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'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE - ) THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
. N )
)
_ )
Marion James Dodd ) Civil Action No. 2017—CP 23g)1 177
‘ . ) BEL =
Plaintiff, ) My - B
) aefn
)N . ORBERR =
) PEs =
) -;_:)’@% rae
g ENTERED COMPUTER
) | ; |
State of South Carolina, ) REeETVED
, ) :
Defendant. ) SEP 13 2017
)

| SC Court of Appeals

This Court convened a hearing concerning the State’s motion for summary judgment on
April‘ 13, 2017. Kevin Maroney appeafed and argued on behalf of the State’s fnotion. That
motion included affidavits. Mr. Dodd was also present and argued against the motion for
summary judgment. After hearing from both parties, .the Court ruled from the bench. The State’s
motion was granted for the following ireasons. |

L Rule 56 |

“Summary judgment is appropriate when it is clear there is no genuine issue of material

fact and the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law.”! Under Rule 56(b), a .

defending party can move for summary judgment at any time.

' State Farm Fire & Casualty Co. v. Breazell, 324 S.C. 228, 230, 478 S.E.2d 831, 832 (1996)
(citing Café Associates, Ltd. v. Gerngross, 305 S.C. 6, 406 S.E.2d 162 (1991)).
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