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It’s that moment every lawyer 
hopes for in a bench trial. Opposing 
counsel has finished presenting all 
of the evidence supporting an issue 
critical to their client’s case, and 
the evidence is simply not enough 
to establish their claim. At this 
point, a lawyer may consider mov-
ing for a judgment on the merits. 
One may be tempted to move for a 
judgment as a matter of law under 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 
50(a), but the correct procedure in 
federal court is to move for judg-
ment on the merits pursuant to 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 52(c) 
or, in state court, for involuntary 
non-suit under SCRCP 41(b). While 
these two sets of rules are com-
monly confused by lawyers, such a 
mistake need not occur. The pur-
pose of this article is to clarify the 
scope of Rule 52(c) and SCRCP 41(b) 
and explore the differences be-
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tween a motion brought under this 
rule and other dispositive motions.

Scope of Rule 52(c)
 Rule 52(c) provides:

  If a party has been fully heard 
on an issue during a nonjury 
trial and the court finds against 
the party on that issue, the 
court may enter judgment 
against the party on a claim or 
defense that, under the con-
trolling law, can be maintained 
or defeated only with a favor-
able finding on that issue. The 
court may, however, decline to 
render any judgment until the 
close of the evidence. A judg-
ment on partial findings must 
be supported by findings of 
fact and conclusions of law as 
required by Rule 52(a).

 A judgment under Rule 52(c) 
“operates as a decision on the mer-
its in favor of the moving party.”1 
Importantly, judgment may be 
“entered against both plaintiffs and 
defendants with respect to issues 

or defenses that may not be wholly 
dispositive of a claim or defense.”2 
The current version of Rule 52(c) 
incorporates a former version of 
Rule 41(b), which provided for 
bench trials to be involuntarily 
dismissed as a matter of law when 
the plaintiff failed to carry its bur-
den of proof. In 1991, this provision 
was deleted from Rule 41(b) and 
inserted into Rule 52(c),3 although 
that transfer was never made to 
the South Carolina rules. A judg-
ment rendered under this rule is 
properly referred to as a “judgment 
on partial findings” or “judgment,”4 
although it is often still called an 
involuntary dismissal.5

 Rule 52(c) contemplates that a 
judge in a bench trial is to fully en-
gage in fact finding when entering 
a judgment on partial findings. Spe-
cifically, when considering a motion 
under Rule 52(c), the court “applies 
the same standard of proof and 
weighs the evidence as it would at 
the conclusion of the trial.”6 In oth-
er words, the court “does not view 
the evidence through a particular 
lens or draw inferences favorable 
to either party.”7 An appellate court 
will review the court’s findings of 
fact under Rule 52(c) under the 
clearly erroneous standard.8

Timing
 Rule 52(c) expressly permits 
the court to enter judgment “at any 
time that it can appropriately make 
a dispositive finding of fact on the 
evidence.”9 This may occur “earlier 
than the close of the case of the 
party against whom judgment is 
rendered.”10 In addition, a court 
may enter judgment on partial 
findings sua sponte “at any time 
during a bench trial, so long as the 
party against whom judgment is to 
be rendered has been ‘fully heard’ 
with respect to an issue essential 
to the party’s case.”11 While the 
Rule implies that a party need not 
wait until the close of the opposing 
party’s case to move for a judg-
ment, logistically, that is when this 
motion is most likely to be made. 
Regardless, if the motion is made 
before the end of the trial, the 
court can choose to take it under 
advisement and proceed with the 

trial.12 Under such circumstances, 
the movant should renew the mo-
tion at the close of the case.13 

Waiver
 Importantly, if the court denies 
or reserves ruling on a Rule 52(c) 
motion made during trial, and 
the moving party puts additional 
evidence on the issue raised in the 
motion, the movant waives its right 
to appeal the court’s denial of, or 
failure to rule on, the motion.14 
“The significance of this rule is that 
on appeal from a final judgment 
the court will look to all of the evi-
dence and not merely that put in as 
part of the plaintiff’s case.”15 Thus, 
a lawyer should consider carefully 
when to make a motion under Rule 
52(c) and what evidence to put on 
if the motion is not immediately 
granted. A lawyer may ultimately 
conclude that the prospect of waiv-
er renders the motion unsuitable 
and wait to challenge the sufficien-
cy of the evidence on appeal. Such 
a strategy is possible, as failure 
to make a Rule 52(c) motion does 
not preclude appealing the court’s 
findings based on insufficiency of 
the evidence supporting the court’s 
conclusions.16

Comparison to judgment as a 
matter of law under Rule 50(a)
  As noted above, a motion for 
judgment on partial findings can 
easily be confused with a motion 
for judgment as a matter of law 
under Rule 50(a). Rule 50(a)(1)  
provides:

  If a party has been fully heard 
on an issue during a jury trial 
and the court finds that a rea-
sonable jury would not have 
a legally sufficient evidentiary 
basis to find for the party on 
that issue, the court may: (A) 
resolve the issue against the 
party; and (B) grant a motion 
for judgment as a matter of law 
against the party on a claim or 
defense that, under the con-
trolling law, can be maintained 
or defeated only with a favor-
able finding on that issue.

 Motions under both Rule 50(a) 
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and Rule 52(c) operate as a deci-
sion on the merits in favor of the 
moving party and can be entered in 
favor of plaintiff or defendant. The 
timing for these motions is also 
similar. Like a Rule 52(c) motion, a 
motion for judgment as a matter 
of law can be made once a party 
“has been fully heard on an issue.”17 
However, a Rule 50(a) motion is 
only applicable in jury trials.18 And, 
unlike Rule 52(c), a party cannot 
challenge the sufficiency of the 
evidence in a jury trial unless it 
first makes a Rule 50(a) motion and 
then reasserts that motion under 
Rule 50(b)19 after the jury returns 
its verdict.20 In addition, unlike a 
bench trial wherein the court is 
the factfinder,21 under Rule 50(a) 
the court may not make credibil-
ity determinations or weigh the 
evidence.22 Also, a trial court’s grant 
or denial of a Rule 50(a) motion is 
reviewed de novo.23 
 While the distinction between 
Rule 50(a) and Rule 52(c) is import-
ant, courts in this circuit gener-
ally have not denied a motion for 
judgment on partial findings for 

failure to identify the applicable 
rule. Rather, where a party has 
incorrectly moved for judgment as 
a matter of law under Rule 50(a) in 
a bench trial, courts have identified 
the error and proceeded to resolve 
the motion under Rule 52(c).24 

Comparison to summary judg-
ment under Rule 56(a)
 While Rule 52(c) and Rule 50(a) 
apply to trial settings, Federal Rule 
of Civil Procedure 56 provides an av-
enue to bring a dispositive motion 
prior to trial. Rule 56(a) provides:

  A party may move for summa-
ry judgment, identifying each 
claim or defense—or the part 
of each claim or defense—on 
which summary judgment is 
sought. The court shall grant 
summary judgment if the 
movant shows that there is 
no genuine dispute as to any 
material fact and the movant 
is entitled to judgment as a 
matter of law. The court should 
state on the record the reasons 
for granting or denying the 

motion.

Unlike judgment entered under 
Rule 52(c), summary judgment is 
made “on the basis of facts es-
tablished on the strength of the 
absence of contrary evidence or 
presumptions and without the ben-
efit of live testimony and cross-ex-
amination.”25 In addition, a grant 
or denial of summary judgment is 
reviewed de novo, rather than under 
the clearly erroneous standard of a 
Rule 52(c) judgment.26 

Comparison to involuntary non-
suit under SCRCP 41(b)
 SCRCP 41(b) provides, in perti-
nent part, that:

  After the plaintiff in an action 
tried by the court without a 
jury has completed the pre-
sentation of his evidence, the 
defendant, without waiving his 
right to offer evidence in the 
event the motion is not granted, 
may move for a dismissal on 
the ground that upon the facts 
and the law the plaintiff has 
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shown no right to relief.

  The court as trier of the facts 
may then determine them 
and render judgment against 
the plaintiff or may decline to 
render any judgment until the 
close of all the evidence. If the 
court renders judgment on the 
merits against the plaintiff, the 
court shall make findings as 
provided in Rule 52(a). Unless 
the court in its order for dis-
missal otherwise specifies, a 
dismissal under this subdivi-
sion and any dismissal not pro-
vided for in this rule, other than 
a dismissal for lack of jurisdic-
tion or for improper venue or 
for failure to join a party under 
Rule 19, operates as an adjudi-
cation upon the merits.

 Other than a slight difference in 
nomenclature, South Carolina still 
uses the phrases “involuntary dis-
missal” and “involuntary nonsuit,” 
the same general approach as the 
Federal Rules apply. Thus, it is this 
rule, not SCRCP 50, that must be in-

voked in bench trials.27 As in federal 
court, Rule 41(b) allows the judge 
as fact finder to weigh the evidence 
and determine the facts.28 That also 
means that, on appeal, the trial 
court’s determination will be given 
substantial deference. “In an action 
at law, on appeal of a case tried 
without a jury, the findings of fact 
of the judge will not be disturbed 
upon appeal unless found to be 
without evidence which reasonably 
supports the judge’s findings.”29

 In sum, other than a difference 
in the rule cited and the wording, 
the South Carolina approach is 
virtually identical to the federal 
approach.

Conclusion
 While a motion for judgment 
on partial findings under Rule 52(c) 
is fairly straightforward, its simi-
larities to other dispositive motions 
can lead to some confusion. This 
confusion need not occur, however. 
Take the time to review Rule 52(c) 
prior to the start of a bench trial 
and you will have a much better 
chance of reaping the rewards of a 

successful motion.

Abby Kobrovsky and Jennifer Thiem 
practice with K&L Gates LLP in 
Charleston.
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note to 1993 amendment.

3  See Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b) advisory committee’s 
note to 1991 amendment (“A motion to 
dismiss under Rule 41 on the ground that 
a plaintiff’s evidence is legally insufficient 
should now be treated as a motion for 
judgment on partial findings as provided in 
Rule 52(c).”). 

4  See Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(c) advisory committee’s 
note to 2007 amendment.

5  See Reeder v. Bally’s Total Fitness Corp., 963 F. 
Supp. 530, 532 n.3 (E.D. Va. 1997) (noting 
that a motion under Rule 52(c) “is still 
occasionally referred to as a motion for 
involuntary dismissal in reference to Rule 
41(b)”); see also Knowles v. United States, 
No. 5:12-CT-3212-F, 2015 WL 13214314, 
at 7 (E.D.N.C. Dec. 14, 2015) (referring to 
a motion under Rule 52(c) as motion “for 
involuntary dismissal”).

6  In re Patchell, 569 B.R. 635, 649 (Bankr. D. Md. 
2017) (quoting EBC, Inc. v. Clark Bldg. Sys., 
Inc., 618 F.3d 253, 272 (3d Cir. 2010)).
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SUMMONS 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

  COUNTY OF OCONEE 
IN THE FAMILY COURT

2017-DR-37-415 
Erica Beth Merchant, Plaintiff,

-VS- Kodi Paul Merchant, 

Defendant.
TO THE DEFENDANT ABOVE 

NAMED:
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED 

and required to Reply to the 

Complaint of the Plaintiff in 

this action, a copy of which is 

herewith served upon you, and to 

serve a copy of your Reply to the 

Plaintiff upon the undersigned 

at his offi ce at 1743 Blue Ridge 

Blvd., Post Offi ce Box 4, Seneca, 

South Carolina  29679-0004, 

within THIRTY (30) DAYS after 

service hereof, exclusive of the 

day of such service, and if you 

fail to REPLY to the Complaint 

within that time, Judgement 

against you will be rendered by 

default for the relief sought in 

the Complaint.
TO INFANTS UNDER EIGHTEEN 

YEARS OF AGE, IMPRISONED 

PERSONS AND INCOMPETENT 

OR INSANE PERSONS:

YOU ARE FURTHER SUMMONED 

and notifi ed to apply for the 

appointment of a guardian 

ad Litem to represent you in 

this action within THIRTY (30) 

DAYS after the service of this 

Summons upon you.  If you fail 

to do so, application for such 

appointment will be made by the 

Defendant herein.
YOU ARE FURTHER ADVISED of 

your right to have an attorney 

represent you in this matter.  

Should you retain legal counsel, 

(s)he is directed to advise this 

Court of such representation, 

forthwith.
Robert K. Whitney
Whitney Law Firm

P. O. Box 14, Seneca, SC  
29679-0014

864-882-1414    fax 885-0675

Attorney for the Plaintiff

PUBLIC SALE NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that 

on  9/23/2017, at 9:00 a.m. at 

Woodruff Road Storage, 1868 

Woodruff Road, Greenville, 

SC, the undersigned, Woodruff 

Road Storage will sell at Public 

Sale by competitive bidding, the 

personal property heretofore 

stored with the undersigned by: 

1. Unit: A010, Katherine M 

Flanagan
Furniture, Boxes, Misc.

2. Unit: D12, Kory P Johnson

Ladders, Tools, Boxes/Misc.

3. Unit B089, Edmund Jacek

Golf Clubs, Clothes, Furniture, 

Misc.

4. Unit: A049, Andrew LaLonde

Loveseat, Picture/Mirror, Totes

5. Unit B135, Michael Purser

Metal, Clothes/Shoes/Misc.

6. Unit B249, Kristopher A 

Anderson
Toys, Boxes/Misc.

7. Unit C283, Simon Hentschel

Boxes/Misc.

8. Unit C157, Alan Matson, Jr.

Bags/Boxes/Misc.

9. Unit B154, Deborah Quartey

Table, Totes/Boxes/Misc.

10. Unit B154, Lauren Canady

Boxes

11. Unit D37, Nora Hussein

Cedar Chest, File Cabinets, 

Boxes, Misc.

AMENDED SUMMONS 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

IN THE COURT OF COMMON 

PLEAS    

C.A. No: 17-CP-23-00184 

35 Hummingbird Co., LLC, 

Plaintiff, vs. First Investors 

Holding, LLC, Central Carolina 

Bank,  Defendants. 

TO THE DEFENDANTS ABOVE 

NAMED:
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED 

and required to appear and 

defend by answering the 

Complaint in this action, a 

copy of which is herewith 

served upon you, and to serve 

a copy of your Answer on the 

subscribers at 134 Oakland 

Avenue, Spartanburg, South 

Carolina, 29302, within thirty 

(30) days after the service 

hereof, exclusive of the day of 

such service; and if you fail 

to do so judgment by default 

will be rendered against you 

for the relief demanded in the 

Complaint.  
TALLEY LAW FIRM, P.A.

Scott F. Talley, Esquire (SC 

Bar 70364)
134 Oakland Avenue

Spartanburg, SC 29302

864-595-2966

Attorneys for Plaintiff

SUMMONS 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE   

IN THE COURT OF COMMON 

PLEAS

C.A. No: 17-CP-23- 02324 

A Kenneth Wheeler and April 

Wheeler, Plaintiff,  vs. Clyde 

E. Pruitt, Robin K. Pruitt and 

Washington Mutual Finance, 

LLC, Defendants.  

TO THE DEFENDANTS NAMED 

ABOVE:
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED 

and required to appear and 

defend by answering the 

Complaint in this action, a 

copy of which is herewith 

served upon you, and to serve 

a copy of your Answer on the 

subscribers at 134 Oakland 

Avenue, Spartanburg, South 

Carolina, 29302, within thirty 

(30) days after the service 

hereof, exclusive of the day 

of such service; and if you fail 

to do so judgment by default 

will be rendered against you 

for the relief demanded in the 

Complaint.  
YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE 

that the Plaintiff will move 

for an Order of Reference or 

that the Court may issue a 

general Order of Reference of 

this action to a master/special 

referee, pursuant to Rule 53, 

South Carolina Rules of Civil 

Procedure.
TALLEY LAW FIRM, P.A.

_/s/ Scott F. Talley 

Scott F. Talley, Esquire 

(SC Bar 70364)

134 Oakland Avenue

Spartanburg, SC 29302

864-595-2966

Attorneys for Plaintiff

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

Notice is hereby given that LIDL US Operations, LLC 

intends to apply to the South Carolina Department of 

Revenue for a license/permit that will allow the sale 

and OFF premises consumption of BEER & WINE at 

1866 Woodruff Road, Greenville, SC 29607. To object 

to the issuance of this permit/license, written protest 

must be postmarked no later than September 17, 

2017. For a protest to be valid, it must be in writing, and 

should include the following information: (1) the name, 

address and telephone number of the person filing the 

protest; (2) the specific reasons why the application 

should be denied; (3) that the person protesting is 

willing to attend a hearing (if one is requested by the 

applicant); (4) that the person protesting resides in the 

county where the proposed place of business is located 

or within five miles of the business; and, (5) the name 

of the applicant and the address of the premises to be 

licensed. Protest must be mailed to:

S.C. Department of Revenue, ATTN: ABL

P. O. Box 125, Columbia, SC 29214
or faxed to:  (803) 896-0110

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

Notice is hereby given that The Spinx Co. Inc intends 

to apply to the South Carolina Department of Revenue 

for a license/permit that will allow the sale and OFF 

premises consumption of BEER & WINE at 3 Reid 

School Road, Taylors, SC 29687. To object to the 

issuance of this permit/license, written protest must 

be postmarked no later than September 24, 2017. 

For a protest to be valid, it must be in writing, and 

should include the following information: (1) the name, 

address and telephone number of the person filing the 

protest; (2) the specific reasons why the application 

should be denied; (3) that the person protesting is 

willing to attend a hearing (if one is requested by 

the applicant); (4) that the person protesting resides 

in the county where the proposed place of business 

is located or within five miles of the business; and, 

(5) the name of the applicant and the address of the 

premises to be licensed. Protest must be mailed to:

S.C. Department of Revenue, ATTN: ABL

P. O. Box 125, Columbia, SC 29214

or faxed to:  (803) 896-0110

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

Notice is hereby given that The Spinx Co. Inc intends 

to apply to the South Carolina Department of Revenue 

for a license/permit that will allow the sale and OFF 

premises consumption of BEER & WINE at 103 

Shaw St., Greenville, SC 29609. To object to the 

issuance of this permit/license, written protest must 

be postmarked no later than September 24, 2017. 

For a protest to be valid, it must be in writing, and 

should include the following information: (1) the name, 

address and telephone number of the person filing the 

protest; (2) the specific reasons why the application 

should be denied; (3) that the person protesting is 

willing to attend a hearing (if one is requested by 

the applicant); (4) that the person protesting resides 

in the county where the proposed place of business 

is located or within five miles of the business; and, 

(5) the name of the applicant and the address of the 

premises to be licensed. Protest must be mailed to:

S.C. Department of Revenue, ATTN: ABL

P. O. Box 125, Columbia, SC 29214

or faxed to:  (803) 896-0110
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 LEGAL NOTICE RATES

SOLICITATION NOTICE    

Greenville County, 301 University 

Ridge, Suite 100, Greenville, SC 

29601, will accept responses for 

the following:
SPORTS LIGHTING REMOVAL 

& REPLACEMENT-MESA, 

Thursday, October 5, 2017, 

3:00 P.M.

A pre-proposal meeting 

and site visit will be 

held at 9:00 A.M., EDT, 

Wednesday, September 20, 

2017 ,  at Greenville County 

Procurement Services Offi ce, 

County Square, 301 University 

Ridge, Suite 100, Greenville, 

SC 29601.

Solicitations can be found at 

http://www.greenvillecounty.

org/Purchasing/ or by calling 

864-467-7200.

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE    

THERE WILL BE A PUBLIC 

HEARING BEFORE THE 

GREENVILLE COUNTY 

PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

CODE, HEARING OFFICER 

ON THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 

28, 2017 AT 10:00AM, IN 

CONFERENCE ROOM A, 301 

UNIVERSITY RIDGE, FOR THE 

PURPOSE OF HEARING THOSE 

PERSONS INTERESTED IN THE 

CASES PERTAINING TO THE 

HABITABILITY OF STRUCTURE(S) 

ON THE PROPERTY.

A.  CASE NO: 17-2024

PROPERTY OWNER: 

LARRY DALE PRUITT 

& CAROL JEAN     

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

123 ODOM CIRCLE        

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0147.00-

06-007.00
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 19

B. CASE NO: 16-4240

PROPERTY OWNER: 

VICKY YVONNE JOHNSON (LIFE 

ESTATE); MARSHALL BROWN 

ND CLIFFORD BROWN, JR. AND 

HELEN HAWTHORNE 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

508 GOLDSMITH ROAD         

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0560.02-

01-029.00
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 27

C.  CASE NO: 17-622

PROPERTY OWNER: 

LORA P. HICE AND LOIS 

SCRUGGS, LULA MAE PITTMAN 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

350 N BATES ROAD    

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0644.02-

01-009.00
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 17

D. CASE NO: 15-4084

PROPERTY OWNER: 

AMERICAN IRA, LLC FBO J. 

MICHAEL BURROUGHS SEP IRA 

AND ANNIE B CORBETT, PRINCE 

A BROWN JR., MARTHA B 

SMITH    
PROPERTY LOCATION: 

82 BRUCE ROAD       

TAX MAP NUMBER: WG02.03-

01-013.03
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 25

E.  CASE NO: 17-23
PROPERTY OWNER: 

AUGUST CLEMONS 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

114 BENNINGTON ROAD         

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0534.04-

01-069.00
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 21

F. CASE NO: 15-4211

PROPERTY OWNER: 

TRAVIS R DOGAN 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

10 FOXHALL ROAD          

TAX MAP NUMBER: 0370.00-

03-005.00
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 25

A complaint has been brought 

before the Code Enforcement 

Division of a dangerous, 

insanitary and unsafe structure 

located at the following 

locations:
123 Odom Circle, Greenville 

County Tax Map Number 

0147.00-06-007.00, 

Greenville County, SC.

508 Goldsmith Road, Greenville 

County Tax Map Number 

0560.02-01-029.00, 

Greenville County, SC.

350 N Bates Road, Greenville 

County Tax Map Number 

0644.02-01-009.00, 

Greenville County, SC.

82 Bruce Road, Greenville 

County Tax Map Number 

WG02.03-01-013.03, 

Greenville County, SC.

114 Bennington Road, 

Greenville County Tax Map 

Number 0534.04-01-069.00, 

Greenville County, SC.

10 Foxhall Road, Greenville 

County Tax Map Number 

0370.00-03-005.00, 

Greenville County, SC.

Any persons having interest 

in these properties, or 

knowledge of the property 

owner should contact the 

Codes Enforcement Offi ce at 

864-467-7090 on or before 

September 28, 2017.

NOTICE 

INVITATION TO BID: MILLER 

PLACE COURT DUPLEX 

DEVELOPMENT, MAULDIN

NOTICE OF REQUEST FOR 

BIDS for new construction of 

nine (9) duplex homes for a 

total of eighteen (18) dwelling 

units within the City of Mauldin 

SC. The Greenville County 

Redevelopment Authority 

(GCRA) is the developer and 

federal requirements will apply.  

Bids are due to GCRA c/o LS3P 

Associates, Ltd. / 110 West North 

Street / Greenville, SC 29601 by 

5:00PM on November 8, 2017.  

For information and to request 

an electronic bid package, 

contact John Edwards at LS3P 

Associates, Ltd. 864-272-1228 

or johnedwards@LS3P.com. 

Electronic transmitted bids 

will be accepted. GCRA is an 

Equal Opportunity Employer. 

Local residents, Women & 

Minority Owned Businesses are 

encouraged to participate in the 

bidding process. EOE, EHO.

SUMMONS (Non-Jury)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

IN THE COURT OF COMMON 

PLEAS
2017-CP-23-05126

Gendlin Homes, LLC, Plaintiff, 

vs. James R. Brockman, 

Yolanda Miles Brockman, 

Billy Young, Bernice Barber, 

Greenville Hospital System, 

The State of South Carolina, 

The City of Greenville, and 

all unknown parties who 

may have some right, title, or 

interest in the property having 

Tax Map #0119.00-07-005.00, 

Defendants  

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED 

and required to answer the 

Complaint in this action, a 

copy of which is herewith 

served upon you and to serve 

a copy of your Answer to this 

Complaint upon subscriber at 

11 Whitsett Street, Greenville, 

South Carolina 29601, within 

thirty (30) days after the service 

hereof, exclusive of the date of 

such service.  If you shall fail 

to answer the Complaint within 

that time, the Plaintiffs shall 

proceed in default proceedings 

against you and shall apply 

to the Court for the relief 

demanded in the Complaint.

TO:  INFANT(S) OVER FOURTEEN 

YEARS OF AGE (AN IMPRISONED 

PERSON)
YOU ARE FURTHER SUMMONED 

AND NOTIFIED to apply for the 

appointment of a Guardian 

ad Litem to represent you in 

this action within thirty (30) 

days after the service of this 

Summons and Notice upon you.  

If you fail to do so, application 

for such appointment will be 

made by the Plaintiff(s) herein.

TO: NFANTS(S) OVER FOURTEEN 

YEARS OF AGE (INCOMPETENT 

OR INSANE) AND TO, (GENERAL 

TESTAMENTARY GUARDIAN)

(COMMITTEE) WITH WHOM 

S(HE) RESIDE(S):

YOU ARE FURTHER SUMMONED 

AND NOTIFIED to apply for the 

appointment of a guardian 

ad Litem to represent said 

infant(s) under fourteen years 

of age (said incompetent or 

insane person) within thirty (30) 

days after the service of this 

Summons and Notice upon you. 

If you fail to do so, application 

for such appointment will be 

made by the Plaintiff(s) herein.  

LIS PENDENS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

an action has been commenced 

in the Court upon complaint of 

Plaintiff against Defendants to 

quiet title on property located in 

Greenville County.  The subject 

property is described as follows:

ALL that piece, parcel or lot of 

land lying and being in State 

of South Carolina, County of 

Greenville, designated as Lot 15 

Block C on plat of the lands of 

Melville Land Company shown 

in plat book A, page 97 recorded 

in the Register of Deeds 

Offi ce for Greenville County. 

References made to said plat 

for a more detailed description. 

LESS however any portion 

previously conveyed and subject 

to restrictions of record. 

TAX MAP #0119.00-07-005.00

C. Richard Stewart

Attorney for Plaintiff

11 Whitsett Street

Greenville, SC 29601

(864) 235-2019

SC Bar No: 5346

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE, 

GOVERNMENT, GREENVILLE 

SOUTH CAROLINA
COMMUNITY RELATIONS 

COORDINATOR
DEPARTMENT: SOIL AND 

WATER
SALARY: $39,673.99

Description: Under direction 

of the Education Program 

Coordinator, is responsible 

for assisting with design, 

development, implementation, 

and evaluation of educational 

and promotional programs 

that meet Greenville County 

Government's NPDES Storm 

Water Education requirements. 

Responsible for generating 

strong public awareness of the 

agency through press releases, 

interaction with the media, 

marketing messages, public 

displays, and public speaking 

appearances. This includes the 

conceptualization, design, and 

distribution of materials in a 

variety of media that reach the 

intended audiences; oversight 

of the production of these 

materials; performing public 

speaking engagements to 

various audiences of all ages; 

and participating in a variety 

of special educational projects 

such as demonstrations, 

festivals, trade shows and 

training seminars. Responsible 

for evaluating success of 

programs through constituent 

and stakeholder baseline 

and post-program surveys 

and analysis. A bachelor's 

degree in Marketing Business 

Management, Political 

Science, Conservation, or 

related public relations fi eld, 

with some knowledge and 

experience in storm water 

regulations, or any equivalent 

combination of education, 

training and experience which 

provides the required skills, 

knowledge and abilities (3-5 

years of education/advertising/

market ing/communica t ion 

experience or 3 -5 years of 

creative/design experience; 

1-3 years of computer and 

desktop publishing experience). 

Video production skills are a 

plus. Grass-roots campaign 

development and coordination 

experience or experience in 

a non-profi t organization is a 

plus. Ability to work in a team 

environment; must possess a 

valid South Carolina Driver's 

License.
Closing Date: 

September 08, 2017
Apply online at: 

www.greenvillecounty.org

County of Greenville is an 

Equal Opportunity/Affi rmative 

Action employer.  All qualifi ed 

applicants will receive 

consideration for employment 

without regard to race, 

color, religion, sex, national 

origin, disability, or protected 

veteran status.

LIS PENDENS    

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE
IN THE COURT OF 
COMMON PLEAS

 THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL 
CIRCUIT

2017-CP-23-
Nebraska Alliance Realty Co. 

Plaintiff, vs. Carolyn H. Jenkins 

& Bobby C. Jenkins; A. Kevin 

Hunter II, as Greenville County 

Tax Collector, And also all other 

fi rms and corporations entitled 

to claim under, by or through 

the above named Defendants, 

and all other persons or entities 

unknown claiming any right, 

title,) interest, estate in or lien 

upon the real estate described 

herein; And also any unknown 

adults being as  a class 

designated as John Doe; And 

also any unknown infants or 

persons under disability being 

as a class designated as Richard 

Roe, Defendants  
TO THE DEFENDANTS ABOVE 

NAMED:
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that 

an action will be commenced in 

this Court upon the Complaint of 

the above-named Plaintiff above 

seeking a Declaratory Judgment 

to quiet title to the property 

described herein below in the 

name of the Plaintiff

Property Description: All 

that certain piece, parcel 

or lot of land, together with 

improvements thereon, situate, 

lying and being on the southern 

side of Lanewood Drive in te 

County of Greenville, State of 

South Carlina, being known and 

designated as Lot No. 52 and 

the adjoining one-half of Lot 

No. 51, on a plat of Pineforest 

recorded in plat Book QQ at 

Page 106-107 in the Offi ce of 

the Register of Deeds Offi ce 

for Greenville County, South 

Carolina.  Reference is made 

to said plat for a more detailed 

description.  LESS however and 

portion previously conveyed and 

subject to restrictions of record.

Derivation: This being the same 

property conveyed to Carolyn H. 

Every, n/k/a Carolyn H. Jenkins 

and Alton Lyon Every by Wooten 

Corp. recorded in Deed Book 

839 at Page 620 in the Register 

of Deeds for Greenville County 

on March 14, 1968; thereafter 

Alton Lyon Avery conveyed his 

one-half interest to Carolyn H. 

Jenkins by Deed recorded in 

Deed Book 958 at Page 253 

on October 19, 1972.  Carolyn 

H.  Jenkins thereafter conveyed 

a one-half interest to Bobby C. 

Jenkins by deed recorded in 

Deed Book 1029 at Page 566 on 

December 31, 1975.
TMS#009.04-13-004.00

Degenhart & Degenhart 
Law, LLC

2131 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29201

(803) 771-6050
By: Mary Nell Degenhart

Attorneys for the Plaintiff

When you fi nish 

reading this paper, 

please recycle it.

The Greenville Journal has been publishing 
Legal Notices in Greenville County for over 15 years. 

We have more than 60,000 estimated weekly 
print readers and 780,000 unique visitors 

per month to GreenvilleJournal.com.

We pride ourselves on personal customer service, 
immediate response and timely delivery of all 

documents and affidavits.

— BEST RATES —
Summons, Notices, Foreclosures, etc. 

ONLY $1.20 per line
ABL Notices ONLY $165

To run your Legal Notices with us, contact Anita Harley at 
864.679.1205 or aharley@communityjournals.com
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Landex Research, Inc. 
PROBATE RESEARCH

Missing and Unknown Heirs 
Located

     No Expense to Estate 
 

Domestic and International Service for: 
Courts 

Lawyers 
Trust Officers 

Administrators/Executors 
 

1345 Wiley Road, Suite 121, Schaumburg, IL 60173 
Phone:  847-519-3600 Fax:  800-946-6990 

Toll-free:  800-844-6778 
 

www.landexresearch.com 

www.SCMEDIATORS.org
For information on NADN, visit www.nadn.org/about

Check available dates or schedule 
appointments online with the 

state’s top-rated civil mediators

Check available dates or schedule 
appointments online with the 

state’s top-rated civil mediators
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