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PER CURIAM:  The circuit court granted summary judgment against all plaintiffs 
in favor of defendants All Pro Heating, A/C & Refrigeration and Gunter Heating & 
Air. We affirm. 

The circuit court excluded the affidavit of the plaintiffs' expert, Derek Hodgin, 
after determining it was a sham affidavit.  See Cothran v. Brown, 357 S.C. 210, 
218, 592 S.E.2d 629, 633 (2004) (explaining the difference "between a sham 
affidavit and a correcting or clarifying affidavit").  The court ruled that without 
Hodgin's affidavit, the plaintiffs presented no issue of material fact, and thus All 
Pro and Gunter were entitled to judgment as a matter of law.  See Rule 56, SCRCP.  
However, the circuit court also ruled that even considering the affidavit, the 
plaintiffs' evidence "does not create an issue of fact to withstand summary 
judgment."  We do not address whether Hodgin's affidavit was a sham because we 
agree with the circuit court that, even considering the affidavit, the plaintiffs 
submitted only speculation, and no evidence, as to who cut the truss.  Therefore, 
there is no issue of material fact, and All Pro and Gunter were entitled to judgment 
as a matter of law. See Pres. Capital Consultants, LLC v. First Am. Title Ins. Co., 
406 S.C. 309, 315, 751 S.E.2d 256, 259 (2013) ("Summary judgment is proper if, 
viewing the evidence in a light most favorable to the nonmoving party, there is no 
genuine issue of material fact and the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a 
matter of law.").  

For the reasons stated above, the circuit court's granting of summary judgment is  

AFFIRMED. 

FEW, C.J., and PIEPER and KONDUROS, JJ., concur. 


