From: Scott Bischoff

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: ambreemuller@scag.gov

Subject: The State v. Elisabeth Anne Germain (2024-001615)

Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 5:06:31 PM

Attachments: Elisabeth Germain LTR and Motion in Opposition to States 2nd req for ext of time (2024-001615).pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon,
In response to the State’s request for a Second Extension of Time to File, please see

attached. Opposing counsel is cc’d on this email.

Thanks,
Scott Bischoff

J. Scott Bischoff, Il

Adams & Bischoff, LLC

171 Church Street, Suite 360
Charleston, SC 29401

(843) 277-0090 (office)
(843) 513-8576 (cell)

(877) 883-9114 (fax)
scott@adamsbischoff.com
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December 3, 2024

SENT VIA EMAIL

The Honorable Jenny A. Kitchings

Clerk of Court, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia. South Carolina 29201

RE: The State v. Elisabeth Anne Germain
Appellate Case No. 2024-001615

Dear Ms. Kitchings,
Please see enclosed a Motion in Opposition to the State’s request for a second extension
of time to file the Initial Brief of Appellant and Designation of Matter.

The State’s request for an extension was received at 4:15pm on today’s date. December
3, 2024, and failed to state any facts to support a showing of good cause for the extension, as
required by the previous Order in this case filed on October 29. 2024 (citing the March 18. 2009
Order of the Supreme Court of South Carolina regarding extension requests). The only basis for
the extension cited by the State is “a heavy workload.” which is a condition that exists in
perpetuity without interruption for most lawyers and is insufficient to meet the “good cause™
standard set forth in the aforementioned Orders.

As such, at this late hour. the State’s request for an extension to file the Initial Brief of
Appellant and Designation of Matter should be denied.
Respectfully submitted.

W7,

J. Scott Bischoff. 11

JSB.I/Ins
ce: Beth Germain (via email)
Ambree Muller. Assistant Attorney General (via email)
Enclosure: Motion in Opposition to State’s Second Request for Extension of Time
171 CHURCH STREELD © SUITE 360+ CHARLESTON.S.CL 29101

(131 277-0090 ('TEL, 877 883-01 11 (FAN WWWADANMSBISCHOFF.COM





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

Appellate Case No. 2024-001615

State of South Carolina. Appellant.

Elisabeth Anne Germain. Respondent.

MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO SECOND REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

The State’s Second Request for an extension to file was received at 4:15pm on
today’s date, December 3., 2024, and failed to state any facts to support a showing of
good cause for the extension. as required by the previous Order in this case filed on
October 29, 2024 (citing the March 18, 2009 Order of the Supreme Court of South
Carolina regarding extension requests). The only basis for the extension cited by the
State is ““a heavy workload.”™ which is a condition that exists in perpetuity without
interruption for most lawyers and is insufficient to constitute “good cause™ as the
aforementioned Orders require.

As such, the State’s Second Request for an extension should be denied.

Respectfully submitted.

J.Scojt Bischoft. 1I{ (8CBay#74283)
Atlorney for Appellant

Adams & Bischoft, LLC

171 Church Street. Suite 360
This 3" day of December. 2024 Charleston. South Carolina 29401
Charleston, South Carolina scott@adamsbischoff.com







