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PER CURIAM: Jefferson Davis, Jr. appeals the circuit court's order dismissing
his amended complaint with prejudice for failure to timely serve Respondents. On
appeal, Davis argues the circuit court erred in (1) misinterpreting a prior court
order and (2) dismissing his case with prejudice instead of allowing him to serve
his amended complaint. We affirm.

We hold the circuit court did not err in dismissing Davis's complaint with
prejudice. A prior court ordered Davis to name and serve Respondents previously
named as John Does 1-20 within fifteen days of the court's order. Davis failed to
serve them within the time prescribed in the court's order. Moreover, Davis
previously had an opportunity to amend his complaint and failed to comply. Thus,
the circuit court did not err in dismissing Davis's complaint with prejudice. See



Doe v. City of Duncan, 417 S.C. 277, 285-86, 789 S.E.2d 602, 606 (Ct. App. 2016)
(concluding the circuit court properly dismissed Doe's action because he did not
serve the City within the statutory timeframe and, thus, did not commence a civil
action); Brown v. Evatt, 322 S.C. 189, 194, 470 S.E.2d 848, 850-51 (1996) (finding
the court properly dismissed the plaintiff's action when the plaintiff failed to serve
the summons and complaint); Georganne Apparel, Inc. v. Todd, 303 S.C. 87, 92,
399 S.E.2d 16, 19 (Ct. App. 1990) (finding the trial court did not err in dismissing
the plaintiff's causes of action with prejudice when the relief granted "was not too
harsh under the totality of the circumstances" and the plaintiff had been given an
opportunity to litigate).

AFFIRMED.!

THOMAS, MCDONALD, and HEWITT, JJ., concur.

' We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.



