STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF ORANGEBURG )
) Civil Action No. 2019-CP-38-00416
Jeffrey Wideman, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs. ) ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION |
o ) RECEIVED)
Cemetery Equity Solutions, Inc., )
) Mar 292023
Defendant. )
)

SC Court of Appeals

The Defendant’s Motion to Alﬁer or Amend and Relief from Judgment filed on December
20, 2022 alleges several errors made by this Court in its Order dated December 15, 2022. The
Plaintiff filed their Answer to the Motion on January 20, 2023.
This Court dispenses with a hearing on the Motion and makes the following Findings of
Fact:
FINDINGS OF FACT
1) The Order does state that a damages hearing was held which is an
error. The hearing was a trial on the issue of breach of contract for services
performed. This error had no effect on the Order issued on December 15, 2022.
2) The Order was in error in referring to the letter of Tim Hart as being dated
October 31, 2022. The letter was actually dated October 31, 2018. Again, this error
had no effect on the Order of December 15, 2022.
3) Any failure of the Plaintiff to submit invoices weekly was waived by the
Defendant who continued to use the services of the Plaintiff and continued to make
some payments of the submitted invoices. There was no testimony that the Defendant

ever complained of this problem to the Plaintiff. The Court fully considered all
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exhibits submitted including the Plaintiff’s spreadsheet and the invoices submitted by
the Defendant.

4) The Court properly found that the dispute over payments made pursuant to
the contracts for regular services was limited to the dates of November 3, 2017 to
September 7, 2018 and the contracts for additional services was limited to October 7,
2017 to September 23, 2018. The Court also found that no money was owed to the
Plaintiff from the beginning of the contract to the above dates since he presented no
evidence otherwise.  Additionally, there was no evidence presented of any
overpayments made during this time. As a result, the Court did consider the full
extent of the contracts in question. This is consistent with the testimony of the
Plaintiff’s witness that invoices were properly paid at the beginning of the contracts.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Motion to Alter or Amend and for Relief of
Judgment is denied for the reasons set forth herein.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Th\Hoﬁ réble)éfn/ kson, Jr.
Master-In-Equity, O ge g SC

February 28, 2023
Orangeburg, South Carolina
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