
DEFENDANT’S 

Defendant’s

Reconsider the Court’s order entered April 14, 2026 and Defendant’s Motion to 

Defendant’s
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mortgage. This fact is not contested by Defendant.  To grant Defendant’s motions would result in 

somehow alleviate Defendant’s obligations under these debt instruments.
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the wife’s notice not occurring until 2014 and further notice regarding the judgment not 

’

courts determined what constituted “reasonable time” by considering the notice each 

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 A

ug 18 11:22 A
M

 - O
R

A
N

G
E

B
U

R
G

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2025C
P

3800212



In Rutland’s Motion to Vacate, Rutland admits to receiving notice of the 2016 action and default 

Defendant’s arguments.

the definition of “void” is only applicable to judgments 

LaSalle Bank Nat’l Ass’n v. Davidson
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jurisdiction, nor subject matter jurisdiction. The 2017 Judgment should not be rendered “void” 

The Language in the Complaint Waiving a Deficiency Was a Scrivener’s Error

or scrivener’s 
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use of forms for pleadings. The Court finds that Paragraph 17 of the Complaint was a scrivener’s 

Defendant’s motions are denied for the reasons set forth above.  To the extent any 

Defendant’s motions

in the Court’s 
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Orangeburg Common Pleas

Case Caption: Teal Holdings, Llc VS Eddie  Rutland , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2025CP3800212

Type: Master/Order/Other

So Ordered

James B. Jackson, Jr.  3077 Master in Equity

Electronically signed on 2026-08-18 09:54:13    page 7 of 7
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