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should be determined by the finder of fact. Because the above-described incidents and allegations
involve numerous separate acts and/or omissions, including but not limited to the failure to
properly hire, train, supervise, intervene, discipline, and/or terminate the employment of the
individuals who committed the various negligent, reckless, and grossly negligent acts or omissions
on the part of the Defendants, Plaintiffs have alleged multiple “occurrences” as to all Defendants
pursuant to Chastain v. Anmed Health Found., 388 S.C. 170 (2010) and Boiter v. SCDOT, 393
S.C. 123 (2011) for the purpose of calculating the applicable damages caps, if any.

72. As the direct and proximate result of the negligence, gross negligence, carelessness,
recklessness, and failure of one or more of the Defendants to use the appropriate care under the
circumstances, Plaintiffs’ injuries and damages include but are not limited to embarrassment,
humiliation, fear, horror, depression, mental anguish, loss of freedom, loss of quality of life,
anxiety, emotional distress, economic damages, as well as personal and professional reputational
damages, for which the Plaintiffs are entitled to recover in an amount to be determined by a jury
at the trial of this action.

AS A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

(DEFAMATION- DEFENDANT TOWN OF BLYTHEWOOD AND DEFENDANT GRIFFIN,
IN HIS INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY)

73. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.

74. The statements and actions made by the Defendant Griffin, acting in his capacity
as Mayor of Town of Blythewood, during and after Plaintiff’s unlawful detention as to Plaintift’s
character, and as to her being a trespasser, were false publications wrongly accusing Plaintiff.
These statements were defamatory per se. Defendants’ false statements also tended to subject
Plaintiff to ridicule, contempt, disgrace, suffering, anguish, horror, nervousness, grief, anxiety,

worry, shock, humiliation, and shame. Those slanderous statements were false when made, were

15

¥2v.007dDS520¢#3SVO - SYI1d NOWINOD - ANVTHOIYH - INd 20:S 0€ 190 S20¢ - d3TId AT1VIOINOHLO3 13



made without regard to their truth or falsity, were made without justification, and were made for
the purpose and intent of damaging the reputation of Plaintiff or with reckless disregard of their
effect on Plaintiff’s reputation.

75. Alternatively, if it is shown that Defendant Griffin was acting outside the course
and scope of his employment and/or with actual malice, Plaintiff Michelle Layman asserts
Defendant Giffin is liable in his individual capacity for the statements and actions made by the
Defendant Griffin during and after Plaintiff’s unlawful detention as to Plaintiff’s character, and as
to her being a trespasser, were false publications wrongly accusing Plaintiff. These statements
were defamatory per se. Defendants’ false statements also tended to subject Plaintiff to ridicule,
contempt, disgrace, suffering, anguish, horror, nervousness, grief, anxiety, worry, shock,
humiliation, and shame. Those slanderous statements were false when made, were made without
regard to their truth or falsity, were made without justification, and were made for the purpose and

intent of damaging the reputation of Plaintiff or with reckless disregard of their effect on Plaintiff’s

reputation.
76. Those statements have impeached, injured, and damaged Plaintiff.
77. As actual and proximate cause of Defendant Griffin’s conduct in making such false

statements, Plaintiff has sustained harm, including general and special damages in the amount to
be determined at trial.

78. Defendant Griffin acted willfully and/or wantonly in making the statements
described above.

79. At all times Defendant Griffin was acting in his capacity as Mayor of Town of

Blythewood.
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80. As a result of the acts and omissions of Defendants, Plaintiff is entitled to actual
and punitive damages in an amount to be determined by a jury.

AS A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(FALSE ARREST/FALSE IMPRISONMENT - DEFENDANT TOWN OF BLYTHEWOOD)

81.  Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all preceding paragraphs as though fully set forth
herein.

82.  Defendant, acting jointly and in concert, and through its employees and agents,
through their words and acts, falsely imprisoned and detained the Plaintiff during the above-
described times.

83.  Beginning at the time Defendant unlawfully detained Plaintiff Michelle Layman at
Doko Manor through the time of Plaintiff’s left by ambulance, Defendant restrained Plaintiff and
imprisoned him.

84. The restraint of Plaintiff by Defendant was intentional.

85.  The restraint of Plaintiff by Defendant was without sufficient probable cause.

86. The restraint of Plaintiff by Defendant was unlawful, as there was no probable
cause or justification for Defendants to restrain Plaintiff, imprison Plaintiff, and hold him against
his will.

87.  As a result of the Defendant’s detaining, and imprisoning Plaintiff, Plaintiff has
suffered injury and damages, including not limited to embarrassment, medical damages
humiliation, mental anguish, loss of freedom, loss of quality of life, anxiety, distress, suffering,
fright, horror, nervousness, grief, worry, fear, shock, shame, depression, and emotional distress.

88. As a result of the acts and omissions of Defendant, Plaintiff is entitled to actual and

punitive damages in an amount to be determined by a jury.
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AS A FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(ABUSE OF PROCESS — DEFENDANT TOWN OF BLYTHEWOOD)

89.  Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all preceding paragraphs as though fully set forth
herein.

90. The Defendant, acting jointly and in concert, and through its employees and agents,
willfully and with an ulterior purpose used the legal process against Plaintiff Michelle Layman,
which constitutes actionable abuse of process under South Carolina law.

91. The Plaintiffs suffered great harm as a proximate result of the Defendant’s abuse
of process.

AS A FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(LOSS OF CONSORTIUM — ALL DEFENDANTS)

92. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all preceding paragraphs as though fully set forth
herein.

93. At all times relevant and material to this action, Fred Layman was the lawful
husband of Michelle Layman.

94, As a direct and proximate result of the negligent, grossly, negligent, reckless,
willful and wanton acts previously set forth on the part of the Defendants, Michelle Layman
suffered severe, permanent and painful injuries, causing Mr. Layman to be deprived of the
companionship, aid, society and services of his wife; that further, Mr. Layman is informed and
believes that he will continue to suffer losses and damages as a result of these injuries in the future,
all to his loss and damage in a sum to be determined by the jury for both actual and punitive
damages.

95. Plaintiffs demand a jury trial of these causes of action as contemplated by Rule

38(b), SCRCP.
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DAMAGES

96. As a proximate result of Defendants actions and omissions, the Plaintiffs suffered

some or all of the following injuries and damages:

a.

b.

L.

Past, present, and future emotional distress;
Loss of freedom;

Loss of time;

Loss of enjoyment of life;

Restriction of movement;

Physical manifestation of emotional distress;
Damage to her reputation;

physical pain and suffering;

Punitive damages;

Other general and special damages;

All other available past and future economic and noneconomic damages,
and

Other damages as will be shown through discovery and at trial.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully prays that the Court enter judgment against the

Defendants for Plaintiffs’ damages in an amount to be determined by a jury, for the reasonable

costs of this action, for interest, for all other available damages under applicable law, and for such

other relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Signature Block on Following Page
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Columbia, South Carolina
October 30, 2025

Respectfully Submitted,

s/Jeremiah J. Shellenberg

Thad L. Myers S.C. Bar No. 12576

Jeremiah J. Shellenberg S.C. Bar No. 100235
Thad L. Myers, P.A. & Associates

1727 Hampton Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

(803) 252-0005 (telephone)

(803)252-0110 (fax)
thad@thadmyerspa.com
11@thadmyerspa.com

A. Kip McAlister, Jr. S.C. Bar No. 78213
Hawk Law Group, L.L.C.

156 Laurens Street NW

Aiken, SC 29801

(706)722-3500 (telephone)
(866)295-0234
kmcalister@hawklawgroup.com

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
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