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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASFAug 192024
COUNTY OF ANDERSON
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2022CP0402359 SC Court Of Appe
Casey Putnam et al. Jamie Marie Mcadams et al.
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Attorney for : [_| Plaintiff [[] Defendant
Submitted by: R. Lawton McIntosh or

[] Self-Represented Litigant

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. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.

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) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

O O X 0O

3

ORDER INFORMATION

THIS MATTER IS BEFORE THE COURT ON PLAINTIFFS CONTENTION THAT THERE IS A VALID
AND ENFORCEABLE LEASE OPTION TO PURCHASE THE PROPERTY IN QUESTION. THE
PLAINTIFF CLAIMS THAT THE OPTION TO PURCHASE WAS FOR $50,000 OR LESS. DEFENDANT
ANSWERED AND COUNTERCLAIMED CONTENDING THAT PLAINTIFF WAS IN DEFAULT AND
SEEKING DAMAGES FOR FAILURE TO PAY RENT AND FOR ATTORNEYS FEES. DEFENDANT
DENIES THE ENFORCEABILITY OF THE OPTION TO PURCHASE, AND IF THE OPTION TO
PURCHASE WAS ENFORCEABLE, THE PLAINTIFF IS IN DEFAULT.

PLAINTIFF ENTERED INTO THE AGREEMENT ON AUGUST 5™, 2020. THE LEASE OPTION TO
PURCHASE STATED: “OPTION TO PURCHASE, $50,000 NEGOTIABLE”. “NEGOTIABLE” IS NOT
DEFINED IN THE LEASE. THEREFORE, THE COURT USES THE PLAIN AND ORDINARY
MEANING OF THE WORD NEGOTIABLE. ACCORDING TO MERRIAM-WEBSTERS DICTIONARY,
NEGOTIABLE IS DEFINED AS, “OPEN TO DISCUSSION OR DISPUTE”. PLAINTIFFS ASSERTION
THAT THE LANGUAGE OF THE LEASE OPTION TO PURCHASE MEANT THAT PLAINTIFF
COULD PURCHASE THE PROPERTY FOR $50,000 OR LESS IS NOT SUPPORTED BY THE
EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD. THE $50,000 NEGOTIABLE LANGUAGE IN THE LEASE OPTION
CREATES A LACK OF A MEETING OF THE MINDS AS TO PLAINTIFFS RIGHT TO PURCHASE
THE PROPERTY UNDER THE LEASE OPTION SINCE THE TERM IS AT BEST AMBIGUOUS.
THEREFORE, THERE IS NO VALID AND ENFORCEABLE CONTRACT FOR PLAINTIFF TO
PURCHASE THE PROPERTY.

HOWEVER, EVEN IF THE COURT ASSUMED THAT THERE WAS A MEETING OF THE MINDS,
PLAINTIFF IS IN DEFAULT BASED ON HER FAILURE TO PAY RENT ON THREE SEPARATE
OCCASSIONS. THE FIRST BEING FROM JULY OF 2021 TO DECEMBER OF 2021. ALTHOUGH
PLAINTIFF DID NOT PAY FOR THIS TIME PERIOD, THE COURT AGREES THAT PLAINTIFF

COULD NOT PAY RENT UNTIL A PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE WAS APPOINTED. THE SECOND

OCCASION PLAINTIFF FAILED TO PAY RENT WAS FROM APRIL OF 2022 TO DECEMBER OF

2022. THE THIRD OCCASION WAS FROM JANUARY OF 2023 TO JUNE OF 2023. FURTHER,
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PLAINTIFF LAST MADE A RENT PAYMENT IN JUNE OF 2023, AND HAS CURRENTLY BEEN
LIVING AT THE PROPERTY FOR 13 MONTHS WITHOUT MAKING A RENT PAYMENT.
ACCORDINGLY, PLAINTIFF WOULD HAVE NO RIGHT TO ENFORCE THE LEASE OPTION IN
THE EVENT THAT IT WERE ENFORCEABLE DUE TO BEING IN DEFAULT CURRENTLY AND ON
MULTIPLE OCCASSIONS PRIOR.

PLAINTIFF REMAINED AND IS PRESENTLY A HOLD-OVER TENANT IN THE PROPERTY ON A
MONTH-TO-MONTH BASIS. PLAINTIFF IS RESPONSIBLE FOR RENT WHILE IN POSSESSION OF
THE PROPERTY. THEREFORE, DEFENDANT IS ENTITLED TO 13 MONTHS OF RENT PAYMENTS

AT THE RATE OF $800 PER MONTH. DEFENDANT IS ALSO ENTITLED TO ATTORNEYS FEES AND
POSSESSION OF THE PROPERTY.

PLAINTIFF IS GIVEN A REASONABLE AMOUNT OF TIME TO VACATE THE PROPERTY.
HOWEVER, IF PLAINTIFF CONTINUES TO OCCUPY THE PROPERTY AFTER AUGUST 157, 2024,
THIS WILL RESULT IN PLAINTIFF OWING $800 FOR THE MONTH OF AUGUST. NOTHING IN
THIS ORDER SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO ALLOW PLAINTIFF TO REMAIN IN POSSESSION OF
THE PROPERTY. SHOULD THIS MATTER BE APPEALED BY PLAINTIFF, PLAINTIFF IS TO PAY
THE SUM OF $800 PER MONTH TO THE CLERK OF COURT UNTIL THE REMITTITUR FROM THE
APPELLATE COURT IS ISSUED. DEFENDANTS COUNSEL, MR. TALLEY IS TO PREPARE A
FORMAL ORDER FOR THE COURT.

This order [X] ends [_] does not end the case.

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

$

$

$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will clectronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

2155

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of .20 and a copy mailed first class or

placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of .20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:
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ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, 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 judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
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Anderson Common Pleas

Case Caption: Casey Putnam , plaintiff, et al VS Jamie Marie Mcadams , defendant,
et al

Case Number: 2022CP0402359

Type: Order/Form 4

S/R. LAWTON McINTOSH

S/RLAWTON McINTOSH
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