
’

’

The moving defendants are all defendants except for “Mary Dow Jackson, as Personal 
Representative of the Estate of Gordon Louis Jackson” and “John Doe 4.”
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2020 after Dykes’ letter providing notice that rent would 

“for” line

By Errata sheet, Ives sought to add a clarification that “Car City pays rent for Car City’s use of 
the buildings, not for Heather’s use of 911.” 
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the subject commercial property is because she has operated a business there for “so many 

years.”

—

—with “permission through [her] dad ” who pays rent for the building. 

’

of the Campbell family even sent their children to Plaintiff’s driving school. 

Summary judgment is appropriate only when “the evidence before the court shows that 

”

of material fact, and once that showing is made, the nonmoving party must “come forward with 

specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial.” 

judgment may not rely on speculation or the mere existence of a “scintilla” of evidence; rather, the 
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’

’

When occupancy arises with the owner’s consent, it “can never ripen into an adverse title unless a 

party.” 

Because Plaintiff’s occupancy 

–

, 386 S.C. at 444, 688 S.E.2d at 856 (“a party cannot adversely 

possess property used with permission” absent a “clear disclaimer of the owner’s title”). 

s’
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’s possession is not exclusive.

“indicate[s] [her] exclusive ownership of the property” and without “subserviency to, or 

recognition of the title of the true owner.” 

be “exclusive of any other right.” That Car City, Inc. has paid rent and that 

collected rent on the property means Plaintiff’s asserted possession is 

App. 1987) (“Where an owner of propert

of the legal owner prevails to the exclusion of the other”);

There is no genuine issue of material fact underlying these critical elements of Plaintiffs’ 

’
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