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Subject: [A/V UNSCANNABLE]Case number 2025-001820
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Please submit these in my case thank you God bless
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS g
COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 2025-CP-08-3108 e
) -

DAVID HAYES and BROOKS A. ) -
HAYES, ) ORDER FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT S
Plaintiffs, ) o

VS. ) S

) S

MIRANDA MITCHUM, ) 2
) 9

Defendant, ) =

) m

A

=

m

=

<

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND e

O

s

On November 4, 2024, Plaintiffs commenced the 1nstant action by the filing and service g

of a Summons and Notice and Complaint wherein they seek, inter alia, a declaratory judgment E!
terminating a contract between the parties; for judgment for monies owed them by the Defendant 5
and for certain incidental relief. S
f

S

On December 9, 2024, Defendant filed her Answer by and through her attorney Jeffrey E

W. Kuykendall. S
=]

%

&

Attorney Kuykendall was thereafter relieved as counsel by order filed March 25, 2025.

Defendant did not engage substitute counsel and 1s pro se.

PLAINTIFES’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Plaintuffs’ filed their Motion for Summary Judgment on March 24, 2025.

Their motion came before the Court for hearing pursuant to notice at the Berkeley County
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Present at hearing were Plaintiffs” attorney John S. West, Esq. of the West Law Firm, PA

of Moncks Corner and Defendant without counsel.

In support of their motion Plaintiffs submitted their Memorandum in Support of Motion
for Summary Judgment, along with their atfidavit and various exhibits, all made a part of the

record.

Defendant submitted her Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs” Motion For Summary

Judgment and no aftfidavit(s).

From the pleadings, filings and the proceedings before me and based upon arguments by

counsel and the Defendant in open court, I find and conclude as follows:

FINDINGS OF SALIENT FACTS

I. The salient facts which I find herein are uncontroverted.

2. The subject matter herein involves a South Carolina Public Service Authority
(Santee Cooper) leased lot held by Plaintiff Brooks A. Hayes and a 1999 Clayton
Phoenix mobile home owned by David Hayes, together, (“Subject”), the same

located at 630 Levee Drive, Moncks Corner, Berkeley County, South Carolina. This
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averment was alleged in Plaintiffs’ Complaint and admitted in Defendant’s Answer.

3. On December 13, 2022, the parties entered into an Installment Contract of Sale,
(“Contract’), in writing whereby the Plaintiffs, together therein “Seller” and the
Defendant therein “Buyer” agreed to the purchase and sale of the Subject for the
purchase price of $62,994.77 on terms and conditions as therein contained. This

averment was alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint and admitted in Defendant’s Answer.
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