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This is a suit for declaratory judgnent. The
petitioner, TRWKoyo Steering Systens Conpany (“TRW Koyo”), seeks
a declaration that a docunent filed by the defendant, John D.
Snavely (“Snavely”), in the Monroe County Regi ster of Deeds
office is acloud on its title to real property in Minroe County.
The trial court granted TRW Koyo summary judgnent, decreeing that
the purported lien filed by Snavely “is...of no | egal effect and,
thus, is lifted and renoved from[TRWKoyo's] title.” Snavely

appeal ed pro se.

We nust decide anew i f sunmmary judgnent is appropriate
in this case. GConzales v. Alman Const. Co., 857 S.W2d 42, 44-45
(Tenn. App. 1993). TRWKoyo is entitled to summary judgnent if
the record before us “shows] that there is no genui ne issue as
to any material fact and that the noving party is entitled to a
judgnent as a matter of law.” Rule 56.04, Tenn.R G v.P. W nust
deci de a question of law Do the facts before us show that the
noving party, TRWKoyo, is entitled to judgnment in a sunmary

fashion? See CGonzal es, 857 S.W2d at 44.

Snavely clains a “comon |aw |lien” on property of TRW
Koyo by virtue of a docunent filed in the Monroe County Register
of Deeds’ office. The docunent is five pages in length and is
entitled “Notice and Service of a Common-Law Lien.” It is
directed at real property in that county deeded to TRW Koyo by
warranty deed dated and filed of record on August 3, 1988.
According to the warranty deed, TRWKoyo is a partnership

conposed of TRW Asian Steering, Inc. and Koyo Del aware, Inc.,



both of which are identified in the deed as Del aware

cor porati ons.

Snavely’s “common law lien” includes a “Declaration in
Case for Slander.” It seeks damages of $20, 000,000 agai nst V. A
Smith, President, TRWCredit Data Division, TRWCredit Data
Di vision; Joseph T. Gorman, President and Chi ef Executive
Oficer, TRWIncorporated; and TRWIncorporated. It is not
expressly directed to the appell ee, TRWKoyo. Snavely’ s “conmon
law lien” ends with the sentence -- “and therefore he brings his

suit.”

The trial court was correct in granting TRW Koyo
summary judgnent. Wiile the “common law |lien” was expressly
directed at property owned by TRW Koyo, it denonstrates
absolutely no claim of any kind, against TRWKoyo. 1In fact, the
purported lienis no lien at all. 1t does not satisfy the
statutory requirenents for a judgnent lien, see T.C A 8§ 25-5-
101(b), or a lien lis pendens, see T.C AL 8 20-3-101. It is
not hing nore than a statenent of a clai magainst individuals and
entities, none of whomown an interest in the real property in
question. W find and hold that TRWKoyo is entitled to the

renoval of this “lien” as a cloud on its title.

The judgnent of the trial court is affirmed. Costs on
appeal are taxed against the appellant. This case is remanded to
the trial court, for the enforcenent of that court’s judgnent and
coll ection of costs assessed below, all pursuant to applicable

| aw.



Charles D. Susano, Jr., J.

CONCUR:

Houston M Goddard, P.J.

Her schel P. Franks, J.



