tolling plus six years statute of repose. The intent of the legislature and the balance struck is best
indicated by the statutory language itself. If the legislature intended the balance to be as
Respondent purports, they would have written the statutes in a manner consistent with
Respondent’s positions.

Respondent now argues not for a balance, but that the scales be tipped in their favor, and
that a minor’s claim be inappropriately curtailed through a strained reading of Section 15-3-545.
In light of the unambiguous statutory language, it is Respondent’s position that would upset the
economic balance struck by the General Assembly.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated, the Appellant respectﬁilly- requests this Court to reverse the trial
court’s ord\er granting summa.ry judgment and remand for further proceedings. Further,
Appellant requests this Court to hold that the claim was timely commenced as a matter of law.
In the alternative, Appellant requests that the Court find that the date a reasonable person knew
" or should have known that a claim for medical negligence existed or a right had been invaded is

a question of fact for the jury to determine.
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