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d/b/a Craft Design Co., and Alka
Construction Co,,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) TN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS -
) o :
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON } C/ANo.: 2019-CP-10-03131
J. Doe, )
)
Petitioner, )
)
v. ) ORDER CLARIFYING FORM 4
: )  ORDERDATED JANUARY 17,2020
Design Review Board (DRB) of the Town of ) _
Sullivan’s Island (S.1.), Svjetlana Bilic ) RECEIVED
Damjanovic, Individually and d/b/a Alka )
Construction Co., Branko Damjanovic, ) MAR 23 297
Individually and d/b/a Alka Construction ) - ,
Co., Kerneth Craft, ITT, Individually and ) SC Court of Appsals
)
)
)
)

Respondents.

This matter is before Court upon Respondent Design Review Board of the Town Of
Sullivan’s Island’s (““DRB”) motion for au order clarifying or reconsidering portions of the Form
4 Orxder dated January 17, 2020 ( “Order™). The Court grants the Motion as explained below.

On January 17, 2020, the Court issued an Order stating as follows;

Plaintiffs Motion to Dismiss is denied. Plaintiff's Motion to Recuse is denied.

Plaintiff's Motion tg Alter or Amend is denied.! Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and

Strike the Answer is granted.

See Order. The Order also indicafed that the it ended the case. The Court hereby amends the

Order to make clear that pursuant to the last sentence of the Order, Motion to Dismiss filed by the

! This Order does not relate to the first three sentences of the Court's ruling: “Plaintiff's Motion
to Dismiss is denied. Plaintiff's Motion to Recuse is denied. Plaintiff's Motion to Alter or Amend
is denied,”
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DRB on July 24, 2019 is granted in full.> The Court also makes clear that no Defendants’ answer
is stricken. |

Additionally, the Court issues this order to make clear that the DRB’s decision that is on
appeal is affirmed. The Court considered all the filings by Petitioner to date and arguments
presented at the hearing and has determined the DRB should be affirmed. There is no basis to
overtumn the decision of the DRB—the decision is fully supported by the record and there was no
error of law.

Therefore, DRB’s Motion to Dismiss filed on Jily 24, 2019 is GRANTED and the DRB’s
decision is AFFIRMED.

" ANDIT IS SO ORDERED!

[Tudge’s electronic signature on the following page]

2 The DRB’s Motion to Dismiss seeks dismissal of the following: Doe’s request for mediation,
request for declaratory judgment, takings claim, request for actual, special, and compensatory
damages, and request for punitive damages, The Court grants that Motion in full.



