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The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: Rhonda Renee Thompson vs. Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance Company,
defendant, et al

Civil Action Number: 2025CP0400412

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing is the Notice of Appeal in the above case. Also enclosed are the following:
(1) Proof of service of the Notice of Appeal on the Respondent;

(2) Copy of the August 19, 2026, Order from the Court of Common Pleas;

(3) Copy of the September 9, 2026, Order from the Court of Common Pleas;

(4) Copy of the September 29, 2026, Order from the Court of Common Pleas;

(5) Proof of service of hearing transcript request; and

(6) A filing fee of $250.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

For Christ's Glory,

Lola Richey, Attorney at Law
Richey and Richey, PA
Office: (864) 467-0503
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NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM ANDERSON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable R. L. McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge

Civil Action No. 2025CP0400412

Rhonda Renee Thompson, Appellants,
VS.

Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance

Company, Transportation Nanny, LLC,

Ravii Glover, Individually and as Owner of
Transportation Nanny, LLC., Respondents.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Appellant, Rhonda Renee Thompson, hereby file this appeal to appeal the improper
Order Granting of Defendant Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance Company’s Motion for

Summary Judgment on a legal issue and question of law.





Date: Monday, October 5, 2026

Other Counsels and Parties of Record:

The Honorable R. L. Mclntosh,
Circuit Court Judge

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
Imcintoshsc@sccourts.org
Imcintoshlc@sccourts.org

Anderson County Clerk of Court
EMAIL FOR SERVICE:

Reena. Thomason@andersoncountysc.gov

bryanna.blackwell@andersoncountysc.gov

Charles A. Kinney

COZEN O’CONNOR

301 South College Street, Suite 2100
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202
EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
cakinney(@cozen.com
kloomis@cozen.com
cwhite@cozen.com

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Lola Stradford Richey

Lola Stradford Richey

South Carolina Bar Number: 8931
RICHEY and RICHEY, PA

Post Office Box 10916
Greenville, South Carolina 29603
(864) 467-0503 (Office)

(864) 467-0646 (Facsimile)
lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com
Attorney for the Plaintiff / Appellant

Attorneys for Defendant Berkshire Hathaway

Homestate Insurance Company

Ravii Glover and Transportation Nanny, LLC

308 Shoally Lane
Greenville South Carolina 29607
EMAIL FOR SERVICE:

Ravii.Glover@transportationnanny.com

raviihood@yahoo.com
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Richey and
Richey, P.A.
Attorneys at Law

33 Market Point Drive
Greenville, South Carolina 29607

(864) 467-0503 Office

(888) 882-4878 Toll-Free

(864) 467-0646 Facsimile
lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com Email

Workers’ Compensation
Personal Injury
Criminal Law

October 5, 2026

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: Rhonda Renee Thompson vs. Berkshire Hathaway
Homestate Insurance Company, defendant, et al
Civil Action Number: 2025CP0400412

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing is the Notice of Appeal in the above case. Also
enclosed are the following:

(1) Proof of service of the Notice of Appeal on the
Respondent;

(2) Copy of the August 19, 2026, Order from the Court of
Common Pleas;

3) Copy of the September 9, 2026, Order from the Court
of Common Pleas;

4) Copy of the September 29, 2026, Order from the
Court of Common Pleas;

(%) Proof of service of hearing transcript request; and
(6) A filing fee of $250.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact our office.





With best wishes and warmest regards, | am

Truly yours,

Lota S /e&éey

Lola S. Richey
Attorney at Law
Enclosures

Copy:
Other Counsels and Parties of Record:

The Honorable R. L. McIntosh,
Circuit Court Judge

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
Imcintoshsc@sccourts.org

Imcintoshlc@sccourts.org

Anderson County Clerk of Court
EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
Reena.Thomason@andersoncountysc.gov

bryanna.blackwell@andersoncountysc.gov

Charles A. Kinney

COZEN O’CONNOR

301 South College Street, Suite 2100
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202
EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
cakinney@cozen.com

kloomis@cozen.com

cwhite@cozen.com

Attorneys for Defendant Berkshire Hathaway
Homestate Insurance Company

Ravii Glover and Transportation Nanny, LLC
308 Shoally Lane
Greenville South Carolina 29607
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PROOF OF SERVICE OF
NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM ANDERSON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable R. L. McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge

Civil Action No. 2025CP0400412

Rhonda Renee Thompson, Appellants,

VS.

Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance

Company, Transportation Nanny, LLC,

Ravii Glover, Individually and as Owner of

Transportation Nanny, LLC., Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that our law office has served the Notice of Appeal on the counsels and parties of
record via email on Monday, October 5, 2026, addressed to the parties and legal counsel of record
as follows:

The Honorable R. L. McIntosh,
Circuit Court Judge

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
Imcintoshsc@sccourts.org
Imcintoshlc@sccourts.org
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Anderson County Clerk of Court

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:

Reena. Thomason@andersoncountysc.gov
bryanna.blackwell@andersoncountysc.gov

Charles A. Kinney, Attorney

COZEN O’CONNOR

301 South College Street, Suite 2100
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
cakinney(@cozen.com

kloomis@cozen.com

cwhite@cozen.com

Attorneys for Defendant Berkshire Hathaway
Homestate Insurance Company

Ravii Glover and Transportation Nanny, LLC
308 Shoally Lane

Greenville South Carolina 29607

EMAIL FOR SERVICE:
Ravii.Glover@transportationnanny.com
raviihood@yvahoo.com

Dated: Monday, October 5, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

By: s/ /0/62 ft/‘d&{/{ﬂ/‘é{ /e/oéqu

Lola Stradford Richey

South Carolina Bar Number: 8931
RICHEY and RICHEY, PA
Attorney for the Appellant

Post Office Box 10916
Greenville, South Carolina 29603
(864) 467-0503 (Office)

(864) 467-0646 (Facsimile)
lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com
South Carolina Bar Number: 8931
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF ANDERSON

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2024 CP-04-01164
RHONDA RENEE THOMPSON JARAD D. GREENWOOD ET, AL.
PLAINTIFE(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by: or
[] Self-Represented Litigant

Attorney for : [_] Plaintiff [] Defendant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ ] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [_] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [_] Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [_] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;
[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [_] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[ ] Affirmed; [ ] Reversed; [ ] Remanded; [ ] Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ ] See attached order (formal order to follow) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

0O 0O X O

OO

ORDER INFORMATION
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER WAS NEVER SERVED ON THE UNDERSIGNED.
NOTWITHSTANDING, THIS MOTION IS DENIED WITHOUT THE NECESSITY OF A HEARING. NO
FORMAL ORDER IS REQUESTED, IF REQUESTED OPPOSING COUNSEL TO PREPARE.

This order [_] ends [X] does not end the case.

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

$

$

$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 1 of 4
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For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of ,20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of , 20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy
of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017) Page 2 of 4
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Anderson Common Pleas

Case Caption: Rhonda Renee Thompson V'S Jarad Dakota Greenwood , defendant, et
a

Case Number: 2024CP0401164

Type: Order/Form 4

S'R. LAWTON McINTOSH
SR.LAWTON McINTOSH

Electronically signed on 2026-09-29 12:07:28 page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF ANDERSON Civil Action No.: 2024-CP-04-01164
Rhonda Renee Thompson,
Plaintiff,

VS.

Jarad Dakota Greenwood, Elizabeth Ann Boyd
Montgomery, Ravii Glover, Individually and
as Owner of Transportation Nanny, LLC,

Defendants.
-AND-
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF ANDERSON Civil Action No.: 2025-CP-04-00412
Rhonda Renee Thompson,
Plaintiff,

VS.

Progressive Northern Insurance Company,
Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance
Company, Transportation Nanny, LLC, Ravii
Glover, Individually and as Owner of
Transportation Nanny, LLC,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY HOMESTATE INSURANCE
COMPANY’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

This matter came before the Court upon Defendant Berkshire Hathaway Homestate
Insurance Company’s (“BHHIC”’) Motion for Summary Judgment as to Plaintiff Rhonda Renee

Thompson’s (“Plaintiff”’) Complaint for Declaratory Judgment. The Court has reviewed BHHIC’s
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Motion and supporting Memorandum, Plaintiff’s Memorandum in Opposition, the exhibits and
evidence submitted by the parties, including the BHHIC Policy, and the applicable law. On August
18, 2026, this Court heard the arguments of counsel. For the reasons set forth below, the Court
finds that Plaintiff’s Mitsubishi was neither a specifically described covered auto nor a temporary
substitute auto under the BHHIC Policy. Accordingly, BHHIC’s Motion for Summary Judgment
is granted.

BACKGROUND AND FACTS

This is a consolidated motor vehicle accident and insurance coverage action. Plaintiff filed
a first amended complaint against Jarad Dakota Greenwood, Elizabeth Ann Boyd Montgomery,
Ravii Glover (“Glover”), Individually and as Owner of Transportation Nanny, LLC (“Nanny
LLC”), and Nanny LLC, for injuries she allegedly sustained in an April 9, 2024, automobile
accident (“Tort Lawsuit!”). Plaintiff subsequently filed a Declaratory Judgment Complaint against,
inter alia, BHHIC, Glover, and Nanny LLC, seeking a declaration “whether Berkshire Hathaway
provides any coverage for Ms. Thompson, including under any applicable policies held by Nanny
LLC.”

At the time of the accident, Plaintiff was operating her personal Mitsubishi while
transporting two children from school to home on behalf of Nanny LLC. Compl. 9 2, 15;
Thompson Dep. 23:17-24:6. Plaintiff was stopped at a traffic light when her vehicle was struck
from behind by a vehicle operated by Jarad Greenwood. Compl. 99 15-19.

BHHIC issued Business Auto Policy No. 02 APM 038258-01 to named insured Nanny
LLC for the policy period August 21, 2023 through August 21, 2024 (“Policy”). Policy at 4-5.

Under the Covered Autos Liability Coverage provision, BHHIC agreed to pay “all sums an

"' Thompson v. Greenwood, C/A No. 2024-CP-04-01164.
2
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‘insured’ legally must pay as damages because of ‘bodily injury’ or ‘property damage’ to which
this insurance applies, caused by an ‘accident’ and resulting from the ownership, maintenance or
use of a covered ‘auto.’” Id. at 9.

The Policy determines covered autos according to the covered auto symbols shown in the
Declarations. Id. at 5, 8. The liability and underinsured motorist (“UIM”) coverages at issue are
subject to Symbol 7. Id.at 5. Symbol 7 means “Specifically Described ‘Autos’” and applies only
to “those ‘autos’ described in Item Three of the Declarations for which a premium charge is
shown.” Id. at 8. The Schedule of Covered Autos identifies only one vehicle, a 2021 Kia Telluride,
VIN 5XYP3DHC5MG182385. Id. at 7.

Plaintiff’s Mitsubishi is not identified on the Schedule of Covered Autos. See Id.;
Thompson Dep. 60:9-24. Plaintiff acknowledged that Symbol 7 applies to autos described in the
Declarations, that the Schedule identifies only the Kia Telluride, and that her Mitsubishi was not
a scheduled auto under the Policy. Thompson Dep. 57:16-61:9. Plaintiff further confirmed that the
Kia was not involved in the April 9, 2024 accident. Thompson Dep. 66:8-16.

The Policy contains a limited extension of Covered Autos Liability Coverage for certain
temporary substitute vehicles. It provides, “Any ‘auto’ you do not own while used with the
permission of its owner as a temporary substitute for a covered ‘auto’ you own that is out of service
because of its: a. Breakdown; b. Repair; c. Servicing; d. Loss; or e. Destruction.” Policy at 9. The
terms “you” and “your” refer to the named insured, Nanny LLC. /d. at 5, 8.

Plaintiff admitted that she owned the Mitsubishi. Thompson Dep. 73:14-21; 74:13-17;
86:13-15. She further testified that it was a requirement of her work for Nanny LLC that she use
her personal automobile for pickups and deliveries, and that Nanny LLC did not provide her a

vehicle for that purpose. Thompson Dep. 30:13-31:13.
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When specifically asked whether the scheduled Kia was out of service because of
breakdown, repair, servicing, loss, or destruction, Plaintiff testified that she did not know.
Thompson Dep. 104:19-105:1. Plaintiff identified no evidence that the Kia was out of service for
any of the reasons enumerated in the Policy.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Rule 56(c) provides that summary judgment shall be entered when the pleadings,
depositions, answers to interrogatories, admissions, and affidavits demonstrate there is no genuine
issue as to any material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Rule
56(c), SCRCP. In considering a motion for summary judgment, the Court views the evidence and
all reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party. Law v. S.C. Dep’t of
Corr., 368 S.C. 424, 434, 629 S.E.2d 642, 648 (2006).

The South Carolina Supreme Court has clarified that the proper inquiry under Rule 56 is
whether the evidence creates a genuine issue of material fact, rather than whether the nonmoving
party can identify a mere scintilla of evidence. Kitchen Planners, LLC v. Friedman, 440 S.C. 456,
463-64, 892 S.E.2d 297, 301 (2023). Summary judgment is appropriate where a party fails to make
a sufficient showing on an essential element for which that party bears the burden of proof.
Hansson v. Scalise Builders of S.C., 374 S.C. 352,357, 650 S.E.2d 68, 71 (2007).

A declaratory judgment action concerning insurance coverage is an action at law. When
the material facts are undisputed, whether an insurance policy provides coverage is a question of
law for the Court. Goldston v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 358 S.C. 157, 163-64, 594 S.E.2d

511, 514 (Ct. App. 2004).
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Insurance policies are contracts and must be construed according to contract principles,
giving the policy language its plain, ordinary, and popular meaning. Auto Owners Ins. Co. v.
Rollison, 378 S.C. 600, 606, 663 S.E.2d 484, 487 (2008). An insurer’s obligation is defined by the
policy itself and cannot be enlarged through judicial construction. S.C. Farm Bureau Mut. Ins. Co.
v. Wilson, 344 S.C. 525, 530, 544 S.E.2d 848, 850 (Ct. App. 2001). Although exclusions are
construed against the insurer when ambiguous, a court must read the policy as a whole and may
not create ambiguity by isolating a phrase from the rest of the policy. Benjamin, 415 S.C. at 144,
781 S.E.2d at 14.

The Policy at issue does not provide liability coverage for every automobile used in Nanny
LLC’s business. Rather, liability coverage is limited by the covered auto symbol selected in the
Declarations. Policy at 5, 8-9. Here, that symbol is Symbol 7, which applies only to specifically
described autos. /d. at 5, 8. The only specifically described automobile is the 2021 Kia Telluride.
Id.at7.

It is undisputed that Plaintiff was operating her Mitsubishi rather than the scheduled Kia
when the accident occurred. Thompson Dep. 23:17-24:6; 60:9-24; 66:8-16. Plaintiff’s Mitsubishi,
therefore, does not qualify as a specifically described covered auto. The remaining question is
whether the Mitsubishi nevertheless became a covered auto under the Policy’s temporary
substitute provision. The Court finds that it did not.

For the temporary substitute provision to apply, the evidence must establish that the
Mitsubishi was being used as a temporary substitute for the covered Kia and that the Kia was “out

of service” because of breakdown, repair, servicing, loss, or destruction. Policy at 9. These
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requirements are part of the affirmative coverage grant and are not exclusions from otherwise
applicable coverage.

South Carolina law places the initial burden of establishing coverage upon the party
seeking coverage. “[T]he initial burden to prove that a loss is covered under an insurance policy is
on the insured,” after which the burden shifts to the insurer to prove an applicable exclusion. Ex
parte Builders Mut. Ins. Co., 431 S.C. 93, 102, 847 S.E.2d 87, 92 (2020) (citing Gamble v.
Travelers Ins. Co.,251 S.C. 98, 103, 160 S.E.2d 523, 525 (1968)). Accordingly, because Plaintiff
relies upon the temporary substitute provision as the basis for treating her otherwise unscheduled
Mitsubishi as a covered auto, Plaintiff bears the burden of producing evidence sufficient to
establish the requirements of that provision.

Plaintiff argues that BHHIC did not affirmatively prove that the Kia was available or in
service on April 9, 2024, including by producing maintenance, repair, service, dispatch, or similar
records. The Court finds that argument incorrectly allocates the burden of proof. BHHIC was not
required to affirmatively prove that the Kia was operational in order to negate a coverage provision
Plaintiff bears the burden of establishing. Once the absence of evidence supporting this essential
coverage requirement was demonstrated, Plaintiff was required to produce evidence sufficient to
create a genuine issue of material fact as to whether the Policy’s temporary substitute requirements
were satisfied. See Hansson, 374 S.C. at 357, 650 S.E.2d at 71. Plaintiff did not make that showing.

When asked whether the Kia was out of service because of breakdown, repair, servicing,
loss, or destruction, Plaintiff testified: “I don’t know.” Thompson Dep. 104:19-105:1. She also
testified that she never used the Kia during her tenure with Nanny LLC. Thompson Dep. 104:19-
105:1. There is no testimony, affidavit, maintenance record, repair record, service record, or other

evidence establishing that the Kia was withdrawn from service for any reason identified in the
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temporary substitute provision of the Policy. Plaintiff’s lack of knowledge concerning the Kia’s
status does not constitute affirmative evidence that the Kia was out of service. Nor does it permit
the Court to infer that the Kia must have been unavailable because its actual status is unknown.
Such a conclusion would be based upon speculation rather than evidence.

Plaintiff’s reliance upon Zurich American Insurance Co. v. Tolbert does not alter this
conclusion. In Zurich, there was affirmative evidence that the scheduled vehicle required servicing
and could not be driven, thereby creating an evidentiary basis for finding the vehicle was “out of
service.” Zurich Am. Ins. Co. v. Tolbert, 378 S.C. 493, 496, 662 S.E.2d 606, 607 (Ct. App. 2008),
aff’d, 387 S.C. 280, 692 S.E.2d 523 (2010). Here, Plaintiff has produced no comparable evidence.
Rather, the only evidence concerning the enumerated reasons is Plaintiff’s testimony that she does
not know whether any of them existed. Thompson Dep. 104:19-105:1.

The record also contains no evidence that the Mitsubishi was being used temporarily in
substitution for the Kia. Plaintiff testified that use of her personal automobile was a job requirement
when making pickups and deliveries for Nanny LLC. Thompson Dep. 30:13-31:1. She further
testified that Nanny LLC did not provide her with a vehicle and dictated that she use her own
vehicle. Thompson Dep. 31:2-13. Plaintiff was operating that same personal Mitsubishi in
accordance with this regular arrangement when the accident occurred. Thompson Dep. 23:22-24:6;
30:13-31:13. These facts establish that the Mitsubishi was Plaintiff’s regular vehicle for
performing her transportation duties. They do not permit a reasonable inference that the Mitsubishi
was temporarily replacing the Kia because the Kia had been withdrawn from service. The fact that
the Mitsubishi was being used for Nanny LLC’s business does not itself satisfy the Policy’s

temporary substitute requirements.

ZT¥0070d05202#ASVYD - SY31d NOWINOD - NOSHAANY - AV 82:TT 60 daS 9202 - d31Id AT1VIINOY10313





As Nationwide Mutual Insurance Co. v. Douglas recognizes, the scheduled vehicle need
not necessarily be completely disabled or physically incapable of operation for temporary
substitute coverage to apply, but the vehicle must nevertheless have been withdrawn from normal
use and the other automobile must actually be serving as its temporary substitute. 273 S.C. 243,
246, 255 S.E.2d 828, 830 (1979). There is no evidence from which a reasonable factfinder could
make those findings here.

Accordingly, even when viewing the evidence and all reasonable inferences in Plaintiff’s
favor, the Court finds no genuine issue of material fact concerning covered auto status. Plaintiff’s
Mitsubishi was not a Symbol 7 specifically described auto, and Plaintiff has not produced evidence
from which a reasonable fact-finder could conclude that it qualified as a temporary substitute for
the scheduled Kia under the Policy. Policy at 5, 7-9; Thompson Dep. 57:16-61:9; 104:15-105:1.

The same threshold determination disposes of Plaintiff’s claim for UIM coverage under
the BHHIC Policy. The applicable South Carolina UIM endorsement provides coverage for bodily
injury sustained by an “insured” and, where the named insured is a limited liability company,
defines an insured to include a person occupying a covered auto or qualifying temporary substitute.
Policy at 28. Plaintiff testified that she was occupying the Mitsubishi at the time of the accident,
not the scheduled Kia. Thompson Dep. 103:24-104:18. Because the Mitsubishi was neither a
scheduled covered auto nor a qualifying temporary substitute, Plaintiff does not qualify for UIM
coverage under the Policy arising from the April 9, 2024 accident.

BHHIC asserted several additional and independent grounds for summary judgment,
including that Ravii Glover does not independently qualify as an insured under the Policy; that the
Employee Indemnification and Employer’s Liability exclusion bars coverage; that the Workers’

Compensation exclusion bars coverage; and that the alleged failure to procure workers’
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compensation insurance does not constitute a covered accident resulting from the ownership,
maintenance, or use of a covered auto. Because the Court’s determination regarding covered auto
status independently disposes of Plaintiff’s claims against BHHIC, it is unnecessary for the Court
to reach these alternative grounds. Those arguments are therefore deemed moot for purposes of
BHHIC’s Motion for Summary Judgment, and the Court expresses no opinion concerning their
merits.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Court finds there is no genuine issue of material fact that
Plaintiff’s Mitsubishi was not a covered auto under BHHIC Policy No. 02 APM 038258-01 and
did not qualify as a temporary substitute for the scheduled 2021 Kia Telluride. Plaintiff has failed
to satisfy the threshold requirement of covered auto status necessary to establish liability or UIM
coverage under the Policy for the April 9, 2024 accident.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Defendant Berkshire Hathaway Homestate Insurance
Company’s Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that BHHIC Policy No. 02 APM 038258-01 does not afford
liability coverage for Plaintiff’s claims arising from the April 9, 2024, accident because Plaintiff’s
alleged injuries did not result from the ownership, maintenance, or use of a covered auto or
qualifying temporary substitute auto. Accordingly, BHHIC has no duty to defend or indemnify
Plaintiff with respect to claims arising from the April 9, 2024 accident. To the extent BHHIC has
been providing a defense under a reservation of rights, it may withdraw that defense, as no

coverage is afforded under the Policy for the accident at issue.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiff is not entitled to underinsured motorist
coverage under BHHIC Policy No. 02 APM 038258-01 arising from the April 9, 2024, accident
because she was not occupying a covered auto or qualifying temporary substitute auto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that BHHIC’s remaining alternative grounds for summary
judgment are deemed moot and are not reached by the Court.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

R. Lawton McIntosh
Circuit Court Judge
Tenth Judicial Circuit
August 2026
Anderson, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
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COMPANY ET, AL.

PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by: or
[] Self-Represented Litigant

Attorney for : [ | Plaintiff [] Defendant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [_] See Page 2 for additional information.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ ] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [_] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [_] Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [_] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;
[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award; [_] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[] Affirmed; [ ] Reversed; [ ] Remanded; [_] Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ ] See attached order (formal order to follow) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

0O 0O X O

0O

ORDER INFORMATION

DEFENDANT BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY INSURANCE COMPANY'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT IS GRANTED. THERE IS NO GENUINE ISSUE OF MATERIAL FACT THAT
PLAINTIFF'S VEHICLE IS NOT COVERED BY NANNY'S BERKSHRIE HATHAWAY POLICY AND
DOES NOT QUALIFY UNDER THE POLICY AS A TEMPORARY REPLACEMENT.
DEFENSE COUSEL TO PREPARE A FORMAL ORDER.

This order [_] ends [X] does not end the case.

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
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$

$

$

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.
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Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of ,20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of , 20 to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
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PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
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To: lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com
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communication from a transcriptionist within five (5) business days with an estimated cost for production.

If you need further assistance, please contact us at transcripts@sccourts.org.
Regards,

Court Administration
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Name: Lola Richey

Entity: Law Firm Richey and Richey PA

Phone Number: (864) 467-0503

Email: lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com

Address: Post Office Box 10916 Greenville, SC 29603

Is the requester a party on the case? Yes Rhonda Renee Thompson
Does the requester represent a party? No

Transcript Information:

Docket Number: 2025CP0400412
Court Type: Circuit
County: Anderson
Case Caption: Thompson, Rhonda Renee vs Glover, Ravii
Appeal Pending? Court of Appeals
Death Penalty? No
Start Date of Proceeding: 8/18/2026
End Date of Proceeding: 8/18/2026
Presiding Judge: Mcintosh, R. Lawton
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8/18/2026 (Tuesday): Jenkins, Hollie M.
Opposing Counsel and/or other parties information:
(Attorney) Charles A. Jr. Kinney
(email): cakinney@cozen.com
(Defendant) Ravii Glover
(email): raviihood@yahoo.com
(Plaintiff) Rhonda Renee Thompson
(email): rhondarthompson@gmail.com
(Plaintiff Attorney) Lola Stradford Richey
(email): lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com
Next hearing date: 8/18/2026
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Delivery Method: PDF/Email

Delivery Timeframe: Private/Self

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate
this message or any attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any attachments.
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To: lawfirm@richeyandrichey.com

Greetings,

You are receiving this notice and the summarized Transcript Request shown below because you are associated with case Thompson, Rhonda Renee vs Glover, Ravii.
Pursuant to Rule 207(a)(1), SCACR, you are being notified that the transcript has been requested on 10/5/2026. There is no action required.

If you need further assistance, please contact us at transcripts@sccourts.org.
Regards,

Court Administration
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JUDICIAL BRANCH Transcript Portal
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