
PARKER’S

JASON D’CRUZ, MAX FRATODDI, 

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’ 

(“the Instant Motion”) 

filed on April 7, 2026, by the Parker’s Defendants (Gregory M. Parker, Gregory M. Parker, Inc. 

d/b/a Parker’s Corporation, Blake Greco, and Jason D’Cruz), joined by Defendants Max Fratoddi, 

ctively, “Defendants”), 

captioned matter (“the Instant Case”). 

The Parker’s Defendants filed their supporting m

a supplemental memorandum on June 29, 2026, regarding a “Crowd the Courthouse” campaign 
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–

before it, the Court now grants the Parker’s Defendants’ Motion to Change Venue.

The United States and South Carolina’s Constitution and statutes establish the right to seek 

, 366 U.S. 717, 722 (1961). “The theory of our [trial] system is that the conclusions to be 

er of private talk or public print.” 

requires transfer “if extraordinary local prejudice will prevent a fair trial.” 

561 U.S. 358, 378 & n.11 (2010); S.C. Const. Art. I, § 14 (“The right of trial by jury shall be 

preserved inviolate.”).

South Carolina’s Constitution mandates that the General Assembly pass laws for the 
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n such county, with four days’ notice given 

d: “If a change is ordered it shall be to a county in the same judicial circuit, and the 

judge shall order the record to be removed to such county.” Notwithstanding this language, the 

to Laurens County (8th Judicial Circuit) “in order to obtain 

an impartial jury”). As detailed herein, the Court finds that compelling evidence establishes that 

–
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’s overzealous reporting efforts, we observed, “led to considerable 

disruption” and denied the “judicial serenity and calm to which [the defendant] was entitled.”)

– –
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When pretrial publicity is at issue, “primary reliance on the judgment of the trial court 

makes [especially] good sense” because the judge may base the evaluation on the Court’s “own 

juror.” 

In support of their motion, the Parker’s Defendants submitted to the Court: (1) the affidavit 
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filed by the Parker’s Defendants and copies were provided to the 

included Spartanburg County as a “control” venue in his survey. He found that Hampton/Allenda

—eighty percent had heard “a great 

deal” or “a lot” about the Beach wrongful death lawsuit, seventy

pretrial publicity has created “spillover” prejudice specific to Hampton/Allendale that is not 

that jurors’ own assurances of impartiality are unreliable given the “third person effect.” Mr. 

In opposition to Defendants’ motion, Plaintiffs argue the Parker Defendants’ motion is 

the “formidable” burden required under S.C. Code Ann. § 15

, arguing that counsel Rhett Ricard’s 
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evidentiary weight. Second, Plaintiffs challenge the reliability of Mr. Repass’s survey and 

surp the Court’s role under 

, and that his selection of Spartanburg County as a “control” venue while 

omitting Colleton, Jasper, and Beaufort Counties undermines the survey’s validity. Third, 

and that the Parker Defendants’ reliance on out

publicity targeted at the Parker’s Defendants and their counsel. And while Plaintiffs’ counsel 

’
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THE COURT’S FINDINGS

and Mr. Repass’ supplemental affidavit (all filed before the July hearing and prior to any 

old Mallory Beach (the “Boat Crash Case”); 

claimed Mallory Beach’s life (the “Murder Case”). The Boat Crash Case, the Murder Case, and 

denied the Defendants’ motion to change venue. However, the instant case is distinguishable 

Gregory M. Parker, Inc.’s Memorandum in Support of Motion to Transfer Venue at pg. 4, 
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00111 (S.C. Ct. Com. Pl. filed Mar. 9, 2020) (“Boat 

Crash Case”). Additionally, the extensive pretrial publicity arising from the

reversal of Mr. Murdaugh’s 

conviction; and (3) the onslaught of negative publicity focused specifically on the Parker’s 

Defendants’ motion. Here, the Defendants move to change venue pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 

emotional convictions have a substantial likelihood of materially impairing prospective jurors’ 
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that Defendants’ Motion to Change Venue is 
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Hampton Common Pleas

Case Caption: Renee S. Beach , plaintiff, et al VS Gregory M. Parker , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2021CP2500392

Type: Order/Change of Venue

It is so Ordered.

s/ R. Keith Kelly - 2165

Electronically signed on 2026-08-12 13:30:56    page 11 of 11
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