From: Paralegal

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: Josh Hawkins; Helena Jedziniak; Jim Davis; William Smith; knoxhaynsworth@bmembhlaw.com; Gravely, Perry H.
Law Clerk (Hunter D. Williams)

Subject: Filing: Notice of Appeal--Kierra Johnson v. Greenville County, et al. Case No.: 2020-CP-23-02023

Date: Thursday, August 20, 2020 2:12:14 PM

Attachments: image001.png

NOA packet kierra johnson.pdf
Itr--COA transcript reqg notification.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please find attached for filing and service, Plaintiff's Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service to all
parties, in the above mentioned case, sent via electronic filing only. A physical copy has been sent
via U.S. Mail with a check for the filing fee to the Court.

Additionally, please find attached correspondence regarding the transcript, which has been ordered.

All parties’ counsel have been copied here for service and notification. If you would, please send
back a clocked copy for our records, and should you need anything further, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Monica Brody
Paralegal » Hawkinz & Jedziniak, LLC

8 Office (884) 275-8142 | Cell (864) 558-5271 | Fax [864) 7520911
= monicai@thijllcsc.com

@ 1225 South Church Street | Greenville, ScouthCarclina 29805

&
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mailto:monica@hjllcsc.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:josh@hjllcsc.com
mailto:Helena@hjllcsc.com
mailto:Jim@LDH-Law.com
mailto:smithwm@smithandhaskell.com
mailto:knoxhaynsworth@bmemhlaw.com
mailto:pgravelylc@sccourts.org
mailto:pgravelylc@sccourts.org

Monica Brody
Pardegal  Havkins & Jedzniak, LLC

O ofice (50 2755142 | Col(864 5565271 | Fax (854 752:0911
@ morica@nilsc.com

© 1225 South Crurch Street | Gresnville, SouthCaroins 28605
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Hawkins & Jedziniak, LLC

1225 South Church Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29605
Telephone: (864) 275-8142
Facsimile: (864) 752-0911
josh@hjllesc.com
helena@hjllesc.com

August 20, 2020

Jenny Abbot Kitchings

Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Re: Kierra Johnson v. Greenville County, Greater Greenville Sanitation District, the South
Carolina Department of Transportation, American Southern Insurance Company, and
the State Fiscal Accountabil ity Authority
Case No. 2020-CP-23-02023

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Please find the following enclosed for filing in the above-mentioned case:

Notice of appeal;

Proof of Service to all parties:

The orders in which the appeal is being filed; and,
A check for the filing fee of $250.00.

% &% %

With this mailing, we are serving counsel for the respondent and copying the South
Carolina Court Administration.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office,

-SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW -

Enclosures

CC:





Gr nville, South Carolina
M 2020

Rcspectﬁﬂly Submitted,

HAWKIN; & ; LIC

Joshu& T/Haw, ins, S.C. Bar #78470
Helena L, Jedziniak, S.C, Bar #100825
1225 South Church Street

Greenville, South Carolina 29605
(864) 275-8142 (telephone)

(864) 752-0911 (facsimile)
josh@hjllc.com

helena@hjllcsc.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff





James M. Davis, Jr.

LINDEMANN, DAVIS & HU GHES, P.A.
Post Office Box 6923

Columbia, South Carolina 29260

Office: 803-881-8920

Email: jim@ldh-law.com

William McBee Smith

Smith & Haskell Law Firm

218 E. Henry Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

PH: (864)582-6727

FAX: (864) 585-8358
smithwm@smithandhaskel].com

Knox L. Haynsworth, III, Esquire

Brown, Massey, Evans, McLeod & Haynsworth, LLC
P.O. Box 2464

Greenville, SC 29602

(864) 271-7424 Ext. 105 - Phone
(864) 242-6469 - Fax
knoxhaynsworth@bmemhlaw.com

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely’s Chambers
P.O. Box 219

Pickens, South Carolina 29671
pgravelysc@sccourts.org

The South Carolina Office of Court Administration
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely, Circuit Court Judge

e T A Appellant,

V.
Greenville County, Greater Greenville Sanitation District, the South Carolina Department of

Transportation, American Southern Insurance Company, and the State F iscal Accountability
Authority

Of whom American Southern Insurance Company is the............oo.....____ Respondent.

Case No. 2020-CP-23-02023

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Kierra Johnson appeals the Order of the Honorable Perry H. Gravely, dated August 11,
2020, denying plaintiff’s Motion to Reconsider the Judge’s Order dismissing American Southern

Insurance Company. The appellant received electronic notice of the entry of Judge Gravely’s order
on August 11, 2020.

stJoshua T. Hawkins

Joshua T. Hawkins, S.C. Bar #78470
Helena L. Jedziniak, S.C. Bar #100825
Hawkins & Jedziniak, LLLC

1225 South Church Street

Greenville, South Carolina 29605
(864) 275-8142 (telephone)

(864) 752-0911 (facsimile)

Attorneys for Appellant

August 20, 2020





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE )
Kierra Johnson, )
) Civil Action No. 2020-CP-23-2023
Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
) ORDER
Greenville County, Greater Greenville )
Sanitation District, the South Carolina )
Department of Transportation, American )
Southern Insurance Company, and the )
State Fiscal Accountability Authority, )
)
Defendants. )
)

This matter is before the Court on Defendants Greater Greenville Sanitation District
(GGSD) and American Southern Insurance Company (ASIC) motion to dismiss/strike. A hearing
on this motion was held on Friday, July 24, 2020, with counsel for al] parties present. The hearing
was held by WebEx Video Conference and phone, which was consented to by all parties. After
reviewing the complete file, the motions and memorandum in support, and hearing arguments from
all parties, the undersigned now grants these Defendants motion to dismiss/strike as follows.

Initially, counsel for Defendants GGSD and ASIC argued that the Plaintiff, who is a third
party tort claimant, could not bring a direct action against ASIC, as South Carolina law does not
allow a direct action against a third party insurer by a tort claimant. See Trancik v. USAA Ins. Co.,
354 8.C. 549, 581 S.E.2d 858 (Ct. App. 2003) (no privity of contract exists between an injured
person and the tortfeasor’s liability insurer, and the injured person has no ri ght of action.); see also

Thibault v. Cleland, 294 S.C. 138, 363 S.E.2d 114 (Ct. App. 1987). This Court agrees and find

that there can be no direct action against a third party insurer by a tort claimant. This court also
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finds that to the extent the Plaintiff is attempting to bring a claim for improper claims handling or
wrongful adjustment of a claim, that claim i8 also barred by clearly established law. See Gaskins
v. Southern Farm Bureau Cas, Ins. Co., 343 S.C. 066, 541 S.E.2d 269, 272 (Ct. App. 2000);
Swinton v. Chubb & Son, Inc., 283 S.C. 11, 320 S.E.2d 495 (Ct. App. 1984); Masterclean, Inc. v.
Star Ins. Co., 347 S.C. 405, 556 S.E.2d 371,377 (2001).

Finally, counsel for these Defendants asserted that while the Plaintiff did not specifically
allege a cause of action for bad faith against Defendant ASIC, she does allege in her Complaint
that American Southern engaged in bad faith. Counsel for these Defendants argued that the South
Carolina Supreme Court has explicitly rejected such third-party bad faith claims. See Kleckley v.
Northwestern National Casualty Company, 338 S.C. 131, 134, 526 S.E.2d 218, 219 (2000). This
Court finds the clearly established law bars any claim, including one for bad faith against a third
party insurer by a tort claimant. Plaintiff, as a third-party tort claimant, lacks standing to
commence any action seeking any relief against ASIC. Park v, Safeco Ins. Co. of America, 251
S.C. 410, 162 S.E.2d 709 (1968). Therefore, this Court finds as a matter of law that the Plaintiff,
as a third party tort claimant, has no viable claim against Defendant ASIC.

The only cause of action against Defendant ASIC is for abuse of process. While this Court
has ruled that there can be no claim brought by the Plaintiff against this Defendant, this Court
specifically finds that a claim for abuse of process against a third party insurer must fail as the
Plaintiff cannot establish that Defendant ASIC caused any process to issue or improperly used
process after it had been issued. See Rycroft v. Gaddy, 281 S.C. 119, 314 S.E.2d 39 (Ct. App.
1984). Therefore, based on the clearly established law, there can be no claim brought against

Defendant ASIC by the Plaintiff, and Defendant ASIC must be and is dismissed from this action

with prejudice.
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The Plaintiff also asserted a claim for punitive damages against Defendants GGSD and
ASIC, which are clearly barred by the South Carolina Tort Claims Act. S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-
120(b). Therefore, this Court strikes al] claims for punitive damages with prejudice.

Counsel for these Defendants also asserted Plaintiff failed to properly serve Defendant
GGSD by mailing the Complaint to them by certified mail, which is clearly not proper service on
a governmental entity, as service can only be accomplished by personally serving it on the
governmental entity. See Rule 4, SCRCP. However, counsel for Defendant GGSD has agreed to
accept service of the amended complaint on behalf of Defendant GGSD, and therefore, this issue
is now moot.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Defendant ASIC is dismissed from this action with
prejudice, all claims for punitive damages against Defendants GGSD and ASIC are stricken from

the Plaintiff’s Complaint with prejudice, and counsel for Defendant GGSD will accept service of

the amended complaint.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Signature of Judge Gravely on followin g page
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Greenville Common Pleas

Case Caption: Kierra Johnson vs. Greenville County , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2020CP2302023

Type: Order/Dismissal

So Ordered

s/ Honorable Perry H. Gravely, #2755

Electronically signed on 2020-07-31 16:29:43  page 4 of 4
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Greenville County, Greater Greenville Sanitation
District, the South Carolina Department of
Transportation, American Southern Insurance
Company, and the State Fiscal Accountability
Authority

) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ; CASE NO. 2020-CP-23-02023
Kierra Johnson, ; PLAINTIFF’S
Plaintiff, ) MOTION TO RECONSIDER
)
VS. )
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

COMES NOW, the plaintiff, and respectfully requests that the Court reconsider its ruling
of August 3, 2020, which dismissed defendant American Southern Insurance Company,

The plaintiff respects the Court’s ruling, but the plaintiff is required to file a Rule 59(e)’
motion to preserve certain issues for appeal. The plaintiff respectfully submits that the Court
should alter or amend its ruling, and that American Southern Insurance Company should not be
dismissed. In its ruling, the Court relied on Trancik v. USAA Ins. Co., 354 S.C. 549, 581 S.E.2d
858 (Ct. App. 2003). However, the plaintiff did not sue ASIC for breach of contract. The Court
also relied on Gaskins v. Southern Farm Bureau Cas. Ins. Co., 343 S.C. 666, 541 S.E.2d 269,272
(Ct. App. 2000). However, the plaintiff did not bring an action for improper claims practices, even

though ASIC clearly engaged in improper claims practices?, Finally, the Court relied on Kleckley

' The plaintiff makes this motion pursuant to South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure 54, 59, including subpart (e),
60, and all other applicable Rules.
* Currently, South Carolina does not recognize a private cause of action for improper claims practices, even though

the plain language of the statute unambiguously provides one. The plaintiff preserves this issue for appeal, because
the law should be modified to conform with the plain language of the statute.
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v. Northwestern National Casualty Company, 526 S.E.2d 218 (2000), but the plaintiff did not sue
ASIC for bad faith.

The plaintiff respectfully submits that ASIC’s motion and memorandum amounted to an
effort to manufacture a basis for dismissal where none existed. This is evidenced by the cases cited
by ASIC, none of which pertain to the allegations contained in the complaint. The plaintiff may
Sue any entity for its negligence and recklessness which causes the plaintiff to sustain damages,
and the plaintiff has done so in this case. Dismissal of the plaintiff’s claims against ASIC for
negligence and recklessness was therefore improper.

The plaintiff also stated a cause of action against ASIC for abuse of legal process. In
dismissing this cause of action, the Court relied on Rycroft v. Gaddy, 314 S.E.39 (Ct. App. 1984),
a case with facts different from those in this case. However, the language of Rycroft actually

supports the plaintiff’s position:

The essential elements of abuse of process are: first, an ulterior purpose and second, a willful act in
the use of process not proper in the regular conduct of the proceeding. Some definite act or threat
not authorized by the process, or aimed at an objective not legitimate in the use of process is
required. Huggins v. Winn-Dixie, 249 S.C. 206, 153 S.E. (2d) 693 (1967).

The plaintiff pled: 1) ASIC’s ulterior purpose (Paragraph 44 of the Complaint states ASIC
used legal process for an “improper purpose.”); 2) a willful act in the use of process which is not
proper (Paragraphs 44-47): and 3) an act by ASIC that is aimed at an illegitimate objective
(Paragraphs 46 and 47). If the Court's ruling were based on the fact that some of ASIC’s tortious
conduct occurred before process was issued, then the proper ruling is an amendment to add a
malicious prosecution claim, not dismissal (See Huggins .. .the distinction between. .. malicious
prosecution and...abuse of process is ‘that a malicious prosecution consists in maliciously causing
process to be issued, whereas an abuse of process is the employment of legal process for some

purpose other than that which it was intended by the law to effect.””),
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The Court stated that service on a governmental entity is improper. Neither Rule 4(d)(5)
nor 4(d)(6) requires that service by accomplished by hand-delivery. Rather, both subsections state
that “deliver[y of] a copy of the summons and complaint” completes service. It appears this issue

will not affect litigation going forward, but the plaintiff preserves this issue in an abundance of

caution.

The plaintiff preserves for appeal all issues related to this litigation and the hearing that

was held on July 24, 2020 and the order of August 3, 20203,

Hawkins & Jedziniak, LL.C

s/ Joshua T. Hawkins
Joshua T. Hawkins, Federal Bar #1141 8
Helena L. Jedziniak, Federal Bar #12809
1225 South Church Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29605
Greenville, South Carolina (864) 275-8142 (telephone)
August 3, 2020 (864) 752-0911 (facsimile)
Josh@hjllcsc.com
helena@hjllcsc.com

3 The plaintiff preserves for appeal all issues related to State and Federal constitutional violations, including violations
of the Equal Protection Clause, the Seventh Amendment right to a jury trial, the right to Due Process, and all other
issues which may be briefed on appeal. The plaintiff preserves for appeal the Court’s dismissal of the plaintiff’s prayer

for punitive damages, as ASIC is not immune from punitive damages and as the law that protects governmental entities
from punitive damages should be modified,
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Greenville

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2020CP2302023

Kierra Johnson
PLAINTIFF(S)

Greenville County et al
DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

[] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court,
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):[ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP: [ Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); D Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);
[Jother

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[] Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[_] Bankruptey;

Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award:
D Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
Affirmed: D Reversed: E] Remanded;
Other

10

NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE  FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [:| See attached order (formal order to follow) Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

See Page 2.

ORDER INFORMATION
This orderD ends |V [does not end the case. See Page 2 for additional information,

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was clectronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 08/11/2020 .

-

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/3 1/2017) Page 1 of 2
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Court Reporter;

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se, See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's
will mail a copy of the judgment to

Plaintiff filed a Motion to Reconsider its Order of August 3, 2020 dismissing defendant
American Southern Insurance Company. After review of the Motion, applicable law and
the full record in this case, the Court finds that Plaintiff has failed to identify any error of
law or other error in the foregoing Order and that no further hearing is necessary to
address Plaintiff's Motion. The Court, having made the foregoing finding, concludes that
Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider should be denied. It is therefore:

ORDERED that Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider the Court's Order Granting Defendant
American Southern Insurance Company’s Motion to Dismiss is DENIED.

Plaintiff's Motion also addressed the Order of July 24, 2020 which found that service on
Greater Greenville Subdivision District was not proper under Rule 4. Rule 4(d)(6)
governs service on a Governmental Subdivision and requires "delivering a copy of the
Summons and Complaint to the chief executive officer or clerk thereof or by serving the
summons and complaint in the manner prescribed by statute..." Plaintiff did not comply
with Rule 4(d)(6) but served this defendant by certified mail, which is not available for
governmental subdivision based on Rule 4(d)(8). But this is all moot since Counsel for
Defendant Greater Greenville Sanitation District agreed to accept service on its behalf.

Therefore, Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider is Denied.

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/201 7 Page 2 of 2
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Greenville Common Pleas

Case Caption: Kierra Johnson vs. Greenville County , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2020CP2302023

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

s/ Honorable Perry H. Gravely, #2755

Electronically signed on 2020-08-11 11:38:05 page3of3
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2020-CP-23-02023

Kierra Johnson, Appellant,

V.

Greenville County, Greater
Greenville Sanitation District,
the South Carolina
Department of T ransportation,
American Southern Insurance
Company, and the State Fiscal
Accountability Authority

Of whom American Southern
Insurance Company is the, Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

[ certify that I have served a copy of the Appellant’s Notice of Appeal, electronically to
the Court of Appeals, and to the following attorney of record for the Respondent to the following
electronic addresses, on this date August zﬁ 2020.

James M. Davis, Jr.

LINDEMANN, DAVIS & HUGHES, P.A.
Post Office Box 6923

Columbia, South Carolina 29260

Office: 803-881-8920

Email: jim@]dh-law.com






s/Joshua T. Hawkins

Joshua T. Hawkins, SC Bar #78470
Helena Jedziniak, SC Bar #1 00825
Hawkins & Jedziniak, LLC

1225 South Church Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29605
(864) 275-8142

josh@hjllesc.com
helena@hjllcsc.com

Attorneys for Appellant

August 20, 2020

CC:

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely’s Chambers
P.O. Box 219
Pickens, South Carolina 29671

William McBee Smith

Smith & Haskell Law Firm

218 E. Henry Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

PH: (864)582-6727

FAX: (864) 585-8358
smithwm@smithandhaskell.com

Knox L. Haynsworth, I1I, Esquire

Brown, Massey, Evans, McLeod & Haynsworth, LL.C
P.O. Box 2464

Greenville, SC 29602

(864) 271-7424 Ext. 105 - Phone

(864) 242-6469 - Fax
knoxhaynsworth@bmemhlaw.com

The South Carolina Office of Court Administration
1220 Senate Street
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
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Hawkins & Jedziniak, LLC

1225 South Church Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29605
Telephone: (864) 275-8142
Facsimile: (864) 752-0911
monica@hjllcsc.com

August 20, 2020

-via electronic filing/service: ctappfilings.com-
Ms. Jenny Abbot Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Re:  Kierra Johnson v, Greenville County, Greater Greenville Sanitation District, the South

Carolina Department of Transportation, American Southern Insurance Company, and
the State Fiscal Accountability Authority

Case No. 2020-CP-23-02023

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Please allow this letter to serve you as notification that the transcript from the hearing upon
which this appeal has been filed has been requested. Please find enclosed proof of request form
and correspondence with the Court Reporter.

A copy of this letter is being sent to counsel for the Respondent as well. Should you have
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office,

Sincerely,

Monica Brody
Paralegal

Enclosures

CC:





James M, Davis, Jr.

LINDEMANN, DAVIS & HUGHES, P.A.
Post Office Box 6923

Columbia, South Carolina 29260

Office: 803-881-8920

Jim@ldh-law.com

William McBee Smith

Smith & Haskell Law Firm

218 E. Henry Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

PH: (864)582-6727

FAX: (864) 585-8358
smithwm@smithandhaskell.com

Knox L. Haynsworth, 111, Esquire

Brown, Massey, Evans, McLeod & Haynsworth, LLC
P.O. Box 2464

Greenville, SC 29602

(864) 271-7424 Ext. 105 - Phone
(864) 242-6469 - Fax
knoxhaynsworth@bmemhlaw.com

The Honorable Perry H. Gravely’s Chambers
P.O.Box 219

Pickens, South Carolina 29671
pgravelysc@sccourts.org

The South Carolina Office of Court Administration
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201





LETTER ORDERING TRANSCRIPT FROM COURT REPORTER

August 20, 2020

Hollie M. Jenkins
P.O. Box 16506
Greenville, SC 29606

RE:  Kierra Johnson v, Greenville County, Greater Greenville Sanitation District, the South

Carolina Department of Transportation, American Southern Insurance Company, and
the State Fiscal Accountability Authority

Case No. 2020-CP-23-02023

Dear Ms. Jenkins,

On July 24, 2020, the above case was tried before the Honorab]e Perry H. Gravely,

Circuit Court Judge, in Greenville County. My records indicate that you were the court reporter
for this case.

[ request that you provide me with a transcript of the proceedings. Please transcribe the
entire record.

[ agree to pay the per page charge for this transcript as provided by Rule 607, SCACR.

Sincerely,

s/Joshua T. Hawkins
Joshua T. Hawkins

1225 South Church Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29605
(864) 275-8142
Attorney for Appellant






Transcript Request Form

» Which are not provided for free or at reduced rates to any party. Please send by mail
a money order or certified bank check to the court reporter in order to obtain the transcript. Some court
reporters may accept personal checks. Please check with the court reporter to see if this option is available.
Once your request is received, you will receive a copy of this form with the bottom portion completed.
Please promptly submit your payment in order for the transcript to be provided. If you need to cancel the

transcript request for any reason, you are responsible for paying for the pages of the transcript that have
already been completed at the time of the cancellation,

uestor’s Information
Phone Number

Full Name

Email Address

Joshua Hawkins 864-275-8142 josh@hillcsc.com
Mailing Address City Zip Code

1225 South Church Street
=<2 >0uth Church Street

Greenville
Transcript Information

Case Caption (i.e. State v. John Doe or Smith v. Smith)
Kierra Johnson v. Greenville Count Greater Greenville Sanitation District

the South Carolina Department of Transportation, American Southern
| Insurance Company, and the State F iscal Accountability Authority

29605

Docket Number
2020-CP-23-02023

’__—_—“_—_—___ % 5
Date(s) of Proceeding Circuit [X] County
July 24, 2020 Family [_] Greenville
Presiding Judge Expedited Yes [ ]
Perry H. Gravely No [X]

Court Reporter(s)

Opposing Counsel
Hollie M. Jenkins

James Miller Davis Jr.. William McBee Smith,
Charles F. Turner, Jr.. Knox L. Haynsworth.

Requestor’s Signature: s/Joshua T. Hawkins Date: August 19, 2020
(Typed name will serve as Signature)

Note: If you are ordering a transcript pursuant to Rule 207(a)(1), SCACR, you must contemporancously
furnish all parties, the Office of Court Administration, and the clerk of the appellate court with copies of
all correspondence with the court reporter,

s e
Full Name

For Court Reporter Use Onl
Date Received

Email Address

Notice of Estimate to Requestor Party

Date: Number of Pages: Estimated Amount

Mailing Address for Payment







