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MDORE'S CLAIN
Hoore stated that he installed; extruded curbihg on the premises at
the requast of Da‘-’kins, who he assumed to be the owner of the property. He
had no ﬂealings whate\(et with Burns, and did not know Burns. Moorve admitted
that in his dealings vith Davkins he nade no inquiry c;r attempt to detemint;
for vhon Dawkins was contracting. When his job vas completed, he billed
Dawkins.
On pages 35 and 37 of the transcript:
Q. You didn't ask hio (Dawkins) vho he was contracting for,
of anything?
A. No.
Q. Or vhether he was owner, or what?
A. Ko."
1 can find no evidence that Burns consented to Moore's agreerxaht with
Dawkins other than the rere fact that the landowner was aware that the curbing
va§ being installed. This is not sufficient, under South Carclina law, to

consticute "consent”, or to entitle claimant to a foreclosure sale of the land-

owner's property.

SLOAN'S CLAIM
Sloan’s services involved the grading and paving of the lot. He was

erployed by Dawkins, or ore of Davkins' ecployees. Wnile Sloan was in the
process of grading, Burns went over to the job site and requested that the
grade b2 changed so as to avoid surface water being run onto the landouwner's
adjacent property. When this request was made, Sloan talked with Dawkins and
vas told by Davwkins to "go ahead” and change the grade.

Sloan knew that Burns owned the land, but there is no evidence that
he pade any inquir)f of Dawkins, or anyone, as to De’f,;ins' authority to contract
with hin. %hen the work was corpleted he billed Da’.’kiﬁs._

Sloan's testirony (p. 72) clearly shovs thai he looked to Dawkins as his

supervisor:

Q. ¥io did you look to as your supervisor on the job.
A. The van that hired n=?
Q. Yes sir.

A. Davkins.”
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