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Good Afternoon,

Enclosed for filing, please find Appellant's Notice of Appeal, Appellant's Proof of
Service, and the two (2) orders that are being challenged in this matter. All counsel
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Litigation Paralegal
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SENT VIA U.S. MAIL 
Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 
Clerk, SC Court of Appeals 
Post Office Box 11629 
Columbia, SC 29211 
 
  
RE: Sheanna Simmons v. Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc., et al. 
 Case No.: 2021-CP-13-00465 
 
 
Dear Ms. Kitchens: 
 
Enclosed for filing with the Court of Appeals is the Notice of Appeal, Proof of Service for the 
Notice of Appeal, copies of the two (2) Orders being challenged on this appeal, and a check for 
the filing fee in the amount of $250.00.  
 
If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.    
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Lane D. Jefferies 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Enclosures as stated 
CC: T. David Rheney, Esquire 


May 19, 2022
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


 
__________ 


 
APPEAL FROM CHESTERFIELD COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 
 


The Honorable Michael S. Holt, Circuit Court Judge 
 


__________ 
 


Case No. 2021-CP-13-00465 
__________ 


 
Sheanna Simmons, Plaintiff,.............................................................................................Appellant,  


 
v. 


 
Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc.; Ronnie Dewayne James, Jr.,  
and Charles Ingram Lumber Co., Inc., Defendants, 
 
of which Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc. and Ronnie Dewayne James, Jr., …………..Respondents. 
 


__________ 
 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 
__________ 


 
 Appellant, Sheanna Simmons, appeals the following Orders of the Honorable Michael S. 


Holt: 


1. April 22, 2022 Order Granting Defendants Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc. and Ronnie 


Dewayne James, Jr.’s Motion for Entry of a Confidentiality Order and Motion for 


Extension of Time  


2. May 9, 2022 Form 4 Order Denying the Plaintiff’s Rule 59 Motion  


Appellant received written notice of said Orders on or about April 22, 2022 and May 9, 2022.   


 
[Signature on following page] 
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    s/ Lane D. Jefferies 


Lane D. Jefferies, Esquire 
S.C. Bar Number: 101764 
Anastopoulo Law Firm, LLC 
32 Ann Street 
Charleston, South Carolina 29403 
(843) 614-8888  
cld@akimlawfirm.com  


       Attorney for Appellant 
 
 
 
Counsel of Record for Respondents:  
 
 
T. David Rheney 
S.C. Bar Number: 13148 
Gallivan, White & Boyd, PA 
PO Box 10589 
Greenville, SC 29603 
(864) 271-9580   
drheney@gwblawfirm.com  
Attorney for Respondents 
 


  
  


May 19, 2022
Charleston, South Carolina
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________ 
 


APPEAL FROM CHESTERFIELD COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


_________ 
 


Case No.: 2021-CP-13-00465 
_________ 


 
 


Sheanna Simmons, Plaintiff,.............................................................................................Appellant,  
 


v. 
 


  
   


 
     


 
 


  
 


 
        


     


   


[Signature on following page] 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc.; Ronnie Dewayne James, Jr.,
and Charles Ingram Lumber Co., Inc., Defendants,


of which Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc. and Ronnie Dewayne James, Jr., …………..Respondents.
 __________


 PROOF OF SERVICE
 __________


 I certify that the Appellant’s Notice of Appeal was served on Respondents by Electronic 


Mail and U.S. Mail on May 19, 2022, addressed to Respondents’ attorney of record, T. David 


Rheney at Gallivan, White & Boyd, PA, P.O. Box 10589, Greenville, SC 29603.
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    s/ Lane D. Jefferies 


Lane D. Jefferies, Esquire 
S.C. Bar Number: 101764 
Anastopoulo Law Firm, LLC 
32 Ann Street 
Charleston, South Carolina 29403 
(843) 614-8888  
cld@akimlawfirm.com  


       Attorney for Appellant 
 
 
 
Counsel of Record for Respondents:  
 
 
T. David Rheney 
S.C. Bar Number: 13148 
Gallivan, White & Boyd, PA 
PO Box 10589 
Greenville, SC 29603 
(864) 271-9580   
drheney@gwblawfirm.com  
Attorney for Respondents 


 


  
  


May 19, 2022
Charleston, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  


COUNTY OF       


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 


 


      


  


      


PLAINTIFF(S)  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);  Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); 


 Other       
 


 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  Rule 40(j), SCRCP;  Bankruptcy; 


 Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 


      arbitration award;  


   Other       
 


  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 


 


  DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX): 


   Affirmed;   Reversed;   Remanded;   


 Other        
   


  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:  


 


ORDER INFORMATION 


This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  


  


For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 


 


This judgment was electronically 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                         . 


 


  


  


  


  


  


  


  


NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 


Charles Ingram Lumber Co., Inc.


05/09/2022


✔


2021CP1300465


This matter was originally before the court on April 14, 2022 on a motion be the defendant to
enlarge time and a motion for entry of confidentiality.  The Court granted both of these
motion from the bench and subsequently signed the proposed order that was filed.  The
Court then received a Rule 59 motion from the plaintiff.  After careful review of the pleadings,
case notes, and the filed motion, the Court respectfully denies the motion to reconsider in
this matter.


Ronnie Dewayne James, Jr. et alSheanna Simmons


Chesterfield


✔


✔
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Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note:  The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's 


entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to 


parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
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Chesterfield Common Pleas


Case Caption: Sheanna  Simmons VS Ronnie Dewayne James Jr. , defendant, et al


Case Number: 2021CP1300465


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


s/ Michael S. Holt, 2772


Electronically signed on 2022-05-09 12:02:03     page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


 


COUNTY OF CHESTERFIELD 


 


Sheanna Simmons, 


 


  Plaintiff, 


 


 vs. 


 


Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc. and Ronnie 


Dewayne James, Jr.,  


  


  Defendants. 


 


) 


) 


) 


 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


FOR FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


C.A. No.: 2021-CP-13-00465 


 


 


PROPOSED ORDER GRANTING 


DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR ENTRY 


OF A CONFIDENTIALITY ORDER AND 


MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 


 


 These matters are before the Court on motions of the defendants for entry of a 


confidentiality order and for enlargement of the time to complete production of documents ordered 


to be produced by December 13, 2021. For the reasons set forth below, the Court grants the 


motions. 


BACKGROUND 


 This lawsuit arises from an accident in Chesterfield County, South Carolina on November 


30, 2020. The plaintiff filed the summons and complaint on July 13, 2021. The summons and 


complaint, along with extensive interrogatories and requests for production of documents were 


served on defendants Cagle Brothers Logging, Inc. and Ronnie Dwayne James, Jr. on July 15, 


2021. The defendant responded to the plaintiff's discovery requests on November 4, 2021. In their 


discovery responses the defendants objected to many of the discovery requests. The plaintiff filed 


motions to compel full and complete discovery responses. 


 On November 8, 2021 a hearing was held on the plaintiff's motions to compel. The hearing 


judge requested that both parties prepare proposed orders granting and/or denying the motions. 


Thereafter, the defendants supplemented their discovery responses on November 12 and 


November 23, 2021. On November 29, 2021 the Court entered the Order granting the plaintiff's 
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motion, and provided the defendants until December 13, 2021 to fully respond to the plaintiff's 


discovery requests. 


 On December 7, 2021 counsel for the defendant at that time, Drew Bradshaw, prepared 


and sent a proposed confidentiality order to the plaintiff's attorney, Lane Jeffries,  requesting that 


the plaintiff consent to confidentiality of a small number of documents ordered to be produced due 


to the confidential and personal nature of some information contained within those documents. 


The plaintiff’s attorney did not respond to that request, and Mr. Bradshaw followed up with him 


on December 8, December 9 and December 10, 2021 to obtain consent. The plaintiff's attorney did 


not respond to any of those requests. Therefore, on December 13, 2021, the defendant filed a 


motion for extension of time to respond to the order compelling production and a motion for entry 


of a confidentiality order related to the documents in question. On that same date, which was the 


deadline set forth in the court order compelling production of the remaining documents, the 


defendant produced all remaining documents except those at issue here. The plaintiff’s attorney 


raised no objection to the motions at that time and did not reach out to Mr. Bradshaw regarding 


motions. 


 Mr. Bradshaw left Gallivan, White & Boyd in January 2022 and Mr. Rheney took over the 


defense of the case. An in-person hearing of the motions was set for April 13, 2022 in Chesterfield. 


On April 11, 2022, Mr. Rheney reached out to plaintiff’s counsel by phone and email to ask his 


position on the motions, and to let him know that he had a previously scheduled deposition in 


Charleston set for the same date as the hearing which needed to be postponed if the hearing was 


going forward. Plaintiff’s counsel did not respond to either of those attempts to reach him. 


Therefore, on the morning of April 12, 2022, Mr. Rheney again reached out to plaintiff’s counsel 


by email to find out if he intended to oppose the motions and to let him know of the need to cancel 


the deposition in Charleston if so. Plaintiff’s counsel did not respond to that email either. However, 
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at 4:30 p.m. that afternoon Mr. Jeffries filed a memorandum in opposition to the motions on the 


basis that the motions were "simply a Motion to Alter or Amend the Order entered on November 


29, 2021". In his memorandum, Mr. Jeffries stated that he had never received the discovery 


responses that were due on December 13, 2021. He also filed a motion for sanctions against the 


defendant on that same basis. 


 The hearing of the defendant’s motions was held in Chesterfield on April 13, 2022. Mr. 


Rheney attended the hearing but Mr. Jeffries did not. During the hearing, Mr. Rheney provided 


the procedural history noted above, none of which was disputed by plaintiff's counsel in 


attendance, Dale Cabler. In addition, Mr. Rheney noted that the only documents for which the 


defendant sought confidentiality were 1) the cell phone records of Mr. James, 2) the cell phone 


records of his family members, 3) a copy of any automobile insurance policies, including the 


declarations page, in effect on any of the defendant’s other vehicles or the vehicle of any other 


person residing in the defendant’s household, 4) a copy of the defendant’s Facebook archive, and 


5) copies of the defendant’s complete state and federal tax returns for the five tax years 


immediately preceding the year the incident occurred. All other records ordered to be produced 


had been produced by the original deadline of December 13, 2021. In response, Mr. Cabler argued 


that the plaintiff opposed the motion on the basis that it was in effect an attempt to alter or amend 


the previously entered Order compelling production, which should have been filed within 10 days 


of issuance of the Order on November 29, 2021.  In reply, the defendants argued that they did not 


object to production of the documents and that therefore Rule 59(e) did not apply, and also noted 


that Mr. Bradshaw had attempted to contact plaintiff’s counsel a minimum of four times within 10 


days of issuance of the Order to request confidentiality, and that plaintiff’s counsel had failed to 


respond to any of those requests in any way, which then necessitated the filing of the motions at 


issue here. 
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ORDER 


 The Court finds that the motions are reasonable under the circumstances as there would be 


no need for publication of the information sought to be protected beyond the confines of this 


litigation. The Court further finds that the motions are not an effort to alter or amend the previously 


entered Order compelling production, and are therefore not subject to the filing requirements of 


Rule 59(e). The motions were timely made by the deadline of the Order compelling production, 


and were limited to a small subset of documents deserving of confidentiality. All other documents 


were timely produced consistent with the Order. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, the Court grants the defendant motions for entry of a confidentiality 


order consistent with the previously submitted proposed protective order of confidentiality, and 


the defendant's motion for enlargement of time of seven (7) days after the entry of this Order to 


complete their responses to the requests for production of documents. 


 AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 


 


       ________________________ 


       Judge Michael S. Holt 


       Circuit Judge,  Chesterfield County  


       Court of Common Pleas  


 


Date: __________________ 


___________________, South Carolina 
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Chesterfield Common Pleas


Case Caption: Sheanna  Simmons VS Ronnie Dewayne James Jr. , defendant, et al


Case Number: 2021CP1300465


Type: Order/Other


So Ordered


s/ Michael S. Holt, 2772
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