STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) S
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )
KAY F. PASCHAL, ) /@%
) { 5%5@ nry
Flaintiff, ; %1; 4 é b § & fﬂéi?z
-v§- ) ORDER DENYING MOTION
. . ) TO ALTER OR AMEND
LEON ILLOTT, THE DULY ELECTED ) Case Number: 2012-CP-32-00342
SHERIFF OF RICHLAND COUNTY, )
SOUTH CAROLINA, )
)
Defendant. )
)

The plaintiff filed a motion to have the court reconsider and to alter or amend the order

ruling on post-trial motions. Having reconsidered the matter, the court declines to alter or amend

the prior order.

Pursuant to Rule 59(f), SCRCP, the parties were notified that the court would decide this
motion on written submissions. The reconsideration motion included citations of authority and

arguments. The plaintiff advised the court that it did not intend to previde further submissions.

The defendant filed a Return dated January 9, 2015.

The gist of the assertions in the pending motion relate to the plaintiff's belief that the '

monetary caps in the South Carolina Tort Claims Act only apply to negligence claims. It is the

court's determination that the issues raised in the pending Rule 59 motion were fully briefed,
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the court believes are additional supporting grounds for its prior ruling. =
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argued, and ruled upon. The defendants have provided additional citations i
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Having fully reconsidered all the issues raised in the Rule 59 motion, including the

reconsidering the prior arguments made and memoranda submitted, the court finds no basis to
alter or amend its previous order.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the niotion to alter or amend is denied.
~ ANDIT IS SO ORDERED.

April 27, 2015

William P. Keesley
Judge
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