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exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Attached please find our letter to the Clerk, Appellant’s Notice of Appeal, the Orders
being challenged on appeal and Proof of Service of same in the captioned case.  Our
check for the 250.00 filing fee is being mailed this date.
 
Counsel for Respondent is being copied on this email.
 
Please advise if anything further is needed at this time.
 
 
Gene M. Connell, Jr., Esquire/sm
Kelaher, Connell & Connor, P.C.
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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 ham’s 2008 contract was no longer valid.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 


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







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
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FORM 4  


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  


COUNTY OF       


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 


 


      


  


      


PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 


 


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.  
 


 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)  Statement of Judgment 


by the Court:  


 


ORDER INFORMATION 


This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  


  


For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 


 


This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a 


copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on                         . 


 


  


  


  


  


  


  


  


NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 


Chavis Watford


2025CP3300555


Marion County


✔


✔


Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration (filed on 8/31/26) is DENIED.


✔


09/01/2026


Adam J. Neil for Marion County
Gene McCain Connell, Jr. for Chavis Watford


Marion
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Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note:  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 judgment to 


parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
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Marion Common Pleas


Case Caption: Chavis  Watford VS   Marion County


Case Number: 2025CP3300555


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


Jocelyn Newman


Electronically signed on 2026-09-01 14:53:11    page 3 of 3
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