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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

: ) NINTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) -C/ANO.: 2010-CP-08-3540
. ) =
Stolf Construction, LLC, ) - _ ‘
: : ) B B :
PLAINTIFE, ) ORDER - = e ‘;‘f, T -
) ) - :""’7" —.;; - . ‘{{‘
VS o P T
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC ) %%“: e
and Reginald L. Gaskins, ) % -
' DEFENDANT. )
A -
- - Es . . ) -
TRIAL DATE: = _OCTOBER 13,2011
~TRIAL JUDGE: = . = . HON.ROGER M. YOUNG -
‘PLAIINTIFF'S ATTORNEY: ~ T.0. SANDERS. .
DEFENDANTS® ATTORNEY: "CHRISTOHPER P. BIERING

' COURT REPORTER: ~* AMANDA KELLY HAFFENDEN
| This'matter came before the couﬁ on the above referenced date %or trial on the
merifs.' The métt_er was i.niti,ated' by:the Plaintift's filing of'aSur’nm._ons/and»Céxhplaiht
’whichl was‘duliy s'ervAc_zd upon cacﬁ defendant. The Defendants filed a joint, timely
answer, | |

The Plaintiff appeared through a member of the LLC, Atila Stolf, with their.
attornéy of 're‘cor.d, T.C. Sandefs. -Reginald L. Gaskins, appeargd ind‘ivi'dually,.'and as the
sole member of Sweelgmés Horﬁe Buildcrs, LLC., with attorney Chﬁstoéher P. ..Biefing.‘ 5 |
The sole’_Wit.nesscsvin the casc were Atila Stolf and Reginald L.-Gaskins.

Bascd on the’tgstimony presented al trial, thé cvidénce admitted thereiﬁ, 1lmak¢

the f_ollo'wjhg findings bf fact: -

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

{. ' That venue is proper.




2 That the parties l‘teretO'and the subject uttttter herein are w_i'thin the
| jurisdictien of this Honbtable Court. | ' |
3 ThatPlaintiff, Stolf Construction, LLC, is multi-member limited lizbiity
corporatton orgamzed pursuant to thc laws of the State of South Carolina, in good
'qtandmg, and doing busmese in the State of South Carohna
4. That Defendant, Sweetgrass Home Bultl.dc_rs, LLC, is a single member
, titnited tiability 'ccsrporatilon,_ organized putstuant to the laws of the' State of South
Carolina, in good standmg, and domg buqtness in the State of South Carohna :
'S. That all payments- made to Plamttff were made by Defendant Sweetgrass _
Home Builders, LLC. T hat Defendant Gaslum testified all construction in Whlch he was
' engaged was conducted on be‘half of Sweetgrass Home Bujlders, LLC. That Sweetgrass -
regularly filed tax returns, maintained sepagzt\te.ﬁnar";ees 'fr‘om‘ Defendant Gaskins.\ That -
.A Defendent, Regi.n.alld L.Gaskins, acted at all relevant times herein as an agent of - |
Svteetg'rees Home Bu.:il.ders, LLé; (hereinaﬂcr, Defendant Sweetgrass).- ~' Defendant
.,Qgte}cin_e has no personal liability as Defendémt in 'tlvﬁs action. .
| 6. That Platnnff and Defendant Sweetgrass engaged in a consfruction pmJect _
- at 123 Jungte Lane Cross, SC from March of 2009, through August 6, 2009.
7. That durmg that time period Defendant Sweetgrass provided $27,100.00- |
to Plaintiff, as evidenced by-]jefendants" Extu'bt'3: That thereaﬁer, Defendant
Sweetgrass provided the sum of $1,500 to the Pleintifﬁ as evidenced by Defendent’s‘
Exhitait 5, for a total payment during this period of $28;60>0 00 |

9. That Plaintiff's Exhnbttl 3 4 6, 9, and 10 were presented as evidence of

work completed on thc prO]eCt These invoice total $36,579.07. Defe;ndant Sweetgrass




testified that Exhibit 9 an& 1b, iﬁ*}oicc;s totalipg $7 ,400'.-00.-1'e;.:resented work that was not.
ponipléted by the quintiﬁ :
k 10. Plaintiff's Exhibit 8 was ‘ad.mittcd ovCr thé‘time_'ly,-Qcont‘ernporaneoué’

: objeétién'bftﬁé\Plain'tifff Defz;nd'aﬁts’ 'cc‘uﬁlsei 'obje’c’féd on thé‘g‘founds of Rulé 1002,
and 1003, S C. Rul(es of Evldcnce PlamtI ff"q Exhibit § was a “Statement“ that Plaintiff
asscrted prowded ev1dence of the prmr balance owed by Defend:mt Sweetgrass Gdskms
‘testiﬁe_d that he did pot sigh the f‘Staternent.” 'Irrespectivc gf the issue q'f the s;gnatu_te, c
th,E:‘S,_t_atcmgn;t lacked sp,@s:iﬁc', terms to cfegteea contract.as reg_ﬁifad.by the Sfcatute of
Fratds. " | | |

11. - Plaintiff .tést.iﬁéd ths;.t he applied the monies received during this proje;:t o
I;revious‘ balances pwed. .ThevPlai'n nff presented no accounting of priot construction

y ﬁrojects‘wit'h out]iﬁes of monies paid. Gaskins testified that-at the conclusion c'rfnoA V
© previous project wifh the Piaintiff did’ the Piain uff vpresent a statement of monies due, and

that the P1a1nt1ff filed no lien onzprmr prolect:

12, Gaskins tesnfied that the prior prﬁect cost. was $48, 100. 00, and presented
mto ewdence Defendants’ Exhlblt 6 which were a groupmo of checks drawn from

- Def endant Sweetgrass account, payable to Plaxrmff in the amount of $48 177 00

3. Def‘endants? Exhibit 8 outlines the actions of the South Carolina -

: Départtﬁen-; of Labor, Licensing and RéguIétion regarding A_tiia Stolf's complaint to
SCDLLR. Atila Stolf filed a Acomplainftheréin agaiﬁst Def;ndantg. It was detcnﬁined,

-and ordered by LLR that Sto-l"f"s‘c‘orﬁp_léfnt shéuld be dismissed bc;:ausé “the

subcontraictor filing the complaint was not properly licensed at the time the work was

- perforfried.” 2010-941, SCDLLR, March 4, 2011, Letter of Roger Lowe, portion of




p— . . . BEEE
%’3 = . . .

Defendants EXhlblt 8. Atila Stolf testified he had not dppealed or sought further review
of the dnmlssal of thlS complamt
14. Atila _Stolf‘testified that at the time of the J uvngle"‘l;ane projéct, he was not
alicensed contractor, He testified that his brother, Atéras'Stwlf, who is a member of the
,,Stolf Contruction, LLC, was a licensed con'tr:acto‘r‘ at.the time. Plain:tiff presented no
‘ docu'meﬁtaﬁon,“evide‘nce., nor exhibfts to supp'ortvtkhis aéseftion. Gaski'n-s te.stif‘ied. th'at he
did not know who Ateras Stolf was;'and that all of his dvealings ‘were with Atila Stolf.
15 That whileh mechanics lien was filéd by-.Plaintiiff-regar’c.ljng vtheAJurn_gle |
Lahc_ﬁ prc;jelct:the lien was r-elease;lﬂas cvidgnicéii by Exhiﬁits presented b_y-.both parties.
This is not ‘ani actionona Ame.chanic’s lien. | |
16. - That S.C. Code of Laws § 40 59-30 (2009), prowdes thar *‘a person or
firm who has not procured a license or registered with the commission and is requ1red o
do so by law may notfile a mechanicsf lien or bring an action at-law or in equity to
enforce the prOYiSiOII-]S ofé contraet for residential bﬁildinglor rcsident:ial S}‘)écia'l_ty
contracting Which the pcrsén or firm entered intq in viofafioh of this chapter.””
17. Thét the i’laihtiff brings causes of action in law, and gquily in its
. complaint. | |
| 18. That Plaintiff‘-tcstificd through Atila é\tolf that.the f'ciéts contained in his
LLR complaint were factually the same as the complamt herein. |
19. That the finding of the SCDLRR s, controlling herein and the Plamtxff‘s
lack standmg to bring his action in law or equity based on § 40- '59 30
20, That even.: 1f §:40:59- 30 ‘were not control]mg herein, while the Plaintiff

asserts that a previous balance was due prior to start of the Jungle Lane project, the




| Defendants tesumony and evxdencc presented regardm g the prevnous pI'OJCCtS counters
the undocumented unsubstantlated and cvidentially unsupported alleganon of the
Plaintiff regarding a previous balance.
THEREFORE, IT IS
 ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Lfind in favor of the Defendants
on all cause of act‘ioﬁ,"pled by the Pleintiff; ‘

ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED thd[ monles maintained in Trust by

) Defendants counsel may be released to Defendant Swee rass ers, LLC

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!/

(

| "~ TiON.ROGER MYOUNG —
- JUDGE, BERKELE¥,CO. CIRQUIT COURT
oncks Corner, South Carolina
ETOvET 31, 2011

we i




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

") INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
} ) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT '
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ~ ) C/A NO.: 2010-CP-08-3540
Stolf Construction, LLC, ) ,
PLAINTIFF, -} ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S
') 'MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL AND ,
VS ) TO ALTER OR AMEND THE .
R ) JUDGMENT - =
Sweetgrz}ss‘. Home. Budders, LLC ) c':'én_, e
and Reginald L. Gaskins, ) oy E eem
. - ) mEe A
DEFENDANT. ) . -éi'; _o.‘ m
) seLE O
) - e :
. e i’.

- This matter 'cafne before this:Couft for a non-jury trial on October 13, Jo11. After
reviewing the‘evidehce judgment was entered on behalf of the Defendants; On November 29
2001, Plaintiff filed Motlons fora New Trldl and to Alter or Amend this Court's Ordcr Granung

J udgrnent in favor of the Defend ants.

Standard of Review :

T he grant or demal of new trial motions rests within the discretion of. the circuit court,
-and its decision w1ll not be disturbed on appeal unless its findings arc wholly unqupported by the

evidence, or the conc]usxons reached are controlled by ¢ error of law. Umhoefer V. Bo]lmg_ 379

S. E 2d 296, 297 (S C Ct. App 1989) “In dec1d1ng whether to : assess error toa court S, demal of av

motion for a new tnal we must consider the testimony and reasonable 1nferenees to be drawn

therefrom in the light most favorable,'to‘ the nonmoving party.” Id.

Power to open, modify or vacate 1 judgment is pdssessed solely by (he court that

- rendered judgment. Coleman v. Dunlap, 413 S.E.2d 15 (8.C. 1992). A Rule 59(¢) motion is'ndt

only the proper vehicle to request & court to alter or-amend a judgment, but also to-seek

reconsideration of issues and arguments previously bresenied.’Elam v, South Carolina Dept. of




Iﬁijjggn 361 S.E.éd 772 "(S.C. 20()45. Ttis well cstéblished that -a Rule 59(e) métion can be
§uccessful in-only three situations: (1) to accommodate an intervening change in cont‘rolling law;
(2 to accbunt for new.cvidc'ncc not.available ai trial; (;r-(Bj to correct a clear error of law or
" prevent mamtcst injustice. kaand v. Brown, 478 F.3d 634 (4th Cir. 2007) |

I have thoroughly conqxdercd the Plamuff's Mouons supporting dnd opposmg rnatenal
"~ and arguments and based on same deny Plamtlff‘s Motlons for a New Trial and to Alter or
" Amend the Judgment. |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Plaintiff's Motions for

New Trial and to Alter or
Amend the Judgment are DENIED

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

» Roger '
- Presiding
lk\\ ,2012 o \

) Moncks Corner, South Carolina.




- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

) ‘
- . ). FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY )Y CASENO. 2010-CP-08-3540 -
| T ) ,
Stolf Construction, LLC, ) ‘ . e
A o ) NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTIONZ. %%
Plaintiff, ) FORNEW TRIAL AND TO A@WQR% %?’;f;» :
vs. ) - AMEND THEJUDGMENT =% 1 ¥
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC™ ) “%e 2 O
" and Reginald L. Gaskins, ) 298w
Defendants. ) o ) o
) "'“'

‘TO: - CHRISTOPHERP. BIERH\IG, ESQUIRE ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS

» BE ADVISED THAT pursuant to.SCRCP 59, Plaintiff Stolf COI‘iStI’uGﬁbIl; LLC _
("Plaintiff"), by and through its undersigned attomey, will move before the presiding Judge inthe
Court of Common. Pleas of Berkel_éy County,. South Carolina on the tenth day after the date of
this Motion for New Trial and to Alter or Amend the J udgmenf, or as soon thereafter as may be
heard. | _ ' ' o | .
~_Plaintiff's niotiqn‘is supported by the attached Affidavit bf Atila Stolf #2, Affidavit of
Ateras Yuri Stoff, and Affidavit of Ateras Yuri Stolf #2 all of which are being filed and sérvéci
-along with fhis Motion: | ‘ | o

Plaintiff asks the Court to open thf; judgment, take additional testit/nony, é.mend fmdings ’

vof fact aﬁd conclusions of law or make new ﬁndings,é.nd 60nclu$ions;v and dircét the entry of a

new judgment.

,LLC

Thomas 0. Sahders, v

1738 Three Oaks Avenue . =~
" Charléston, South Carolina 29407
- (843)573-8828

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

1




'U@\L 29 ,20_11 

Chérleston, South Carolina

Counsel Served:

Christopher P. Biering, Esquire
116 Railroad Avenue

Moncks Corner, SC 29461
Attorney for Defendants

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned certifies that the pleading or paper to
which this certificate-is affixed was served upon the
. party(s) to this.action by hand’dehvegy_ orb
depositing a copy of the same, enclosed'in a first
- class, os%pa_.ld‘ wrapper properly addressed to the
attorney(s) of record for such other I1_3211'ty(~s), in a post
office or official depository under the exclusive care
and custody of the United States Postal Service, on
°§ 9 -, 2011,

this day of %Z ol

e

Ida D."Mero, Lebal Assistant

10
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_ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )  “IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS *
Lo | o ) FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 5.
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASENO. . 2010-CP-08-_ @
Stolf Construction, LL.C ) S
S ) . SUMMONS ~
Plaintiff, ) v _ 5
- ) zos g - T
; VS, ) mmy e
’ ' = S a
, , ‘ ' - “<oTT e
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC ) ;‘g“gga ) m
and Reginald L. Gaskins, ) ged T .
’ ' - —5e
Defendants )] 3 e
T0;

' DEFENDANTS ABOVE NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED AND REQUIRED to answer the Complaint herein
a copy of which is herewith served upon you, and to serve your Answer to said Complaint upon
the undersigned attorney for the Plaintiff(s), at his office located at /738 Three Oaks Avenue,

Charleston, South Carolina 29407, within thirty (30) days after the.service thereof, exclusive of

the day of such service and, if you fail to answer the Complaint within the time aforesaid, then
the Plamtlff(s) will apply to the Court for the rehef demanded in the Complaint.

YOU ARE HEREBY GIVEN NOTICE FURTHER that if you fail to. appear and defend
and fail to. answer the Complaint as required by this Summons within thirty (30) days after the
service hereof, exclusive of the day of service, Judgment by Default may be entered agamst you.
for the relief demanded in the Complaint.

Thomas O. Sanders, IV
1738 Three Oaks Avenue

Charleston, South Carolina 29407
- (843)573-8828
_ ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

%@%2&

Charles]ton South Carohna

2010

1
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )  IN.THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
S )  FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL C i
COUNTY OF BERKELEY . ) CASENO. 2010-CP-08-__ 49U
Stolf Construction, LLC ) '
- ) COMPLAINT- .
 Plaintiff, ) 2 =
) zZos o I
Vs. ) Mmoo e
o ) U
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC * ) 3w . CE)
and Reginald L. Gaskins, ) %g?é -i T
Defendants. ) a2 <
’ ' )

Plamtlff Stolf Construction, LLC (“Plalntlff’) alleges as follows
1

in Berkeley County, South Carohna

Plaintiff is a South Carolma Limited Liability Company Wthh transacts business
2.

Defendant Sweetgrass Home Bu11ders LLC ("Defendant Sweetgrass") is a South
Carohna Lumted Liability Company whlch transacts busmess in Berkeley County, South

Carolina; and Defendant Regmald L. Gaskins ("Defendant Gaskins") is a citizen and re51dent of
Berkeley County, South Carohna who transacts business in Berkeley County South Carolina. -
3. The Court has personal jurisdiction and subject matter jurisdiction in this matter
4. Defendart Sweetgrass and Defendant Gaskins ("Defendants") were the general
contractor for the construction of a house'at 123 .Tungle Lane, Cross '-South Carolina ("the
Project"). - »
3. Omnror about April 1, 2009, Defendarts requested Plaintitfto construct the
foundation, the framing, the foofmg, the ‘intetior trim and other tasks at the Project

FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
' .(Breach of Contract)

Plaintiff realleges and incorporates the foregoing allegations

Plaintiff and Defendants entered into a contract supported by valuable

12




consideration.
8. ‘In con51derat10n for Defendants” agreement to pay $28 704 18 to Plaintiff,
| Plalntlff agreed to construct the foundatron the framing, the rooﬁng, thé interior trim and other
tasks at the Project.
9. Plaintiff has fully performed under the contract by performing the requlred work
10. Defendants have breached the contract by refusmg to pay Plalnt1ff the amount
due desplte the1r agreement to do so.
. 11 ‘ As a direct and proxnnate result of these breaches of contract, Plaintiff has been
‘ Damaged in the amount of $28, 704. 18, plus lost proﬁts pre-judgment interest, attorney s fees
| andcosts _ T ) 0
FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Quasi-Contract) = - =
12. | Plamtlff realleges and incorporates the foregoing allegatlons .
13.  Plaintiff conferred a beneﬁt upon Defendants by prov1d1ng services and materials
at the Project. » , ‘ 1
14.  Defendants realized this}beneﬁt by having had the use of these services and
materials and by being enriched by them. )
~15. . Defendants have unjustly retalned the benefit of these serv1ces and materials |
without paymg Plaintiff the reasonable Value or $28 704.18.
16. Defendants are liable to Plaintiff for the reasonable value of the sefvices and
materfal_s, $28,704.18, plus pre-judgm’ent interest at '8.75% from the date said materials and

services were supplied.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION |
(Unfair Trade Practices)- o ’ \
17. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates the foregoing allegations. ~
18. Defendants' actlons constltute unfair or deceptive acts or practices under S C.
Code §39-5-10 et seq., which have an 1mpact on the pubhc interest by having the potential for

repetition, and said acts were willful or knowmg

13




19. Defendants unfalr or deceptive acts or practlces prox1rnately caused Plaintiffs

damages, and Plaintiff i is entitled to treble its actual damages and to recover all attorney s fees

incurred in pursuing this action.

. WHEREF ORE,.PIainti_ff prays for judgment in this matter against the Defendants for:
1. actual damages in the amount of $28,704.18;
ii. treble damages

iii. ‘lostproﬁts; . : L ‘ - .

iv. = pre-judgment interest at 8.‘75%-from_ the date said materials and services were-
supphed o o >
v. - attorney's fees and costs and

vi. * such furthér relief as the Court deems Just and proper

SANDERS LAW

Thomas O. San\@ers, v
1738 Three Oaks Avenue
Charleston, South Carolina 29407

' R T (843)573-8828 T
2}1/ | ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF o
%9’@*{ 2010 , - ' .

1, LLC

Cha.rleston South Carolma
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
'FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
CASENO.: 2010-DB-08-3540

A

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -

. COUNTY OF BERKELEY

. =% A
. Stolf Construction, LLC, ; & = ey
o o , Pl % -
PLAINTIFF, Tz U
vso ANSWER o . %%% %z
, g ~v ECeR N
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC, <
And Reginald L. Gaskins, " - ' 2 o

~ "DEFENDANT.

The.'Defendan't, responding to the allegations contained in the Plantiff’s Suminons and

L )
‘Complaint would show as follows:-

1. : That the Dgfe’n’dént would deny each and evefy’ ‘all;ég?tion contai;led' in the Plaintiff s
| Cbﬁlplaiﬁt nét herein spé;iﬁcally admittea, qﬁaliﬁed or otherwise explained. |
WHEREFORE, -hav-ing fully reSpondfcd— to the 'éilegationé contained in thé Plai:ntifi7 s '
_Compl’aint, the Defendant would pfay that it be dismissed. |
CHRISTORHER P: BIERING, ATTORNEY ATLAW,P.C.

"BY: Chrisjepher P. Biering, Esquire
116 South Railroad Avenue 1
Moneks-Cormner, South Catolina 29461

Telephone: 843-761-4888
Faesimile: 843-899-9015
chris@bieringlawfirm.com
Attorney for the Defendant

| Moncké Corncr‘,:-SoﬁtﬁCérollina o » o
December 8, 2010 | : . y : '

15




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT -
CASENO.  2010-CP-08-3540

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BERKELEY"

Stolf Construction, LLC,

: PLAINTIFF'S 1% REQUEST FOR ADMISSION
Plaintiff, TO DEFENDANTS
vs.

‘Sweetgrass Home ‘Bni_lders, LLC
.and Reginald L. Gaskins,

‘ Defendants;

W W N N /) e N e N N e N N

TO: ‘CHRISTOPHER P. BIERING, ESQUIRE, ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS

YOU ARE HEREBY SERVED the following written Reciueéf for Admissions to be
ansWered separately and in Writing Wltth thirty (3 O) days from fhe date of sefvice pursuant to- and 1n
Aaccordance with the provisions of Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure:

' 1. Admit that Plaintiff Stolf Construction, LLC's ("Plaintiff") lnvowes 90123, 90131,
and 90132 (see attached) to Defendants Sweetgrass Home Bu1lders LLC and Reginald L. Gaskins ,
‘(”Defendants") totaling $28,579.07 have not been pald .

o2 Admlt that Defendant Reginald L. Gaskins 31gned Inv01ces 90123,90131, and 90132
, (see attached) acknowledgmg that he still owed Plamtlff the sum of money reflected on each invoice.
.3, Admit that Defendants owe Plaintiff $125.11 from the Bethera Proj ect
4. Admit that Defendants owe Plaintiff a total of $28,704.18. ’

5 Admit that Defendants asked Plaintiff to construct the foundation, the ﬁammg, the'
'roofmg, and the interior trim ("the reqmred work") on the house at 123 Jungle Lane, Cross, South
| Carohna ("the PI‘O_] ect")
' 6.-  Admit that Defendants were the general contractor for the Project.
7. Admit that Plaintiff fully performed the required work.

16




Thomas O. Sancﬂers, v
1738 Three Oaks Avenue

. Charleston, South Carolina 29407
(843)573-8828 '

) » ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
o T)@;C 2D . 2010
[ . B .
Charleston, South Carolina
Counsel Served: Christophér P. Biering, Esquire i
116 Railroad Avenue '
Moncks Corner, SC 29461
Antorney for Defendants )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that the pleading or paper to
which this certificate is affixed was service upon the
party(s) to this action by hand delivery or by

. depositing a copy of the same, enclosed in a first
class, postpaid wrapper properly addressed to the
attorney(s) of record for such other party(s), in a post
office or official depository under the exclusive care
and custody of the United States Postal Service, on this
) 20 day of Dee, ,2010

Ida D. Wro

17
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
I ) C/ANO: 2010-CP-08-3540
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) ‘
e
-STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC, )
' ‘ )
. PLAINTIFF,. = )
S ‘ )
vs )
. )
' SWEETGRASS HOME )
BUILDERS, [LC, & REGINALD )
L. GASKINS, - )
. . )
'DEFENDANTS. )

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

. The Dcfendants respondmg to the Requests for Admissions propounded by the Plamtlff
would respond as follows:

Deny. Ty
Deny.

Deny.
- Deny.
Admit,

W

NovAWw
E
B

>
g

Respectfuliy submitted,

Christopher P. Biering, Attorney at Law, PC -

Christopher P. B{enng
116'East Railroad Avenue
Mo_ncks Comer, SC 29461
Attorney for the Defendants

January 19,2011

21




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - .
' C/ANO: 2010-CP-08-3540

COUNTY OF BERKELEY

STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC,
'PLAINTIFF,
VS
‘ ' SWEETGRASS HOME
BUILDERS, LLC, & REGINALD
L GASKINS

DEFENDANT S.

I, the undersigned, do hereby cerﬁfy hat on J anuary 19, 2011 a copy of the Respoﬁse to
Request for Admission were served by mailing a cdpy of the same via U.S. FIRST CLASS

MAL, Wlth sufficient postage-and properly addressed as follows:

-’Sanders Law Firm, LLC:

1738 Thee Oaks Avenue
Charleston, SC 29407 -
Law Ofﬁce of Christopher P. Blenng
116 East Railroad Avenue '
Mornicks Cormer, SC 29461 -
(843) 761-4_888 '
- January 19, 2011 -
Moncks Corner, South Carolma




STATE OF SOUTH,CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMIVION PLEAS

) - ,
. : ) FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
.COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) _ o ‘
' ) CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2010-CP-08-3540° . ~
Stolf Construction, LLC,’ ) '
Plaintiff, ) DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO
) PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUEST
' o ) FOR PRODUCTION
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC ) o ‘
. and Reginald L. Gaskins, = )
)
Defendants. )

TO: THOMAS O. SANDERS, IV, ESQUIRE, ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF:

. Defendants, through ﬂleir‘undersigned attorney, respond to the following request for
production from thé, Plaintiff pursuant to Rule 33 d_f the South Carolina Rules of Civil

Procedures as follows:

Defendants respond to each of the Requests for Production without waiving the attorney-
client privilege, work product, or any other privilege or immunity from disclosure that may

attach information requested herein or that is responsive to the interrogatories.

~ Defendants respond to each of the Interrogatoriés and Reqﬁests for Production of
Documents based upon information and documentation available as of the date hereof and

reserves the right to supplement and amend their responses.
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REQUESTS

1. Any and all-‘correspondence,‘communications, or other‘documenis identiﬁed_in

any responses to Interrogatories to Defendants served concurrently herewith.

RESPONSE: Copies of checks |

2. . Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents reviewed or in
any way referenced in the preparation of Defendant(s)’ résponses to Interrogatories to Defedants

served concurrently herewith.
RESPONSE: None °

3, Any and all éorr_espondence, communications, or other documents which were
sent to, or received from, Defendant(s) which pertains to the allegations in the Complaint.
RESPONSE: Invoices

4, - Any anci all étatements, whether Wﬁﬁem oral, or transcribed, of ‘any individual,
which relate .in any manner to fhe’ allegations of the Complaint, or to any defénses or
{;‘dunter:(:laimsﬁ set forth in response to the same, whéther,&xése statemeﬁts have been taken by tﬁe
Defendant‘(s),' by police oﬁiciais, by inveétiga’tbrs, by adjustérs, or by individuals acting "on '

behalf of the Defendant(s).
- RESPONSE: SCLLR do_cuinents, checks and othei' documents provided.

5. Any and all bills, receipts, charts, djagfams, reports, or snmlar documents that

relate to the claims and/or defenses herein.

RESPONSE: Invoices
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6. Any and all diagrams, plats, or other documents relating to the construction of the_

home which is the subject of this lawsuit.

RESPONSE: Notin possession of Defendant

7. VAny, and all photographs, \rideotépés; audiotapes, cones‘l-ao-ndenqe,vdocxménts,
plaﬁs, _Spebiﬁcations, contracts, and any other written or fecorcic,d documégts or things; reiating .inA
any way to the matter referred to, or -a,lleged in, the Complaint, or in‘ any résponse 'thereto taken
by the Defendant(s), Plaintiff(s), police ofﬁci'a_ls', iﬁvesti gators, adjusters, o’f other oﬁici#ls which

relate in any manner to the allegations of the Complaint, or to any defenses of Defendant(s);

RESPONSE: See documents from S. C. Labor, Licensing and Regulation
8. °  Any and all files, reports, studies, analyses, or other documentation of any
invesﬁgator, adjuster, expert, consultant, independent contractor, or engineer which reiate in any

manner to the allegations in the Complaint, or to any defensés of Defendant(s). |
- RESPONSE: Not in possession of Defendant

9. Any and all complaints made against Defendant(s) stemming from the”

‘Defendant(s)’ involvement in the construction business.

L.

RESPONSE: Not in possessibn of documents responsive to this

10.  Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents which

Defendant(s) intend to use at trial.

RESPONSE: Sce documenfs from South Carolina Labor, Liéénsing and Regulation
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11. Any and all contract documents between Defendant(s) and any contractors,

subcontractors, or material suppliers which relate to the construction of the project at 123 Jungle

Lane, Cross, South Carolina (“the project”), which is the éubjcct of this lawsuit,

RESPONSE: Not in posséssion of documents responsive to this

-

~12. Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents sent to, or

received from, the South Carolina Labor, Licensing, and Review Board cOncérning Defendant(s.).

- activities as a builder or construction mariager, or relating in way to the Defendant(s)’

involvement in any residential or commercial construction ﬁroj ect.

R_ESPONSE: See documents from South Carolina Labor, Licensing and Regulation

13. Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents which support,
contradict, or relate in any way to any allegation or defense raised in Defendant(s)” Answer in

this lawsuit.

!

RESPONSE: Sce documents from SCLLR, checks and other documents provided

14.  Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents which relate in

- any wéy to the formation or operation of Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC, or any variation of

these words under which Defendant(s) conduct(s) business.

'

RESPONSE: See Secretary of State documents
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15.  Any and all correspondence, comﬂ;unications, or ‘other documents which éupport,
contrédict, 'or-relate,‘in any way to ‘any and all business relationships, past or présent, between
Plaintiff(s) and Defendant(s) in this lawsuit.

' RESPONSE: Checks and invoices

16. Any and all correspondence, communications, or other documents which support,

- contradict, dr relate in any way to any matters alleged in the Complaint and/or in Defendant(s)’
Answer which have not been produced in response to ény other Request for Production'_set forth .~

“hereinabove.

RESPONSE: None

17.  Any and all documents which reflect any claims against, or remuneration from,

~ other persons or entities as aresult of the incident(s) alleged in the Complaint.

RESPONSEﬁ None

18. = Any and all documents a;id writings in the ~possessidn, custody, or control of
. Defedant(s), or Defendant(s)’ counsel, which Defendant(s) contend(s) is/ar'e‘relev‘ant to the case,

or is/are intended to be produced in the trial of the case.

RESPONSE: Already provided

Christopher P. Biering

Attorney at Law, P.C.

116 East Railroad Avenue .
Moncks Corner, South Carolina 29461
Phone: 843-761-4838

Fax: 843-899-9015

Attorney for Defendants -
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
L - ) FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASENO:  20/0-CP-08-_354© :
) 2
Stolf Construction, LLC, C) L. L B
| ) 5% S T
‘Plaintiff, ) o e N (A
) AFFIDAVIT OF ATERAS YURIg’gaLF o
vs. ) - . a g &
o058 _
. ) % =X e
James Allison Roberson, ). j‘[&,}, fg
Farmers and Merchants Bank of South Carolma, ) %
‘Reginald 1. Gaskms, and , ) ‘
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC, ):
. | )
Defendants. )
: )
1, Ateras Yuri Stolf, ni’ovide' this affidavit made upon mydpens'onal khbwledge or upon’
information and belief after a reasonable i inquiry, as to matters I believe to be true. Iam ‘competent to
testify to the matters stated herein. ‘
1. "I am a member of Stolf Construction, LLC. _
2. On or about April 1, 2009, Defendant Reginald L. Gaskins ("Defendant Gaslcins;') asked

" Plaintiff Stolf Construction, LLC ("Plaintiff") to construct the foundation, the framing, the interior trim and
other tasks ("the project") at 123 Jungle Lane, Cross, South Carolina ("the home™).

3. - Plaintiff performed the work which Defendant Gaskins requested.
4, Defendant Gaskins wrote the following checks to Plaintiff:
' i, Check #1779 in the amousit of $16,600.00 on April 17, 2009 (see Exhibit "A™);

' 11 ~ Check #1786 in'the 'axnount of $6,000.00 on May 2, 2009 (see Exhibit "B"); and -
iii. - Check #1803 in the amount of $5,000.00 on June 3, 2009 (see Exhlblt "C“)
. 5.- On or about Apnl 28, 2009, Defendant Gaskms signed Plaintiff's Invoice #90123 in the
amou'nt of $14, 200 00 (sée Exhibit "D") acknowledgmg that he still owed Plaintiff thlS amount of money
" on the pro_] ject, and that he agreed his checks to Plairitiff for "123 Jungle Lane" were to bemg apphed to the
$19, 725 11 balance he owed on a previous, unrelated job: .
' ’5. " On or about May 1, 2009, Defendant Gaskins srgned Plamtlﬁ’s Invoice #90131 in the
. ‘amount of $13 179.07 (see Exhibit "E") acknowledgmg that he still owed Plamtxﬁ' this amount of money
on the 'pro_]ect, and that he agreed his checks to-Plamt:ff for "123 Jungle Lane" were being applied to the .
A $19,725.11 balance owed ona prevmus unrelated _]ob | o Y

6. On or about May 4, 2009 Defendant Gaskins s1gned Plamtlffs Invoice #90132 in the
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amount of $1,200.00 (see Exhibit "F")- ackndwledgffxg that he sﬁll owed Plaintiﬁ this amount of money on

the prOJect, and that he agreed his checks to Plamtlﬁ' for "123 Jungle Lane" were being applied to the

$19,725.11 balance owed ona prekus, unrelated JOb

7. On or about June 19, 2009, Defendant Gaskms signed Plamtlﬂ’s Statement in the amount

" of $21, 904 18 (see Exhibit "G") acknowledging that he stlll owed Plaintiff this amount of money on the -

project, and that he agreed hlS checks to Plaintiff for "123 Jungle Lane" were bemg apphed to the

$19 725.11 balance owed on a prevmus, unrelated job.

S 8. Plaintiff's Notice and Cernf cate of 'Mechanic's Lien ﬁled agamst the home in the. amount

of $28,704.18 represen‘rs the amount which Defendant Gaskms and Defendant James Allison Roberson

i

‘owes to Plaintiff for its work on the pro;ect

S

Decembec 22 209
Charleston, South Carolina

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) . K
' ) PROBATE

COUNTY OF \_b fd\aé‘\’q )

APPEARED AND SUBSCRIBED before me by Ateras Yuri Stolf the declarant, who I either know or had
sansfactory evidence that (s)he was the person described in and who executed this Aﬁidawt, this 22 <2 day

Deﬁ,embu }’b 2009

A4 A Aok
Nqéry?uﬁfé for é()ufﬁ Caro
N My. commlsswn expires: 511‘115) 1 0’

\




Page 1 of 1 .

. 12/02/09
Account: - - 840049464 , |
Name: © SWEETGRASS HOME BUILDERS LLC
| - . 315LAND-O-PINES CIRCLE
Address: MONCKS. CORNER SC
) 294615913

The image shown below represents an ofﬁciql'copy'ot‘ the original’do&umcni as processed by our inséimtion

swemmssueusauwms,uc ool ATTS d N

e POk A _%/7"’—’7 1 W
18, /(5 M

I’RY.' Y /AT ,' PR o
1ot - £/ - ) a de e s —iaa
| oRots on £Z /972 4 O " s
) Pz i . — N
.-‘ Cooukre ) BEIT

: vnnonw?qr -.usaeol. aanx' BLOO w.s R U PR

00001779 04/21/09 90909@‘043'0' 16500."00{'

e

il
..

l.nh.‘;’ [ _.‘1 .

)
ety LY ‘.

L oT)
- K R‘!’TMJ‘” © .
Sornc S8 N S o] S0ty Bron g A ran g
-
wrge
an”

o VA
. erEIAty L.

>t

R T PR 3
Aw Basrdh 2024 0Q

-

S

HYIR _O

b

THAG T B B w1 gia a8

WAL L NG S AER A AN -
SUSLMR I M MO ST O 82y -

rd

'r.—ub

WA M $14A € NATT ¢ SR AN

;

Audrar SL4 FX.S0 M

A o0, Al el

» XA
tHL AT 54

SAFAE WL DI e B ¢

FUOITEI IR MaOASS (0 T el

D0 T3 SUORVIALD O GUNOH NAVITSM Tnrvald,

RN
ENIT &

LE S

Exhibid "8 /

££°d -888625878': ot It 126688 - ' N/S J1H: WOJ.:l 6b:97 68@2 8@-330




Neabw IDIC

Account:
Name:

. Address:

340049464 | ~
SWEETGRASS HOME BUILDERS LLC
315 LAND-O-PINES CIRCLE !
MONCKS CORNER SC
294615913

Page 1 of 1

12/02/09

The image shown below tepresents an official copy of the original document as processed by our institution

§

|

. >~ .. = e
,"fL.

‘-

SWEETGRASS HOME BUILDERS, LLG.

] FINGY CIR
©WONCKS CORNER 6C Dot~ - -
(> rorace

1786 |

i e |

18 00 %

pousne f BT

1053 20k ¢

8OV 8400

£s2°d

| © 00001786 05/06/09 9000200140 6000.00 .

R e | | g ol

_ .é; fgg‘g ey '3’%’ g

B il #
| HER B i |
e § g : 4

g% g-’%ggfl.‘lg'_g 1 i s

I gu ﬁii;?zg . ; a2

b5y 22 a | e

I 33 Eéfggg b ! - i

Risio iy | g,
REs i;il i fe

Exhib:i+ "B

12/2/2009

N/S DIH:weu4 &b:9T 6082-29-030 -




~aze- . ~og L upw & VL

Meibez FOEC )
. . 12/02/09
Account: 840049464 ‘ ‘- A
Name: . SWEETGRASS HOME BUILDERS LLC ' L
’ : 315 LAND-O-PINES CIRCLE : )
Address: - MONCKS CORNER sc - .

29461 5913

The image shown below representsi an aofficial copy of the original document ns processed by our institution

swEEremssmsaumnsns MG: ™l 803
e 'm{ia%“'- - - ':-- R .

mu.ﬁ{# /‘457‘1» ,o»/ S * 'j‘ -154’000' g o
W_\i‘”i_dwﬁ-/ //é-—-—'—-" R W&E‘f:‘, . e

rmeszr—— Cxam— e S el
100001803  06/10/09 9001800120 "5000.00
STETT : ¢
Ei ] z ".': - _ ; h:; ’3_
- fysin i
ot Eph ) x
S R 8 : SR
TN L O
Eo3%itry §v o ‘ 3o
I a9 b4
B 17 EH
9 &1t ‘a .
LI iy - o
- T ; ! %
E* ¥,i3 § . 4
E. 3 =".,_§' ] t; |
EE N : :
http'://lO.].1.5/gwbegwgtwy.dll/pdnt72009.06l0-90-l8-120-9001800120.htm _ 12/2/2009
. I ﬂ' \L "o
E,xl’\[ LD_.' '7L C ‘

£,1°d ' ) 8836ELSEP:0L . 33’('”36682178 A NS JLH:wo4d 6b:91 6@82-28-037 -
















STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA _IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
» ) FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASE NO: 2010-CP-08-3540
Stolf Construf:tion, LLC, )
' )
Plaintiff, ) S : C
’ - ) - AFFIDAVIT OF ATERAS YU
Vs. ) #2 ‘.
| o - ) &3
Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC and ) "3};\
Reginald L. Gaskins, . ) | ‘gg'; £
Defendants. ) %m
' ‘ z
_ ) = =
I, Ateras Yuri Stolf, provide this affidavit made upon my personal knowledge, Gr upon

informétiqh and belief after a reasonable inquiry, as.to matters I believe to be true. Tam
competent to tcstify_fo the m;itters stated herein. A | |

1. Tama merriber of Plainﬁff Stolf Construction, LLC ("Stolf Construction") along
with my broth_er, Atila Stolf. We are both r'nembérs of Stolf Construétion, LLC no§v and at the |
time the work was done on the Proj ect,whjcﬁ is the subject of this action: . '
Stolf Construction, LLb works under my homebuilder'é license #19612 which is in my name and
which was ﬁrst’ issued té) me on October 9, 2003. o _

2 A@ched is the October 26, 2011 letter from the ‘Souvth' Caroliﬁa Department Qf :
Labor, Licensing a.n_d Reg_uiatioh which er received after the October 13; 2011 tria] of this’ﬁmttef
(see Exhibit "A" éttached). _ | o | R

3. This letter confirms that homebuilders license number 1 96,12 is in my name.
‘Also, the letter shows my license was actix)e begiﬁhing ,Oct'ober 9, 2003 and it comes up for
renewal June 30,2012. . . | .
4, . Attached is the October.31, 2011 letter from the South Carolina Department of
Labor, Licensing and Regulation which states that I was not licensed from July 1, 2008 until May
.15, 2009 when the license wés reinstated (see Exhibit "B" attached). ”
50 ‘_.Bec‘:ause we moved in 2008, we,.dici. no'£ receive the license renewal until late '2008..
In February 2009, we sent the renéwal in mth the required payment. - However, we did not
' receive confirmation of the renewal until Aaffter' May. 15, 2009. - | |
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6. I was aware of the work which we did at the Project fot tne Defendants which is
the 'subj ect of this actien Hov'vever my brother Atila Stolf dealt closely Defendants on a day-to
 day ba51s Tjust momtored Our progress on the Project.

7. After my license was remstated on May 15,2009, Defendants signed the
statement acknowledging that his latest $5 000.00 payment was apphed to his $26 904 18
‘balance leaving a new ‘balance of $21 904.18.

8. Also after the license was remstated on May 15, 2009, we gave Defendants
proposal #90453 for $3,500. OO Inv01ce #90164 (brick labor) for $3,900.00 and Invoice #90163
(interior tnm labor) for $3,500.00 which brought Defendants' total balance to $29,304.18. All of
these. documents were admitted into ev1dence at the tr1a1

9. Defendant Gaskins and Defendant Sweetgrass Home Bullders LLC owe Stolf

' VvConstructlon $28,704.18 for its work on the project. ﬂ

—\

MYmiSt&lﬂ ANV Y

///2,9/// B ,2011

Charleston South Carolma

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. ) PROBATE
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) |

APPEARED AND SUBSCRIBED before me by Ateras Yuri Stolf, the declarant who I ¢ither knotv or had

satisfactory evidence that (s)he was the person descrlbed in and who executed thls Afﬁdav1t thlsQ 7 < 7/ day -
of 7/] m.-an«@c—» -, 2011

Notary. Pubhc for South Carglina
My comnussxon expires: 3 / ‘// / r

\
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' South Carohna : : ‘ QE N e
Department of Labor, Llcemmg and Re gulatzon { E L
. 110 Centérviéw Drive
‘ : Residential Bu_ildérs Cominission : ‘\' 'T’mlt Org;;;;;;:;;:::g
AN 1 . ) dmiig
Covermr ) . : ™ Phones (303) 8964696,
- » ' FAX: (803) 8964814

Catherine B. Templecon www.lronline.com

Director

' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 'SOUTH CAROLINA RESIDENTIAL
: BUILDERS COMMISSION
COUNTY. OF LEXINGTON

IN RE: LICENSE VERIFICA’fION

105 Racquet Lane

)

)

)

)

_ )
‘Ateras Stolf . )
' )
Summerville, SC 29485 )
) )

)

)

: This is to venfy that Ateras Stolf was not hcensed as a residential builder from
July 1, 2008 until- May. 15, 2009 with the Resxdcntxal Builders Com:msswn, in
accordance with Section 40 59-20. ,

Ateras Stolf renewcd his resu‘lentlal bullder s hcense on May 15 2009 for the

fiscal year 2008—201 0.

“J et Baumberger, Adrn strator
esidential Builders Comnusswn

Dated and Signed, October 31, 2011

Notary Pubhc orS -ﬂ h Carolma
My Commission Expires: \l 8 - a0\
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. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS'

) ‘
o s ) . FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASENO: 2010-CP-08-3540
Stolf Construction, LLC, )
o )
Plaintiff, ) o '
) AFFIDAVIT OF ATILA STOLF #2:
Vs. ) :
Sweetgrass Home Bmlders LLC and ) g ‘T;‘mﬁ %3_‘ ;
Regmald L. Gaskms ) EA A e
) =ERNA
- Defendants. ) ';;%@ - W™
e 5 con = 3
' Z2C
Z2E 7
L Atrla Stolf prov1de this-affidavit made upon my personal knowledge, or u@n =

1nformat10n and belief after a reasonable 1nqu1ry', as to matters.I believe to be true. Iam
competent to testify to the. matters stated herein
1. - lama member of Plaintiff Stolf Construction, LLC ("Stolf Constructlon .
2. | Attached is the October 26,2011 letter from the South Carohna Department of
Labor, L1cens1ng and Regulation which I recelved after the October 13, 2011 trial of this matter
(see Exh1b1t "A' attached). 4
3. This letter shows that homebuilders. hcense number 19612 is in the name of
| Ateras Stolf who i is my brother. Ateras Stolf and I are both members of Stolf Construction, LLC.
now and at the time the work was done on the Project whrch is the subject of this action.
‘4. The letter shows the license was active from October 9, 2003 untll June 30, 2012
5. Attached is the October 31, 201] letter from the South Carolina. Department of
Labor, Licensing and Regulatlon ("SC LLR") which states that Ateras Stolf was not hcensed
from July 1 2008 until May 15 2009 when the license was reinstated (see Exh1b1t "B" attached)
6. Because we moved in 2008, we did not receive the license renewal before it
lapsed on July 1, 2008. _
7. On March 4 2009 we sent the renewal in wrth the required payment. On March’
1'7 9, 2009, the SC LLR received our renewal form (see Exhibit nCr attached) However we did not
© receive conﬁrmatlon of the renewal until after May 15, 2009.
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8. ' After the license Was reinstated on 'May 15 2009, Defendants signed'fhe
statement acknowledging that his latest $5,000.00 payment was applied to hlS $26 904.18 -
‘ balance leaving a new balance of $21,904.18.
9. Also after the license was reinstated on May 15, 2009 I gave Defendants proposal
#90453 for $3,500.00, Invoice #90164 (bnck labor) for $3, 900 00 and Invoice #90163 (interior -
“trim labor) for $3,500. OO which brought Defendants total balance to $29 304.18. All of these

: documents were admitted into ev1dence at the trial.

Atila/tolf 7

(oseser ~ 237 2011
Charleston, South Carolina

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
' E ) PROBATE )
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ).

' APPEARED AND SUBSCRIBED béfore me by-Atila Stolf, the declarant, who I either know of had-
satisfactory evidence that (s)he was the person described in and who executed this Afﬁdawt th1s o2 7 day
of 7’] e , 2011. ' - ‘

Notary Public fo_rréouth Carglina
. :'f'Mj‘/{-cginmission expires: ér 157 15
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South Carolina : - 4
Department of Labor, Llcemmg and Re gulat;on QELR
. 110 C;l\rcn‘ié\(;l?fi\'g .
Re51dent1al Builders Commission o Post Or’lf:tczl;?;i! l[:.;.g
Nikki R. Haley Columbia, SC 29211-132¢
: . . : Phane: (3Q3) 8964696
Covernur o | - FAX: (803) 8964814
Catherine B. Templeton ‘ wwllronline.com
Direceor ¢
"~ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) SOUTH CAROLINA RESIDENTTAL
' , ) * BUILDERS COMMISSION
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON' )
IN RE: ) LICENSE VERIFICATION
Ateras Stolf )
105RacquetLane ) S : e T
‘Summetville,”SC 29485 )
)
)
)

This is to verify that Ateras Stolf was not licensed as a residential builder from
July 1, 2008 until May. 15, 2009 with the Remdentxal Bu1lders Commlssmn, in
accordance with Section 40 59-20. .

Ateras Stolf renewed -his re31dent1a1 builder’s license on May 15, 2009 for the

fiscal year 2008-2010.

énet Baumberger AdmidTstrator
esidential Builders Comimission

Dated and Signed, October 31, 2011

Notary Pubhc orS Carolina \
My Commission Explres - 8 -0\0

Fxlulort R
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1 ‘Thank you, Your Horor.

A - THE COURT: All right. Call your first
3| witness. '

4 » - MR. SANDERS: Your Honor, we would call Atilg

5_‘Stolf. |

6| | ATIIA STOLF,

7 - having beénﬁfirst.dUIy sworn,

8l was examined and.testified as follows:

o | . DIRECT EXAMINATION

10| BY MR. SANDERS:

11 Q. Atila, let's talk about thé plaintiff,>Stolf

12 Coﬁstructionl<LLC. We'll refer to that as we go forward

13| as Stolf Construction. What percentage of that company

14 | do you own?

15 A,i 50 percént.

16| .>Q. ' Who-owns the other 50 percent?

17‘ A My biother, Yuri,Stolf. |

i8 : 0. . Ihwwhose:name is Stolf Construction's liéense in

19| with .the South Carclina LLR?

20 A.- It's under my-brother's name.

21 Q. That-.is Yuri Stolf?

22 A. Yeah.

23 | 0. And he is the other 50 percent owner?
24 ‘ A."Yes. |

25 0. Let's talk about the property at 123 Jungle Lane,
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11
12.

13

14
15

16
17
18

19’
20
21
22
23

24

BY MR. SANDERS:

pr©ject'>

- 25 |

at Cross, South Careliﬂa what was the project?
a. It was a new houee, new residence..
©. - And what ceunty was that_projectelocated in?
AL Berkeley. _ 'A
0. What did the defendents, Reginald L.‘Gaskine and
Sweetgress Home>Builders;‘LLC hire Stolf Construction to
do?. - | | | |
| A. Right at theebegihning was for foundation, to lay:
the foundation. In a turnkey-mannerweprovide materiale
aﬁd labor, endfthen lateiAWe were hired to.do framing, |
Sldlng, and 1nterlor trlm and also roofing.
0. Okay. How about  the brick?
.A.  Yeah, we also —- |
 MR. BIERING: Object to the form of the
qﬁestion. It's leading. |
'A o THE COURTi Overruled.

Q,..Dld you perform all of these ‘tasks at the prOJect°'
-A.  Yes.  We did: the complete —— all ‘the prOject.
Q. Were you paid for all of these tasks at the

‘A, No, we did not get paid.
9. Before you began work on each phase of this

pIOJect what was your understanding as to payment° When

would you be pa1d°
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-didn’t—get payments‘during-the job. We normally got paid‘
at the end, so when we complete a job, -someone was
before?

_ defendants'>

- out there, and then did another jOb ln Bethera and

" another small job for defendant's friend.

some time I was gettlng payments, and when. we started the

,tryingot0~catch up with those payments. ’

A, We were supposed'to get. paid right.after we

finished. We either get payment before we start,Aand we

expect —-- expecting to.get paid.
Q. And did you?
A. No, I.did not.

Q. - Have you done other workewith'the defendants

R “Yes,”eeveral other-jobs: ) T

Q. How many other prOJects have you done with the

2. Idid one in Hill Street. Actually, did two jObS

Q. . Soryou- had a hlstory of worklhg together°

‘A, Yeah we did.

QL 'Never*had“ahy'problemsrbefore?

A. Noy® not really, just, you know, sometrmes he took .

a while. for me to get the ‘payments, but, you know, after

Jungle Lane job, I was gettlng pald for the one that we

had frnlshed-several months before, but'he wasi.you know,

Q. So.he paid you, but it was slow?
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- go through these one at a-time,and'come7back at'the énd

BY MR. SANDERS:

is the defendant, in payment for jobs that were done

_all the payments made, even though we.weré already'

working on Jungle Léne, the-payments were going to be

Q. Okay. | o
MR. SANDERS: Your Honor, I'm just going to

and move these into evidence if that suits.

THE COURT: All right.

0. Let's talk about Exhibit No; Do you recognize
A. I do.
0. TWhat is it?

a. It's'a check from Sweétgrass Home Builders, which |

0. How much is the check for?
4A..;51676OO}3 ' |
9. And what date was this issued on?
A Tt was April 17, 2009.
0. Let's talk about this $16,600. WHEZ& was it
applied? »_ '.4 ' | | |
'A.  That wés'applied tb the. balance thét we had frdm
befére, from the Bethera.jdb andjsome'of'the other jobs

that we did before, and we have a vérbal'agreement fhat

appiied fof;ﬁhe old balance that he had at that time.
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‘the:payment was 16,000, and 600 was to pay for'the.eheck

;were gOLng to be applled to the old balance that he had

'also keep me updated as far as payment.

,phdtographlc copy of check number 1779 tnat yon received

' QQ> Okay. Where was the $600 applied?
“A. 8600 would applied to the’check that bounced so

that had bounced before.
Q: And that was for the engineering plans?.f'

A. Yes.

0. And the 16,000, which job"wis that applisd £82,

A. That was applied to théﬁﬂébfenﬁBétﬁéféﬁ~

Q,-rB—eftvh—e—r—a; correct?

A:- That's correct. |

0. Okay. Regarding the 16,000 that was applied to
the previous job atABethera,»what unqeretandingfdidﬁyou-
have with -thefdéfendaﬁté “about that méney?

A. - Well, themoneythat heowedbeforewas

substantlal amount of money, and so all the payments made

until he told me that durlng that jOb he was able to pay
the old balance and catch up with all those payments and

0. So the defendants agrée that: that 316, 000 would bel.
applled to a prev1ous jo]o'>
A 'Yes. We had a verbal agreement that all the
payments would be applled to the old balance.
0. This Plalntlff's Exhibit No. 2, 1is this a
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BY MR. SANDERS: |

0. Moving on, let's look at Plaintiff's Exhibit
No. 3..:Do you recognize this? |

AL Yes,‘I do. |
-- Q; What is it?

A. It s .an invoice that I also offeredtto the

defendants. | |
Okay And what date is -on thlS 1nvo1ce°
That's April 28, 2009.
,And what 15 the invoice humber'>
90123.
Hom ﬁﬂch is the invoice amount for?

. 14,200.

> o p o B oo

0. Did you generate this invoice during your regular
coarae\of business? | | |
a. T did.
hQ.‘ What is it for?
A?' it Was for‘foundation,~and_ittdescribes — it»was
"including all the Hﬁterials and labor for fouhdatioh;
0. Did you, in fact, build a foundatlon as set forth
on this 1nvorce°
A. Yes, I did
Q. IS thlS a photographlc copy of 1nvorce number
901237

A, It is.
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% Il 0. Whose signature is this at the ‘bottom?
7 2.‘~ A. That's Reginald Gaskins. |
3 Q. -Can you 1dentlfy hlm.ln the courtroom9
4 A. Yes. That is the gentlemen next to the lawyer.
5 Q. Okay. When he signed this 1nvorce, when Reglnald

6| Gasklns srgned thls 1nvorce, what was the understandlng
7 that you and .he had about the $l4 2007
8l - Ag That he agreed that the jOb was performed and he

9| owed that amount

10 Q. Okay. And the job performed on the prOJect where?
11 A, 123 Jungle Lane, rn Cross, South Carolina.
12 to. Okay. Why didn't you draft a written agreement td

13| provide for that understanding?-

14| . aA. I mean, to me, the way I normally do with

15 | everybody that I do work for is that I generate all the

16 | invoice or a‘proposal, and;I.onlngot that‘signed by the
'i7 ‘ pereon-hiring me to do the job,'so that'ls what I have;

18 i‘aa far ‘as evidence-that the Job was done and I agree with|
19 | the'amount and'the.type'of jobathatdwas going to be
20 performed or which was already performed

21 Q. Is- that the same way you and Mr. Gaskins dld
22 | business in the past?.

23 A. ‘Yes;

24| . Did you see any reason to deviate from that

o

25 | practice?
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Exhibit No. 4. Do you recognize that?

number 90131.

10| nails that was included on that and also for some

request, some eqUipment'that we needed to rent, and some

“material that we purchased.

invoice?

the amount.

vNé:¢3fI:In talking. about Reginald-Gaskins‘_signaﬁure at

A. No,.I.did not.

0. I'll show you what-is marked as'Plaihtiff‘sv

a. I do.-
0. What is it?

A, It's another-inVoice dated May 1, 2009, invoice

0. What is it for?

A. That's forvframing; and ‘that was Jjust labor and -

modification that was done acdording to the'defendant's

0. Okay. Did you do all the work that's described,onA
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 4? -
A. Yes, I did.

Q..;iidfyoﬁ“acﬁuallyfsee Mr.fGéskinS'sigh'this*

A. ““Yeah. He signed this invoice as well, again,

ag:@eing-t0~thésjobxthat‘was~performedfand agreeing with

0. Did he sign it in your presence?
A, He-did.

Q. -Okay. Let me go back to Plaintiff's.Exhibit
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What involvement does-your‘brother Yuri have in this

prOJect ‘with Mr. Gask1ns°l

was. going, but he didn't really put too much time into
. this project.

14
"handllng pretty much everythlng

' at this time?

the bottom of that document, dld you see hlm.51gn that°
A Yes, I did.

Q.. We talked earlier about your brother Yuri and the

fact that he has a license with the LIR for your LLC.

Al Well he: eventually helped.me to supervise the

Crewswand,'you know,»eventually check;onahowsthe progress

0. Okay. So you were mostly the one.WOrking on it?'
A. Yes. | | N | | .

Q;~ is that the Way you and Yuri normally do it?

A.  Well, sometimes he tekes care of some other

~

clients, but spe01flcally for thls cllent I was the one
0. How many projects did your company haVe'gQing'Qn

a. At this time we have‘——
0. At the time that you‘were‘doing werk for
Mr. Gaskins on this project.
" A. Probably another maybe tWo‘or three other jobs.
0. 'Okay. So that was jﬁst the'way y'all divided the
labor? . o | |

A. Yes.
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0. Okay _Let's talk about Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 5.
Do you recoghlze ‘this?

‘A. . I do. |

Q. What is 1t9

a. It's another check that was glven to me from the
defendant ahd was ‘dated on May 2nd, 2009 for $6,0QO.

0. Okay. What does it say'eh the for part of the
check? ( - |

A. It says 123 Jungle Lane

Q. Okay

A. But we had also, you know, that verbal- agreement
that we- had that all the payments were g01ng to be |
applled to. —— owed the balahce that we had untll that was
paid in full, theh’the paymehts were gdihg to start to be
applled to that job that we were doing at the time.

Q; So- where was this $6,000 applled° |

A. - That was applied towards the -- the balance that
we had from Bethera as well.

0. On the Bethera job?
" A.  Yeah. | ,

'Q. Okay. And: dld Mr. Gasklns agree to applying that
$6,000" to the previous Bethera job? |

A. Absolutely. We agreed on the,beginning because +hel
tbld‘ﬁe he'had'ail the:ihtehtions,-like I said, to cateh

up -with all<those-payments,:ahd SO we were applyingiall
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~towards the old balance that was not only for Bethera but

- some -- a few thihgs that we had. that I also perfbrméd

17867

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 6. Do YOu'recognizevthat?

defendant and was dated May 4th, 2009, invoice number
'90132 in the amount of $1,200.

therpayments received ih_doing %heXl23_JUngle Lane Job

some jobs for him.

0. ‘Okay. Is this a' photographic copy of cheék number|

A.  Yes, it is.

0. Okay. Let's take a look at the document marked

AL T do.
Q. .What is -it?

A. It's another invoice that I offered to the

Q. What work is this‘invoiée fdr?

A. That-was for roofing, labor.\
| Q. Did,yoﬁ, in fact, perform the roofing labor?
A, I did. | | | |

0. Did you generate thisfinVoice during.ybur regular
course of business? ‘

A; I did.

0. Is this a photographic copy of your invoice nurber
901327 | :

| aA. It is.

0. Whose signature it at the bottom?
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yyOu and hehad about this $1, 2009

iwas that he owed you - 1 200 on thlS prc)ject'>

and lt S dated on June 3rd, 2009 for $5 OOO

had it-.applied- to the old ‘balance:

A. Reginald‘Gaskins

QL When ‘Reginald Gasklns signed this invoice, dld you"
see hlm_81gh lt° N
A, I did see, yeah

0. When he- SLgned 1t what was the uhderstandlhg that

A. That the job~was.already performed, and he agreed
with the amount. | |

Q. Okay So by 81gn1ng thlS 1nv01ce, ‘the agreement

A. Exactly

_Q: Let's take a look as Plaintiff's EXhibit.No. 7.
Do you recognize this? |

A. I do. |

Q. What is it?

A. Et S ahother check I received from the defendants,

0. Okay - And what does it say in the four part of
that check°' | | ,
a. It says 133 Jungle Lane, but also:because the

balance from before was not paid yet, we also, you know,

0. Okay. And that was your understandlng of the
agreement?

A. Yes.
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- Do .you recognize this?

vdated June 19 2009, and the balance that Shows here is
$21,904.18.

~ payments that were received and the balance that we had
$21,904.18 was owed at 123 Jungle Lane?

Statement°

,balance'on that.date, and' so, ydu know, it - has a balance

erom all the jobs, Bethera and some of the jobs that we

0. Is this a photographic copy of check numberll803?
A. Yes. | |

0. Let's take a look at'PlaintifffsiExhibit#Np:fS;

a. I do.
Q. What is it?

A;. ThlS 1s a statement that I generated and 1t was

0. All right. What does that $21,9O4418¢signify?'
A, It signifiesﬂthat-on that day, after all the o

from before, that was the actual balance,on.thatﬂdate.

0. Okay. 1Se as of June 19, 2009, this shows that:

‘AL EXactly

Q. Why was 123 Jungle Lane not llsted on this

A. Well,Athe statement again is just to show the

did before. All the payments, ‘even - the ones recelved

during the time we were doing the job at 133 JUngle Lane,
all_tnose payments were already applied, and-this balance
reflects, you know, the amount that he owed-atAthat time.

-
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0.

regular course of business?

A

Did you generate this statement during your
_ . I did.

Q. - Is this a photographic copy of yoﬁr payment?
a. It is.
Q.

Dated June,lQ, 20097

a. It is.

0. Bnd whose signature is that at the bottom?
A. .
10

Réginald Gaskins.
A“QL Did youfsee Himlsignmﬁhét?
11 A.

%1 ‘did .see him.
12

Q. .And just to clarify, the*understandihg was--that
13 When'he‘signedvthis, he owed how much?
14

A. $21,904.18. | |
15 0. Let's take a look at Plaintiff’s‘EXhibit-No, 9.
16 ‘Do*you-recognizevthis one?: ‘\ .
17 A. -I do. E 1 ’
18 0. What is it? '” ,
i9. A. It's an invoice that I also furnished to the
20 deféndant} and‘it}s'dated August 3rd,.2009, and invoice
21 numbe£;90164‘in'the amount of $3,900 fbr'brick labor.
22 » Q; Did you generate this invoice during your reguiar
23 -courSe of business? - S
24 A, I did.
25

0 Is it a photographic copy of invoice number 90132
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dated Aigust the 3rd, 20097
a. It is. _
0. I'masorry. Invoice number 90164, dated August thel

3rd, 20097 - B | -

.:A. Yes, correct. | A _
0. What was the understanding that you and the
defendants had about this $3,9007
A. That was the amount that I -- you know, we charged
tfortthat jeb that waa-pepfgfmed'at,that i23 Juhgle.Lane,
Q; Why didn't Gaskins Sigh'this invoice? |
A. Probably didn't have a chance to meet him
personally, and that's why he didn't’ 51gn 1t He faxed

that back or me or'anything,.so after that, it was

why I didn't get the 81gnature.

Q. ‘So how dld you get thlS document to him to start
with?

A. He e-mailed it to me, or faxed,'probably e—mailed.

Q. AndAyoﬁ:didn't hear back?’

2. " No, I-did rot.

Q.‘ Let s take a lock at Plalntlff S EXhlblt No. 10.
Do "you recognlze this one?

A. I do.

0. TWhat is this?

a. It's an invoice that I,also produced to defendant,
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“and it is dated August 6, 2009, invoice number 90163 in

the-amount‘of<$3}500,'and that was for the interior trim
and labor that we performed at 133 Jungle Lane.

0. Did’you, in fact, perform that.work?

A.  We did.

0. Did you, in fact, perform the work‘onvtheiothet
invoiceshthat:we have talked about?

A. Yes; T did. | |

0. Going back to Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 10, " interior
trlm, is this a photograph a. copy of invoice 90163'>

A. It is.

Q. Andkyou génerated it‘during your fegular course of]
business? S o | o
a. I did. | - o |

;Q. _Whatvwas'your underatanding with the defendants:
about this $3[500?
+ A. That same thlng The job Was already performed at}
the tlme, and he agreed with that amount which was |
actually prev;ously agreed, you know;»varballva1thvhim.
Q. 'And how did you transmit that document to
Mr. Gaskins? |
'A. Either through e-mail or fax.
0. And any idea why he didn't‘aign-this one?
A. Agaln, he didn't -- you know, send it back to me
w1th a- SLgnature and I dldn £ make —- that was —- that

62




104

11

12 -

13
14
15

16

17 |

18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25

job and the previous invoice was toward the end of the

Job, and at that time, it was getting harder and hardér;

like I said, to get in touch with' hims

0. Okay. Let's take a look at Plaintiff's Exhibit

-NOy 11, and what I'll ask you to do is- tell me, teld. .the

Court, how you came up with $28,704.18:that you claim
youfre owed .by the defendants. |

A. On that —- according to that statement, that was

‘Signed by Mr. Gaskins that showed the balance of

$21,904.18." |
0. Now, that's Plaintiff's Exhibit. No. 82
A. Exactly. | |
0. Okay. |
A.  So according to that -- )

0. So we start there.
A. Yeah, we start'there, so with that —-

) 0. -What do we add to it? .
A. We add to that one invoice number 90164.
0. All right. That's Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 9?
A. Yes, in the ‘amount of $3,900.

0. All right.
A. And then we add invoice number 90162. |

. 0. And that is Plaintiff's Fihibit No. 102
'A. In the amount of 53,500. 2
0. What does that total that?
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1| A. Totals $29, 304 18, and ——

2' Q. And then you're giving him a $600 cred1t° |
3 " 'A. Exactly. - That credit was from the check ——‘in the
4 beglnnlng, the first check that he gave for . that job that
51 bounced for $600, that was not applled at the tlme, 50 it
6| made a correctloh-and applled that credit because he,pald,'
7. that with another paymeht oh.check 1779; so that paymeht.
8| was applied,:and.theniit~came‘up with the balahcelof:

9| 528,704.18 total, | |

10 ‘Q. Okay. We've talked about that check 1779 before.
11| That's Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 27

12 A.  EXactly.

e
e

13 0. So whatvyou're~saying is thatA$6OO of that 16,600

B

U]

14 | was applied?
15|  “A. Yes, it was applied.
‘16 |.- 0. And the remainder of that check, of course, was

17 | .applied to previous jobs.

18¢  A. Exactly. | o '

1§ ' Qb So that iebhow you get yoar 28,704.187

20| A. Correct.

21 Q0. And as you. and Mr. Gaekins wehtvalong'with this

22 ~pr03ect at 123 Jungle Lane, what was .his understandlng
23 about thlS money and how it was to be applled° »

24 AL Well we had a conversatlon -

.25 |- - MR. BIERING:_ Object to the form of’ the
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~understanding was.

'job,gat 123 Jungle Lane. We had a pretty significant

- gorng to: be able to pay all the balance that was already

past due for several months and he was going to -

up as much as he could.on that job, and our agreement was

question. Calls for speculation. He's asking what my
client's understanding was.

MR. SANDERS: I'm asking what his

. MR. BIERING: I understood you to say —-
THE COURT: Overruled. Overruled; |
BY MR. SANDERS: | | | o
0. Tell the- judge what the agreement was' as to how
the- money was Joeing applled as you went along

A. When we Started we were just going to start that

balance from the previcus Jjobs, so we got together at one|

point and we' discussed; and he said on that job he was.

Q. Now, that s showrng on Plalntlff S: EXhlblt l—A. is|
that correct? |
A. Yes. | |
0. That's the first page I‘gave'yOu. All right. So
let's ralk about -- tell the judge about that. |
:A; Sogthat was the agreement, that‘he‘wasggoing_to

try to -pay all the past due balance and.also try to oatohg

that I accept the —- you know, the conditions; and- then,
as.long‘as I was receiving as much payment'as I could, do

~
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job - 1is to4get‘ali the cld balance paid, and he told me

'wastgeing to work the same way. But even though, you

‘going to catch up on .the payments, like I said, T-fully |

iforward and do the job the best way I could “help him as

much.as I could because I know —- I knew at the time that

that job. So what we were trying tc.aCComplish on that

that he was going to be able to pay as much as'he.coﬁld
on that specific jcb and OD'future jobs,'he"probably —
on the next house that was coming up, he was gOing to be
able to catch up with all the payments and come
up to- date With the payment '

Q. Why did: you want to keep working with- Mr GaSkiﬁs‘
if'he”was_behind on his‘payments to you?

" A. 'Wéll,”he always seems fo be a'veryrgaoa person.
We“aIWays“got”aiang really welli T trusted‘him, you
know, had no,problems, and I*did several EObS for his:
brother and his father and never had- any'problems
receiving. Actually, his father was sometimes, you know,

Sort,of.chasing me to .pay me, SO I thought, you know, he -
know, he,tcld me that he had some difficulties but he was|
Erusted. him on that. and I offered help to, you know, get -

to a'pcint where'everything_was‘going to be paid.

That's why I decided, you know, to keep move

he was wotking full time, you know, at some other place

so he didn't have much time to coordinate things at the
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job site, so I offered my help to do as much as I could.

'And’ that was my intention, was to help, and, of course,

right. So he's saying before you started on this 123

- owed at the time he began work°

20

try to come to a point where he.waS'going to ray the old
balances and catch up With the payments ‘because I had not
only labor that I paid, everybody that did all the work |
all day; but also materials I've had a lot of" materialsd'
that 1 purchased for those ]ObS

Q. Okay. |
‘ MR.;SANDERS- -Beg-Gourt's indulgence.

'THE COURT- Let me see if T understand this

Jungle Lane he was owed $20,325.11 from the previous
jobs? | ' - | |

MR SANDERS: I believe it's $19,725. 11 ' your|
Honor, on the first page at the top.

THE COURTf That S what he is saying he was

MR. SANDERS: Correct. A
THE COURT: All right. What was the date you
began work on this 123 JUngle Lane?

‘THE WITNESS: Well, according to that invoicd
number 90128 | _ .

MR. SANDERS: This is Plaintiff's Exhibit
No: 1. H |

THE WITNESS: That was for engineeringvand is
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true that you received $1,500 at the time that you agreed

528,704.18 is the amount you,said my client owes; is thaﬁ'
correct? | o | ' |
A, That's correct.
Q. And that-bdrresponds with the ailegations youéﬁé
made in your complaint; is thét,gorrect?' |
An.'YeS. | | , | | .
0. And right now;.today, you don't have any question','
that you're owed~$28,704;18; is that corréct?
A. Thaﬁ-herweS that? No: |
Q. Nd:question;in ybur mind?
A.: No. |
Q0. Any way you could be Wrong?
A. I‘Hean,.maybe for, you know, a few cents.here:or‘
there; but, no. .
'Q;' Just a few cents?
A. ~Yeah,Aabsblutely.
0. Your attorney admitted Exhibit —— what I believed

to be the escrow agreement, into the record. Isn't it

to release the lien~against-the 123 Junglé Lane project?
A. That's right. | |
Q. - So’you were incorrect in that you're owed —- that"
you —-— that truly you believe you would be oWed-
$28/704{18, so at thislpdint would]yOu(agree that you're
only alleging that $28,704.18'miﬁus $1,500 wouldn't be
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to $48, 174.117

.. object. He's talking-about- documents that I haven't seen| ™

of checks to him, and they have been premarked as

'exhlblts as related to testlmony that we'll be seeklng at

"provided to the Court as premarked documents and then

Q. Isn't it true that your service invoices added up

A. I don't have that on top of my head, but —-
VQ. You don't know? |
A. No. Idon't remenber that.
| 0. Isn't 1t true that Mr. Gaskins prov1ded you 48,177
for the Bethera Road pIOJect? |
A, No, I don't think he did.

MR. SANDERS: Your Honor, I'm going to

at all, and so I haven't had a chance to discuss those
with‘my client, don't-knéw anything about them, and why
they weren't produced to me, I don't know.

| THE COURT: Why didn't you produce this stuff
to him? :

‘MR. BIERING: Your Honor, I produced’ copies

thls p01nt.
MR. SANDERS: ' Is that what this is?
MR. BIERING: Yes, Your Honor. All of these

checks that I'm speaking of have been premarked and

provided on a number of occasions to counsel, dating.back

many months.
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this Court and provided to counsel.

jconcern about is' I see what he's' giving me here, but I

- don't see anything that pertalns to this Bethera prOJect

I'11l get to a llttle later, but thelr complaint Speaks

THE COURT: Prior to today? |

MR. BIERING: Prior to today, Your Honor .

MR. SANDERS: Your1Honor;_that's'not‘cortect,
and the explanation I:got'was his_prior‘legal assistant
hadn't followed through on whatnshe was supposed to do.

| 'THE COURT:. When did you get them? . '

MR. BIERING: I have a file document dated
May 16, 2011, it was filed with this ‘Court. TIn that
flllng, there are a llst -— I m sorry, there are coples
of the checks that Mr. Gaskins has prev1ously ‘provided
for the Bethera Road progect. They are marked as a —- as'i
Exhibit A, part three, payment of.other-invoices With'
Stolf Construction, LLC;.'Those inVoices -— those
documents were provided pre filing in‘this case, they

weregprovided post filing, and they{ve-been filed with'

MR. SANDERS: I guess the thing I have a

that he s questioning my cllent about.
| MR. BIERING: Your Honor, we didn't bring

this case —- their complaint ——‘and'this is something

only to invoices for the Jungle lLane prOJect but they

tried to bootstrap to suggest that somehow or another,

~
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BY MR. BIERING:

just allows me to do foundation, sidihg, and carpentry.
0. So it's not as comprehensive as the one that Yuri
has  for the company?

A. Exactly. If we're not doing a job that requires

‘ théfbuilders license, I mightvjustAﬁée the other one..

which is: the specialty license.

0. For smaller projects?
F.A. ‘Exactly. .
Q.f'ﬁll fight.vkLet{s talk about the complainf that
you-made to the South Carolina‘LiR.' Tt was dismissed. =

Whose name was the complaint -- whose name did you file

" the complaint in?

A, - Under my_namé. |

0. You did not file the complaint in the name of
Stolf Construction? |

A. Nb; it was my miStake.-

Q. Sir?. -

A. I did not, no. ItVWas just a mistake that I made.|

Q}‘ It was é”mistake? Okay. |

. MR. SANDERS:' Thatfs all-i have. Thank you.
THE COURT: Recross?

RECROSS—EXAMINATION

Q. Mr. Stolf, just to make sure‘i{mAclear; though,

. the complaint you filed with‘the LIR was based on
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Mr. Gaskins 'say that he did not hire your cémpany to do

"credibility purpésesf o : »‘A:-‘

well, and to me, that was the addréSS.._SOmetimesywhen

'$19,725.11. What is your response to that°

never expected that from him because I had the utmost

‘was eXamined~and'testi£ied as follows:
| - DIRECT. EXAMINATION
BY MR. SANDERS:

0.. Mr. Stolf, you're still under oath. You heard

any work at 1003 Brewton whére:he lives. What is your
response to that? _ | _
MR.-BiERING3 -Objection.  ReleVance.
THE COURT: Well, it's rebuttal for

MR. SANDERS: Correct. |
THE WITNESS: I built the house on Brewton as

they're building, ydu don't have;the-house number,.but I
did build oﬁe dn'Bréwton for him. if'that's the house
whére‘he-li&es or not, I'm not 100 percenf'sure,,but T
did -- oneAwas foundation, framing, and roofing. o
BY MR. SENDERS: - . ‘
Q.'.Okay. You heard Mr. Gasklns say . that at the tlme _
you started the prOJect he says he dldn t owe you |

A. That's not.COrrect.-;Hefs‘lying.
0. Why would he be untruthful about that?
~A. Because he doesn't want to'pay. And, honestly, Ifﬁ
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"because hav1ng flnanc1al dlfflcultles, anyone can have

| what was past due, but you khow, trylng to catch up . He

;the balance with the new -job that.I was performihg'out

-on the next job} he 'said at that time he probably was

respect for him, and to me,~he-was‘alwaye-honest and up
front, ‘and, you know, credibility was never an issue
because if,it'Was,'Ilwould‘have'stOpped workihg before,
so all this is really putting'our trust in him,_likelhe
put trust on me as well, so we had a.pretty:good"
relationship. - |

| So to me, his denial is just a blow to me, because|
hcw he-knows that he,owes me and'as‘I know, so,’I mEan,‘

it to me, isvjustra big Surprise that he is - you know,

I can have or any one of us here; but denying that he
owes to me'is‘juSt —= you're'just'throwing>yout chafacter
through the window and your credibility and everything
else, so to me itYe just a-big blow. | |

Q. As you were doing the work.on the project, did |
Mr; Gasklns lead you to believe- that you would be pald?

‘A Yeah absolutely Again, you know, he was already
behlnd in payments, but he came to me and Sald on that

Jungle Lane job ‘he was gOLng to be able to not only pay
said to me that he probably wouldn't be able to pay all

there, but he was going to try to pay as much.as he

could. The past dues and some of . the work that was done
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'says he trled to contact you to dlscuss 1t - Do you

~after we finished the job at Jungle Lane.

“through'some financial difficulties ahd,gyou‘know, and I

,agreemeht.that'we had. "

property, that he was making some.payments. He had a

going to be able to catch up withhall the payments.
That's why he kept mov1ng
o; "Mr. Gasklns testified that when the South Carollnai

LIR c1ted him for hav1ng an unlicensed sub on the ]Ob he

recall that?

A; Never,\hever got ahy call from hlm. I'tried-to
contact him a lot of times before that That's whyoll
dec1ded to put a mechahlcal lien because he was not
respondlhg to my call. I. trled to go to the jOb 51te and'
find hlm and was never able to, even through mall

0. So nojphone calls, no e—malls?-

A Never -- I don't recall getting any call from him-

0. Why would he be dishenest about ‘that?

'A. - Again, not to. pay me,fbecause I knew he was going

was trying to. help ‘ And agaln, more. lmportantly, Just
wheh he stopped answerlng my calls, T — that to me, was

lhdlcatlon that ‘he wasn t g01ng to comply with the

0. How did you know Mr. Gaskins and his LIC were
having financial difficulties?

A. He told me. He told me that he owns some

74




-10

11

12

13
14
15.
16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to the job in a very old car and said to me that he had
~to sell his: truck because he wasn't maklng enough money,

‘and. he was drrvrng a pretty old car that day and said --\

1because, you know, like I sard anyone ‘can have

got hit recently with all this, the market the way it is.

financial difficulties?

~that was placed on.that’Palmetto Lane job in Bethera.

‘he was having financialrdifficulty.

tough time, and he had nice truck at one time,and he came|

you know, I knew- that, but to me it didn't mean much

dlfflcultles
0. A lot of folks in the construction industry have
been having hard times, correct?

Al Yes;'correot, like we do. We' ve been. really -~ we|
Q. So -that is not unusual for a builder to be having

_A.l Abeolutely no[ ahd; to me( it was a big indication

that he was having financial difficulties was that lien

0. Is that tHe lien that was filed by Builders First
Source? | |
Y Exactly.
Q. What do you khow about "that?
a. I just found out'there was a lien placedragainst

him on -that jOb, and'that;'to me, was another indication

0. Did he tell you that?

-A. I think he-mentioned that to me or actually maybey
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1| to the homeowner because I went pack to do a little bit

2| of some punch outs and the homeowner ﬁentiohedlthat'
3| because he was having - |

4| o MR. BIERING: Objéction. Hearsay.

5 . . THE COURT: Sustained. Hearsay.

6| BY MR. SANDERS: |

¢ 7 Q. You'can‘t'téstify és\to what somebody else told
o 8 | you. |
9 | A. Yeah, again, he -—
,10. : Q.‘ Unlesé'it4wasvhhn;
.11 ‘ A He might have téld‘ﬁe that aé‘well.
121 Q. Okay. Let's mgve dn. ~When Mr. Gaskins testified

13 |" about Plaintiff's Exhibit No.'8, he said that wasn't his

14| signature. I just want you to clarify for the judgeiwhat
15| your pOSlthH is on that 81gnature. | |
16| . "A. When he 51gned that, he knows that I'm saying the

i17 ‘truth about thls, he was in: front of me and he SLgned

18 | -that document. AHe'31gned all the,other ones.

19 | MR. SANDERS: Thank you, sir.
20| THE COURT: Cross?

21 S ~ CROSS-EXAMINATION

22| BY MR. BIERING: | o

t23 _ 0. Are you'awaré; Mr. Stolf/ that Sweetgraés Home
24| Builders, LLC ﬁas~actually‘built five homéé on Eréwtoh

25 Drive?

76




~10

11
12

13

14 |

15

16

17
18

19

20"

21

22|

23

24

25

invoices for?

A. For brick labor, for upendlng of the home and
material and trim.

0. Dld.Atlla Stolf perform the work that is outllned
on those invoices for Sweetgrass Home Bullders'on the 123
JUngle Lane ‘project? |

‘A. Yes, sir. They wasn't completed in full.

0. He did some work,'but he didn't complete it.

A. _Yes,‘sir

”o.' T'm gorng to hand you what has been admltted as

Defendant s Exhibit 3 the three checks there, and did

you endorse each of those cheoks for Sweetgrass Home
Builders,_LLCvand deliver those to Mr.fAtila'Stolf?.

VA. Yes, sir.

Q.'*And‘were‘those for the Jungle Lane'oroject?

A. Yes, sir. |

0. -During your work with Atila Stolf, was it your
understanding.that.he was a licensed contractor?

A Yes, sir, I understood

0. And did he represent himself to you as a llcensed
contractor° |

A. Yes, sir,

Q. And were you surprised whenever you found out he

“was not a licensed contractor?

A. Yes, sir.
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. cease and desist order; is that correct?.

-when it was Sl 500 because of brlck and trlm_work wasn t

jcomplete, which I completed myself -and then'had to hire

| basically some steps. Tt wasn't a'whole lot but thatlis

was a $28,704.l8 project. You have paid hlm $29, lOO - and|

Q. And what was the baSlS of that com.plalht'>
A.. They fined me.

0. Because --

@;_ Usingtan;unlicehsed aubconttactor.

0. And actually issued at that point a citation and

A. That's correct.

ho;' And 1mposed pehalty, is that rlght?

A. . Yes, 51r, $500

Q. 'And did you pay that’>

A. Yes, sir. ,

Q. -M;,'Gaskins;.have you paid in full for the
services that were performed'at 123 Jungle Lane by Stolf?

A. Yee,.sir, ;
Q: Yoa think you owe them aHYthing°
A.,~No, Sit.: The only thing T knew that I owed him

Mr. James Rlvers to finish the brlck work which is’

basically why T had the Sl 500 belng held for that
partlcular reason. _ | o

0. So in all actuallty, they claim that the prOJect

your position is it's actually-$29,000 —— it's actually'
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- production related to Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC?

‘whlch relate to the formatlon or operation of Sweetgrass

Home Bullders, LIC?

-and everything,'ié that what you're referring to?’

of your LLC.

0. May it please the Court: Mr. Gaskins?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Are you aware that I served a request‘for

A. No, sir.

0. .Are you aware that my request seeks documents

'a. No, sir. |

'Q;T:Axegyou‘awére thatino“docUmenﬁé pertaining to the |
formation or operation of your LLC were produced?

A. As far aé I know; they were.

Q.  What was prbduced?

A. As far és any previous -jobs and as. far as licenses
“Qf NoAI}m_talking'about the formation and operation

~ A. Oh, no, sir. Ifm.notisure. I meanAQ—
K'Q.> What percéntage‘of'your compahy db you own?
A. »IOO percent. | \

0. You don't have any resqlutioné that haﬁe been made]

by the LLC, do you? | |

A.  No, sir. |

Q:' And you ‘don't have any minutes of any meetlngs of -

any’member of the LLC?:
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'you own 100 percent of the LLC, correct?

member? C -
'i'mean,‘I don't have;any.of that'with me now..

- LLC?

A. NQ, I'm the only oﬁe;
0. But you don't have,aﬁ& minutes of any meetings
signed by you? |
A. There is hobody to meet with besides me, so I
don'ﬁ'underStand what you’fe asking.
0. And you have nO'opérating agreement?
A. No, sir. |
0. ‘And-you'were nevér‘formally_issued 100 percent “
interest in the LLC,AWere your
A, I'm not sure I:undefstand what ybu*re asking.

Q. You never~sighed any documentation;shoWing that

A. © Yes, -sir.
0. What is the answer?_
A. I said yes, éi:.

0. What did you sign that shows you're a lQO percent
A. . Whenever I got my name done, whatever at the time,

0. Who filed the articles of organizaﬂion from.ydur
A. My attorney.
0. Okay. = But other than that, you hadn't signed
anything? | | |

A. No, sir.
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you were using an unlicensed person on the project,

0. Did you sign the articles.oonrganization?
A. No, sir. - ’
Q. Do“yoﬁ have -an LLC minute book?'
A. No, sir. B » _
0. Okay. But you believe that your LLC«waS-properly’
formed? . | o | |
A. Yes,‘sir.
0. And that's based on what your‘attorney'told you
Wheﬁ you‘filed the articles of organization?
B, Yes.o o | |
MR. BIERING; Your(Honor; I obﬁect to those
questions asked as being protected by attorney—ciieht
privileges. R . | | .
THE COURT: Say that again?
MR.>BIERING: He's askihg«about éonversations
between an attorney and a client.
“THE COURT: That's not - |
 »MR.*SANDERS: I'm finiShed with that topic.
| .THEACOURT: That's not privileged. GO ahead.
BY MR. SANDERS: . | - |
Q. Let'sitélk about Defendant's ExhibitvNo. 8.
Specifically,. I want to look at one of thésé lettérs.

You got a letter from the LIR dated March 21, 2011 that

correct?
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1 A.. Yes, sir.

2| .. 0. 2nd the prOject“that we're talking'about.is 123

3 Juhgle Lane in CroeS? | |

a4l A. That s correct.

s . 0. So they re telling you, Roger Lowe‘is telling you,
. 6  they're gOLng to lnvestlgate it, correct? |
71 A. Yes, sir. -

8 0. Okay. TWhen you received that letter, you were

91 angry, weren t you?

10 A. Yes, sir. _
11| 0. BAnd you didn't.discuss it with Atila.
12 “A. I tried eontacting him. I tried contacting him

13| after the mechanic‘s lien was -put on me»and he never
14 'Would?answer my calls, return‘my calls or anything, soAI'
15| tried to find out exactly what was 901ng on.
16 t’Q, All right. And you really dldn t want to talk to
17 Atlla because you ‘knew you owed. money to Stolf '
18 Constructlon,Arlght? | \
19 | 'A-ftNCt eorreet, no, sir. I tried. o o
20| 0. Let's talk about this May 13, 2011 cease and
21 deSiSt‘letter. This is regafding the'projeet‘élso,-
22| correct? |
-23 | ‘A; That's my understandlng to any project, any future

" 24| project.

251 0. Did that pertain to the project at 123 Jungle Lane
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- or all projects?

after this inCident here.

A; Any ptojects. |

Q. Okay. And so did you cease and desist your work?
A. That was using unlicensed SubcontraCtorsi

0. Right.

A. So I'm not using any unlicensed subcontractors now

Q. But at the time that Stolf Construction, LLC was'
doing work tor'you, yongnever asked for\a’copy of the
license° |

A. I asked for it He assured me he'was a licensed
builder, and I'll be honest with you, I didn't
investigate him. I wish now that I would have, but I
didn't. | | |

Q. All right. But you ‘weren't aware that:his brother
Yuri had a license, were.you?' |

V'A.' No, sir.

Q. Now, here is a document here, the last page of
Defendant's Exhibit 8, and this ‘shows a $500 fine.

‘A. That's correct.

Q. Which you paid.

A. Yes, sir

Q. And it was cheaper to pay the $5OO fine than to
pay Stolf Construction what was owed, correct°

MR. BIERING: Object to the form of the
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vafter hours, after 5:00 I go out.

"Pines Circle?

- projects were liened other than 123 JUngle Lane; corréct?'

the Palmetto Bay project?

projecﬁ we were doing where he hadn't paid all of the
bill or whatever, so there was, like, 3,0oolqr 4,0QQ ——

Q. You're not building houses in the areaAright-now?

A Yeé, sir. My dad runé the‘projects while —-— my
dad and my wife, who. is sitting out there, run the
projeéts whiie‘i'm at work, oversee everything.

0. But you don't? o

A.  Sir? On my lunch break, I~géAéut there and then
Q., Do you still malntaln your home at 315 Land of

.A; No,; sir. -

iQ‘. What's yodr'currént address?
A. 1003fBrewtoh Boulevard. |
Q. Where is that?'

A. .Berkeiey County.

‘Q; Do you own>yoﬁr homé?

A. No,Asir, I meah, the bank owns it, but —=

Q. Okay. You testified earlier that'no,othér

A To my knowledge, yes, sir.

"9. Do you recall the lien by Builders First Source on|

A. That was due to a project my dad —-- another

well, 1t was current, actually, but;what théy do whenever
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there is a mechanic's lien, if there is any money owed to|

,them at,all, they take eVerything, a lien against

whatever is actually out there.
0. So you paid this lien off to Builders Flrst
Souree? |
'A. Yes, sir. It was taken care”of ‘
Q. 'And you and your dad work together7 | '
A;~ Yes, sir. He works for me. | |
 Q;"So your testlmony earller wasn 't quite accurate?

A He'overseesithe jobs for me.- = -

0. You testified earlier about not having any other

t
\

projects liened wasn't quite.accurate, was it?

A. It was his project, SO —— |

Q. So y'all WOrk,rogether, but_yeu have separate'\
projects?‘ | | | \‘ | .

A. No. I just allowed him to use my account, is how
that occurred |

Q. I see.

.A. ‘He was building a house for himself'or-whateVer/

’and I just allowed him to use my account to get ‘some

~

bulldlng materlal

0. Okay. Wh0~has the license, you or your dad?
.o ’

A. I do.

0. So he works under your license?

A. He doesn't work. He just oversees things for me
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Just to help me out.

- not under your- dad s? -

LLC working under Yuri Stolf's license instead of

BY MR. SANDERS:

[correct?-

-also known as Bethera°

0. Okay. But the company is run out of your license,

.A.' He doesn T have a llcense, that S correct

Q. . So that is sort of like %tolf Construction,

Atila's, rlght° N
MR. BIERING: Objection. Calls for
speculation. |

THE COURT: Overruled.

0. Correct? ' S :
A. What was that'again? |
THE COURT: You made your point;"Move‘on.
BY MR. SANDERS | |

Q. You ve done other work with Stolf Constructlon,

A. Yes. I belleve 1t was three other —— two other.
projects, somethlng like that |
0. e talked about the Palmetto Bay prOJect which 15'

A. That’s-correct,
Q. And there were some other projects besides that

one?

" A.  There was the one at Tacoma Circle, and in
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MR. BIERING:  Objéction. Asked and answered.
THE COURT: Overruled.

MR; SANDERS: I didn't.hear youi'anéwe;.

THE WITNESS: I said no, sir. |

BY MR. SANDERS: -

Q._ You testified about uncompleted work at the

project. You said there was a small amount of brick

- work? - i o ‘ ‘ -7

A. Brick work and trim work,  yes, sir.

0. . And a small amount of trim work that was.not. .

.compléted?

.A.. Yes,'sir.

0. Some of it you completed yoursélf?

A; Yes, sir.' | S
0. - But you dldn t pay Stolf Constructlon everythlng
it was owed°,

"A. Yes, sir. ,To'éatiSfy the{meéhaﬁic's iién, it Waé,
like, $1, 500. That's why I agreed to release thaﬁ money;
1, 400 $1 500 bucks, whatever it was. L

0. I show you Plaintiff's EXhlblt 3 Is;that'y5ur
signature? - - |
A. Yes, sir.

0. T show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 4. Is that yQur'

signature? | |

A. Yes, sir.
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signature?.

‘No. 8 looks similar to the signétﬁre on Plaintifffs

Exhibits 3, 4, and 67?

‘Honor. We have not asséﬁted -=

Q. Here's Plaintiff’s Exhibit No. 6. Is that your

A. Yes, sir. _ _ | |

0. And here is Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 8. Is that
yQur‘signature? | ' |

‘a. No, sir.

 Q. Do you agree that Signature on Plaintifffs'Exhibit

A. . It’lboks,similar, yes, sir. ,Exactly<théjsane('no,,
0. You have told others that'you're‘broke,rcorreCt?.

A; Told: others I broke?

0. Yes. _

- a0 I don't_recall‘that, no, sir. h
Q. . Your company has no money;Ais'that-correct?
A. Money in the bahk, yes, sir. |
0. How much? |

| A.- Approximately‘at'this.time, probébly, I guess}
$20,000,~éomewﬁere'in~there.. o ' |

0. How much have you paid your-attorney for his fees
to date? - |

MR. BIERING: Objection. Relevant, Your

THE CCURT: Sustained.
MR. BIERING: Thank you, Your Honor.
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foundation.

'THE»COURT; I don't really‘café about'that_
$600. That's not my_poinf. Ifm,getting to Plainfiff’s
Exhibit 2 is a check that-you‘wtote on April the 17th of
2009 for $16,600. . | .

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT All right. - Why did you pay him

316, 600 up front°

'THE WITNESS: T paid that after he did the

| THE COURT: Well, he didn't invoice .you that

until the 28th, 11 days later.

| THE WITNESS:. That‘is normal'procedureﬁ how -
we've always dQne) Sir; We héd just a number. We agree
up front. |  ‘ |
| THE COURT: He would inﬁoice ybu-aftef_You
paid it? o o

THE WITNESS: Yeé, sir;‘just td giVe us a

v»copy of 1t and I don t know that he actually even-gave
me that copy at the time. |

"THE, COURT: All'right;} You signed it.
You've said that'svyour sigﬁature?- |

TﬁE WITNESS: Yes, sir, at a later daté. |

THE COURT: Normally pebple don't pay until

after they get an lnv01ce, but you're saying you pald

‘before you got an lﬁVOlce°'
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1| - THE WITNESS Yes,'sir, because I already

2 Aknew what the amount was going to be, and mainly why I |
3| signed that uSually I wouldn' t even s1gn it, but we made
il a change in the foundatlon and enlarged thelr master
- 51 bedroom and in the framlng, SO there was some added

6 costs,:and that is basrcally why T ended- srgnlng off
7 |- because we changed the numbers vhat they were orlglnally
g | Most cases we never srgn anythlng because we just have an

'é; agreement on what-the amount we' re dorng it for.

‘1dA, , o .- THE COURT: So none of these checks .on these

11| invoices are anything, because you pald him on Aprll the

12| 17th of '09 and you got an invoice ten ‘days later for

13| $14,200, which is less than what you paid him.

14 '~ THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Like I say, the way
15 "lt normally works is he glves me a prlce of $l5 OOO to
16 frame a’ home, and as soon as they start maybe get the
1771 floor ln, we glve hlm.5 OOO the get a little blt more,
18 we give hlm another 5. Just as we go along,“glve them aj
;19":l1ttle money so they can keep, 1 guess, money. flow1ng,

kﬂzb.'~cash flow. We don't walt exactly all the way to_the-end
21| to pay the invoice. | N |

22 ' ~° THE COURT: _All right._ You-got.any questions

23 you want to ask him either on-redirect or’in response'to“

24| what I asked him about?

25| 5 ~ :MR. BIERING: I've:got a brief redirect, Your]
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Name:

Address;

840049464

SWEETGRASS HOME BUILDERS LLC

315 LAND-O-PINES CIRCLE
MONCKS CORNER SC
294615913
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STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC
105 RACQUET LANE

- ' Date
SUMMERVILLE, SC 29485 ‘
) 4/28/2009 '
TEL: 843 864-6211 |
FAX: 843 832-9603 7 stalf@aol com
- BMTo - S I} Job information
Reggie Gaskins~ - - [Plan 1508 (reversed)
Sweztgrass Home Builders : - his Iuncle(Ln
315 Land O Pines Circle : Cross S?: =
| Moncks Comer, SC 29461 ' '
- - - - -
Terms ‘ . Project
Due on receipt Cross Foundation
tem | Quantity o ~ Description ' | Rate Amourit
Concrete .1 {Foundation T . 14,20000 14,200.00
FOUNDATION SCOPE
We propose fo provide labor and ruaterial to build and pour the footings,
build the. CMU walls and piers, bond-beam and set all foundation streps
according to specifications listed on plans.
I steps ate required add $90 per step.
Clearing and grading are not included in this proposal 34 pumpmg is
needed add $850 to this proposal.
. /- ’/’
-
We appreciate the opportunity! : : ' '
) Total o $14,200.00 -
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STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC

105 RACQUET LANE
"SUMMERVILLE, SC 29485

- |

— !

 To: f

Reggrc Gaskms f

Sweetgrass Home Builders

-315'Land O’ Pines Circle - , ‘ , .

Moncks Comer, SC 29461 ) . ‘ . ‘
Amourit Due __AmountEnc.

- $21,904.18 '

Date | _ . Transaction | . Amount Baiance
05/19/2009 _:B'alancc forward ' — 1 T 2s504 13 -
06/05/2009 | PMT #1803. Cross -5,000.00 21.904.18 -

: T 1-30 DAYS PAST | 31-60 'DAYS PAST | 61-80 DAYS PAST | OVER S0 DAYS
CURRENT | DUE " DUE DUE PAST DUE Amnourt Due
10.00 10.00 21.904.18 000 0.00 - $21,904.18




Invoice

STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC

9 105 RACQUET LANE ‘ -
- : Date Invoice #
SUMMERVILLE, SC 29485 , 1
8/3/2009 90164 | '
TEL: 843 864-6211 -
FAX:843 832-9603 "
_ Bill To ' v , ~Job Information '.'
Reggie Gaskins ; T Tene i -
- | Sweetgrass Home Builders ' g_z Si@sgée Lane: " '
315 Land O’ Pines Circle ’ i
Moncks Coiner, SC 29461 |
E . I
Terms- Project
Net 15 Cross
ltem = Quantity Description Rate Amount
Btick 6 Brick Labor. 650.00 3,900.00
v
Thank you for your business.
A : - “Total $3,900.00

F Writer - Trial :: http://www.docudesk.com
96 :

PDF Created with. deskPDF PD




STOLF CONSTRUCTION, LLC
105 RACQUET LANE

~ Invoice

- Date Invoice #
SUMMERVILLE, SC 29485 —
: 8/6/2009 90163 ¢
TEL: 843 864-6211 - - :
'FAX: 843 832-9603 stolfi@aol.com
Bill To Job Information
Reggie Gaskins T
Sweetgrass Home Builders (l:ZriSiurég(I:e Larie:
315 Land O' Pines Circle ’
Moncks Comer, SC 29461
Terms. Project
) Due on receipt
Ctem | Quantity ' Description Rate Amount
Interior Trim 1 |INTERIOR TRIM as proposed. 3,500.00 3,500.00
)
Thank you for your business. -
Total $3,500.00

PDF Created with deskPDF PDF Writer - Trial :: http://www.docudesk.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -
' : ROW AGREEMENT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) ‘ ‘
' KNOW ALL MENBY THESE PRESENTS that James Allison Roberson ("Roberson") and
Reginald L. Gaskms ("Gaskms") do hereby represent and agree that Attorney Christopher P Biering:
("Escrow Agent") is holdmg $8, OOO OO of Gaskins’ money in hlS escrow account and that upon the-
_ signing of this Escrow Agreement (“Agreement”) and upon a Release of Lien recorded On behalfof
Stolf Construction, LT-,C (“Stolf”) (said Lien was recorded 'November l'.O, 2009, in'— the Berkeley
‘CountyROD Office in Book R, Volume 8201 at Page 201) against Roberson's real property known
. as 123 Jungle Lane, Cross, South Carohna Berkeley. County TMS #.081-00- OO 055) that Escrow
- Agent will release $1, 500 00 of thls amount to Stolf.

The remammg $6,500.00 w111 be held in Escrow Agent's esCcrow account pendmg court order
or mutual written agreement of Stolf and- Gaskms

In performmg its'duties hereunder the Escrow Agent shall not be liable for damages Iosses |

or expenses except for willful mmconduct or. breach of trust by Escrow Agent. .

, WITNESS WHEREOF the under51gned have affixed the1r hands and seal ,this
rof ,—e\> . ,2010.

- Witness = - - { o Thomas 0. Sanders, IV Esqulre
' "Attorney for Stolf Construction, LLC.
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* IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have affixed their hands and seals this S e

day of Febtary 2010

Christopher P. Biefing, Esquire.
Attorney for James Allison Roberson




I

R ' - S

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have affixed their hands and seals thiszq’ '

day of __Dgnui GV 2010.
Ryan D. Bluestein, Esquire” -
Attorney for Reginald L. Gaskins

S 100




CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

The unders1gned hereby certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all
matenal proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

/s/ Thomas O. Sanders, TV
Thomas O. Sanders v
Sanders Law Fi irm, LL.C
1738 Three Oaks Avenue
- Charleston, SC 29407
' (843)573 8828
ATTORNEY F OR APPELLANT

December 26,2012
7Ch§ifleston, South Carolina -




CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

a¥contains all
material proposed to be included by any of the parties and iy other material.

/s/ Thomas O. Sanders, IV
Thomas O. Sanders, IV

Sanders Law Firm, LLC

1738 Three Oaks Avenue
Charleston, SC 29407
(843)573-8828 ‘
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

December 26, 2012
Charleston, South Carolina

RECRIVE])

FEB 15 2013
SC Court of Appeals



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BERKELEY COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Roger M. Young, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2010-CP-08-3540

Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC and Reginald Gaskins, ............ Respondents,
V.
Stolf Construction, LLC, -..... SO e O Appellant.
PROOF OF SERVICE

[ certify that I have served the Final Brief of Appellant and the Record on
Appeal on Sweetgrass Home Builders, LLC and Reginald Gaskins by depositing a
copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on December 26, 2012,
addressed to its attorney of record: Christopher P. Biering, Esquire (116 East
- Railroad Avenue, Moncks Corner, SC 29461).

1738 Three Oaks Avenue
Charleston, South Carolina 29407
(843)573-8828

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

December 26, 2012
Charleston, South Carolina

FEB 15 2013
SC Court of Appeais



