<O
ig ‘%‘ THE RICK HALL LAW FIRM, LLC
é’ ; 301 Gibson Road + PO. Box 1898 + Lexington, South Carolina 29071
I3 a PHONE 803.957.5333 - FAX 803.957.7717

Rick Hall
rick@sctrialattorneys.com

February 20, 2019
VIA HAND DELIVERY

J énny Abbott Kitchings : RBCBNED
Clerk of Court
Court of Appeals ‘ ' - FEB29 2019

1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201 SC CGUﬂ' of APPGHIS

RE: Monica Murphy, Employee, Appellant, vs. Halocarbon Products Corporation,
Employer, and Commerce Industry Insurance Company, c/o AIG Claims, Inc.,
Carrier, Respondents. _ '

Appellate Case No.: 2018-001526

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing please find the original (unbound) and fourteen (14) copies of the
Appendix and Supplemental Record On Appeal, the original (unbound) and fourteen (14)
copies of the Final Brief of Appellant and the original (unbound) and fourteen (14) copies of the
Final Reply Brief of Appellant in the above referenced matter, together with a Proof of Service.
Please file the originals with your office and return the clocked-in copies to my office in the
enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope provided for your convenience. I have also
enclosed an email between myself and Helen Hiser, wherein she consents to the additions to
the Record on Appeal.

By copy of this letter, I am also serving a copy of the same upon opposing counsel Helen
F. Hiser.

Yours truly,

FIH,III/gmt

Enclosures

cc:  James Lichty, Esquire
Helen F. Hiser, Esquire
Monica Murphy

Visit us on the web at www.sctrialattorneys.com
Or find us on Facebook at The Rick Hall Law Firm



Rick Hall

From: Helen Hiser <helen.hiser@mgclaw.com>

Sent: . Monday, February 11, 2019 10:24 AM

To: 'Rick Hall*

Cc: 'Glenda Taylor’; ‘diane@sctrialattorneys.com' .
Subject: RE: Murphy v. Halocarbon

That’s fine Rick — | know the feeling welll Please feel free to tell the Court of Appeals that we consent to these additions.
Helen '

From: Rick Hall [mailto:rick@sctrialattorneys.com]

Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 10:22 AM ' RECEIVED

To: Helen Hiser
Cc: 'Glenda Taylor'; diane@sctrialattorneys.com _
Subject: RE: Murphy v. Halocarbon , FEB 20 ng

Helen, SC Court of Appeals

Iam sorry, I should have said pages 191,192,193 and 195. And 181 of the Transcript
before the commission. My eyes were blurring late Saturday.

I am okay to add 26 and 27.
Please advise.

Frederick “Rick” I. Hall, III
The Rick Hall Firm, LLC
301 Gibson Road
Lexington, S.C. 29072
Phone (803) 957-5333

Fax (803) 957-7717

From: Helen Hiser [mailto:helen.hiser@mgclaw.com]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2019 10:07 AM

To: 'Rick Hall'

Cc: 'Glenda Taylor'; 'diane@sctrialattorneys.com'
Subject: RE: Murphy v. Halocarbon

Rick,

| have no objections to your proposed additions to the ROA. | would note that pages 189 and 194 (Lonnie Parsons cross)
of the hearing transcript are already in there. With respect to Dr. Mitchell, | would like to add page 26 of his deposition

if you are going to add page 27, just to give his statements context. If you are in agreement, we agree to your proposed
changes.



* Thanks,
Helen

From: Rick Hall [mailto:rick@sctrialattorneys.com]
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 4:56 PM

To: Helen Hiser

Cc: Glenda Taylor; diane@sctrialattorneys.com
Subject: RE: Murphy v. Halocarbon

Helen,

I hope you are doing well. I have some additional pages from the transcript of record
before the commission that I would like to supplement to the Court of Appeals. Those
pages are as follows and includes also a reference to Dr. Mitchell’s deposition.

Please advise me if you consent. Otherwise, I need to file a motion.

From the Cross Examination of George Campbell:

Page 181

‘From the Cross Examination of Lonnie Parsons

Page 189-195

From the Deposition of Dr. John Mitchell page 27.

Best regards,

Rick Hall

Frederick “Rick” I. Hall, III
The Rick Hall Firm, LLC
301 Gibson Road
Lexington, S.C. 29072
Phone (803) 957-5333
Fax (803) 957-7717

From: Helen Hiser [mailto:helen.hiser@mgclaw.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2019 4:20 PM

To: 'Rick Hall'

Cc: 'Glenda Taylor'; 'diane@sctrialattorneys.com’; Jim Lichty
Subject: RE: Murphy v. Halocarbon



