830299313005810 11/9/1999) 11/9/1939|D993211724' [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $47.70
1995(247708421A JWILLIAMSON, LEO B30299320006700 11/9/1999] 11/9/1990]0893211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $47.70
1999}247743833M |TEDDER, ELLEN 830299174098310 6/15/1989] . 6/15/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $285.91
1998§247743397A |GANDY, {OLA 830199104055010 | - 3/23/1999{ 3/23/1993{D953211724 | THOMPSON HUGH S (PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $56.38
1999{247743997A |GANDY, IOLA 830199104055020 3/24/19991 3/24/1999{D993211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $56.39
1989]247743097A |GANDY, IOLA 830299161071500 | 6/7/1998] '6/7/199910993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA §96.40
1990]247743997A |GANDY, IOLA B830299161071510 6/8/1999 5871999{0993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE FHEALTH CARE PA $33.14
19991247743997A |GANDY, IOLA 830299161071520 6/8/19339 6/8/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S IPEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $2.92
19901247743887A |GANDY, IOLA 830293168104560 6/7/1999¢ . 6/7/1998[Dg9321172¢ ]THOMPSON HUGH S {PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $14.65
19991247743997A |GANDY, JOLA ; 830299223095540 8/6/199% 8/6/199910993211724 {.THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $38.06
18991247744625A |HARRIS, CATHERINE C 830298161071530 6/8/138% 6/8/1999]D993211724 |]THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $91.08
1999{247763036A [RICHARDSON, MOSES 830299161071540 |. 6/8/1999 6/8/1999{D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $215.01
19991247763036A [RICHARDSON, MOSES 830299174088320 6/17/1999| &€/17/199910993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S ' [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $58.63
10991247763B04A (WILLIAMS, ELOISE 839799132002820 5/7/4999 5/7/1998|D9932117224 |THOMPSON HUGH § |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $439.90
19981247753804A [WILLIAMS, ELOISE. 839799159001840 6/7/1999 6/7/1993|0993211724 | THOMPSON HUGR S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
1999(247764546A |THOMAS, SHIRLE S B30299103086140 {-  4/7/19991  4/7/1699(D593211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEA{ TH CARE PA ~ $219.78
19981247764632A [EADDY,LOU A 83029391658067970 6/9/1999 6/8/1899{D933211724 |THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $275.82
10nQ{247764632A |EADDY, LOUA B302939166067880 6/9/1999 6/9/199910993211724 {THOMPSON HUGH 8 [PEE DEE HEALTH CARE PA $93.00
B 247781136M |WILLIS, EVELYH 830298084088010 3/24/1899¢{ 23/24/1998{0D993211724 [THOMPSON HUGH S |PEE DEE +IEALTH CARE PA $51.86
’.7!999 247781136M JWILLIS, EVELYN §30253090103500 3/26/1993]. 3/26/1999|D9932117