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» COUNTY OF RICHLAND L

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

JUDGML . IN A CIVIL CASE

" [OJ ACTION DISMISSED( CHECK REASON): O Rule lZ(b) SCRCP [JRule 41(a), SCRCP (Vgﬁ\lons@ n

_This order [} ends;[:]_ does not end the case.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OS 0TS “900“ " CASENUMBER: 2010CP4006486

Kevin Schumacher Lance Hoover

PLAINTIFF(S) ' -DEFEND‘A’NT'(S)' 3

Submitted by: ___ e en Attorney. for [:] Plaintiff- l:] Defendant or: D Self- Repr@nted Litigant I

. : Iy A e

, : DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK. ONE) =z 5 =

O JURY VERDICT. This action came before the.court for.a trial by jury. The'issues have been tried and:a Qrd“ct re@ ed. 3: .

[ DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have becn?fhed or, heard- and a

décision rendered : Qe ' = M_

C) Rule 43(k);: SCRCP- (Scttlcd), ] other Loy ?
O ACTION STRICKEN.(CHECK REASON): (] Rule 40()), SCRCP N Bankruptcy, T ': .

) Bitiding arbitration, subJect to'right to restore to-confirm, vacate-or modify arbitration.award, D Other c
O DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO' THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK: APPLICABLE BOX): i
[ Affirmed; [JReversed; [] Remanded; D Other '
NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE'RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING'LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT-
RULING IN-THIS APPEAL: . . ) ' :
T 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [X) See attached order (formal order'to follow) [] Stateinent of Judgment by ihe Court:

ORDERINFORMATION

Additional Information for:the Clerk :

| Complete thisisection below when the. judgment affects title:to-real or.personal property or if any amount should be €nrolled. 1f there

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX

is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in.one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor-of (List:name(s) bélow). Judgment Agamst (List name(s). below) Judgme_n‘_t:Amount‘-To-=be Enrolled .

"5
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If applicable, describe the prop'erty; including lax»map:in'formatvion and address, referenced .in the order:

Circuit Court Judge : ’ _ Judge Code Date

The..judgment mformauon above -has been provided by the submmmg pany ‘Displiies. concerning. the: amourits, contained in ‘this. form may bc
addressed by way of motion-pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be-computed suchas interest or additional taxablc -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.

‘For Clerk of Court Office Use OnIy

This judgment -was entered on the __ .. day of .20 and-a copy mailed first class or placed in-the appropnate ‘
attorney’s box on this 8 October 2013 to attorneys of record or to*parties (when appearing pro.se) as follows: :

Kirby Darr Shealy 1l Elizabeth Ann Blackwell James Edward Bradley

TATTORNEY.(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) T TATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S) |

Court Reporter Clerk:of Court

SCRCP Form 4C-(10/2011)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND
Kevin Schumacher,
PIaimiff,
vS.

Lance Hoover,

Defendant.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

C/A No. 2010-CP-40-06486

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFESS 2
MOTION FOR JNOVAND 2, &
PLAINTIFF’S RULE 59 M@TION, <7,
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This matter was tried before the Court on January 3, 4, and 5, 2012. The jury ruled’;n

. favor of the Deféndant on the Plaintiff*s claims and on the Defendant’s counterclaims.

After the verdict, the Court heard the parties’ arguments regarding the proper form for the

award as well as the Court’s decisions regarding fees, costs, and damages.

The Court issued an order signed May 22, 2012, and filed May 23, 2012, awarding the

Defendant attorney’s fees, -costs, and damages on his counterclaims.

On approximately May 29, 2012, the Plaintiff moved for an order amending the judgment
“on the grounds that the Court’s order did not address ‘Plaintift’s motion for judément
notwithstanding the verdict filed on January 17, 2012.” |

| The Plaintiff later appealed this Court’s order to the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

The matter is now pending before the Court of Appeals. The Court of Appeals requested
by Order filed September 26, 2013, that this Court rule upon the Rule 59 motion.

With'this in mind, for the reasons previously stated in 6pen court and in the Court’s
Order of May 22, 2012, the Court denies the Plaintiff’s motion for judgment notwithstanding the

verdict and denies the Plaintiff’s Rule 59 Motion regarding that same subject matter. The jury
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_received ample evidence in this matter, the decision was properly put to the jury, and the jury
ruled in favor of the Defendant Lance Hoover. For this reason, the Plaintiff’s motion for

jddgmcm notwithstanding the verdict and the PlaintifP’s Rule 59 motion are denied.
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he Hpnorabl&@asey Manning

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Columbia, South Carolina

October , 2013



