
This matter came before the Court for a hearing on June 2, 2026, on Defendant’s Motion 

for Summary Judgment and Plaintiff’s Motion to Amend her Complaint. Gene Connell appeared 

Court grants Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment in part and grants Plaintiff’s Motion to 

questions Plaintiff raised about the Court’s 

This case arises from Marion County’s termination of Plaintiff Chavis Watford from her 
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Plaintiff’s 2024 contract at that meeting or at any later 2025 Council meeting before it terminated 

that hearing on August 7, 2025, and denied Plaintiff’s r

Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment

In South Carolina, a municipality’s “council has no authority to make such contract 

are without force and effect upon succeeding councils.” 

rev’d in part on other 

This case is controlled by the South Carolina Court of Appeals’ decision in 

county administrator’s employment contract entered and approved by a prior council binds a 
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in January 2009, it offered Cunningham a new “written at

contract.” ham’s 2008 contract was no longer valid. 

When Cunningham refused to sign the “at will employment contract,” the 2009 Council 

circuit court granted the County’s motion for summary judgment because “Cunningham’s 2008 

contract was void and could not bind the 2009 Council.” 

Town of Sullivan’s Island v. Bluestein

2026) (“[I]f the subject matter of the [contract] entered into by the prior town council involves the 

Town’s legislative functions or governmental powers, the agreement cannot bind the current and 

ls.”). “[T]he appointment of a public officer ‘is a governmental function that 

local governing body.’” 
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Plaintiff contends that the statutory authority to “employ the administrator for a definite term” 

90. Four councilmembers’ terms expired at the end of 2024. Although those members were 

620 permits a council, in its discretion, to employ a county administrator “for a 

definite term,” but that language does not authorize one council to bind a successor council in the 

lso provides that the administrator serves “at the 

pleasure of the council.” Read together with 

permits a definite term only to the extent that the term does not impair the successor council’s 
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Watford’s 2024 contract. The contract is therefore void and unenforceable against Marion County. 

is an equitable remedy. “

” 

, which was void at the time of Watford’s 

, i.e. the “promise,” 

on a “promise” Therefore, Marion County’s motion 

Plaintiff’s final cause of action alleges negligence based on her termination without good 

n County’s motion for summary 
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Plaintiff’s Motion to 

leave to amend “shall be freely given when justice so requires and does not prejudice any other 

party.” Plaintiff 

promissory estoppel, “at will contractual employee,” violation of the South Carolina Payment of 

accompanied by a fraudulent act, and promissory estoppel under Rule 56 because Watford’s 

Plaintiff’s proposed claim under the South Carolina Payment of Wages Act also fails as a 

“at will contract ” 

different from a claim arising from an “at will contract” which is what Watford 

“[A]
” 
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Watford’s causes of action for breach of contract, breach of contract accompanied by a 

judgment as to the negligence cause of action is denied. Plaintiff’s motion to amend is granted 
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Marion Common Pleas

Case Caption: Chavis  Watford VS   Marion County

Case Number: 2025CP3300555

Type: Order/Summary Judgment

So Ordered

Jocelyn Newman

Electronically signed on 2026-08-13 12:11:05    page 8 of 8

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 A

ug 13 2:28 P
M

 - M
A

R
IO

N
 - C

O
M

M
O

N
 P

LE
A

S
 - C

A
S

E
#2025C

P
3300555



