The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Harley-sville Group Insurance, a Pennsylvania
Corporation, Appellant/Respondent,

V.

Heritage Communities, Inc., a South Carolina
Corporation; Heritage Magnolia North, Inc., a South
Carolina Corporation; Buildstar Corporation, a South
Carolina Corporation; Magnolia North Horizontal
Property Regime; Magnolia North Property Owners
Association, Inc., a South Carolina Corporation; and
National Surety Corp., Defendants,

Of whom Heritage Communities, Inc., a South Carolina
Corporation; Heritage Magnolia North, Inc., a South
Carolina Corporation; Buildstar Corporation, a South
Carolina Corporation; and National Surety Corp. are
Respondents,

and Magnolia North Horizontal Property Regime and
Magnolia North Property Owners Association, Inc., a

South Carolina Corporation, are Respondents/Appellants.

Appellate Case No. 2013-001281

And

Harleysville Group Insurance, a Pennsylvania
Corporation, Appellant/Respondent,

V.

Heritage Communities, Inc., a South Carolina
Corporation; Heritage Riverwalk, a South Carolina



Corporation; Buildstar Corporation, a South Carolina
Corporation; Riverwalk at Arrowhead Country Club
Horizontal Property Regime; Riverwalk at Arrowhead
Country Club Property Owners Association, Inc., a South
Carolina Corporation; National Surety Corp.; and Tony
L. Pope and Lynn Pope, individually and representing as
a class all unit owners at Riverwalk at Arrowhead
Country Club Horizontal Property Regime, Defendants,

Of whom Heritage Communities, Inc., a South Carolina
Corporation; Heritage Riverwalk, a South Carolina
Corporation; Buildstar Corporation, a South Carolina
Corporation; National Surety Corp.; and Tony L. Pope
and Lynn Pope, individually and representing as a class
all unit owners at Riverwalk at Arrowhead Country Club
Horizontal Property Regime, are Respondents,

and Riverwalk at Arrowhead Country Club Horizontal
Property Regime and Riverwalk at Arrowhead Country
Club Property Owners Association, Inc. are
Respondents/Appellants.

Appellate Case No. 2013-001291

ORDER

After careful consideration of the cross-petitions for rehearing, the Court grants the
petition for rehearing filed by Appellant/Respondent, dispenses with further
briefing, and substitutes the attached opinions for the opinions previously filed in
this matter. As to the petition for rehearing filed by Respondents/Appellants, the
Court is unable to discover any material fact or principle of law that has been either
overlooked or disregarded, and therefore, the petition for rehearing filed by
Respondents/Appellants is denied.

s/ Donald W. Beatty C.J.




Columbia, South Carolina

July 26, 2017

s/ John W. Kittredge J.
s/ Kaye G. Hearn J.
s/ James E. Moore Al

I would grant rehearing. Because a majority of
the Court has voted to file a substituted opinion, I
have revised my dissent.

s/ Costa M. Pleicones AlJ.




