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November 12, 2020 

Via Electronic Mail: supctfilings@sccourts.org 

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse  
Clerk of Court 
South Carolina Supreme Court 
1231 Gervais Street  
Columbia, SC  29201 

RE: Ashley Reeves v. SCMIRF
Appellate Case No. 2019-001756 
Our File No. 020848/01500

Dear Mr. Shearouse: 

Pursuant to Rule 208(b)(7), SCACR, Respondent offers the following pertinent authorities 
which were identified after the briefing closed in this matter: 

Colorado Special Districts Prop. & Liab. Pool v. Lyons, 277 P.3d 874 
(Colo. App. 2012); 

Shapiro v. Middlesex County Mun. Joint Ins. Fund, 704 A.2d 1316 (N.J. 
Super. Ct. App. Div.  1998); 

Hanover Ins. Co. v. Borough of Atlantic Highlands, 709 A.2d 236 (N.J. 
Super. Ct. App. Div. 1998); 

Ben Bolt-Palito Blanco Consol. Indep. Sch. Dist. v. Texas Political 
Subdivisions Prop./Cas. Joint Self-Ins. Fund., 212 S.W.3d 320 (Tex. 
2006); 

Stegall v. TML Multistate Intergovernmental Employee Benefits Pool, Inc., 
2019 WL 4855226 (Tex. App. Oct. 2, 2019); 

Bd. of Cty. Comm'rs v. Ass'n of Cty. Comm'rs of Okla. Self- Ins. Grp., 339 
P.3d 866 (OK 2014).   
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These authorities are pertinent to the issues discussed in Section II.B. (pp. 37-46) of 
Respondents’ Brief regarding whether SCMIRF is a political subdivision such that a tort 
claim for bad faith brought against SCMIRF would be subject to the South Carolina Tort 
Claims Act.  Additionally, the Colorado Special Districts Prop. & Liab. Pool case is also 
pertinent to the issues discussed at pp. 35-37 of Section II.A. of Respondent’s Brief.  

With kind regards, I remain 

Sincerely yours, 

C. Mitchell Brown 

cc: W. Mullins McLeod, Jr., Esq. (via Electronic Mail) 
Colin V. Ram, Esq. (via Electronic Mail) 


