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

Good afternoon:
 
Please see attached in the above-mentioned case.
 
Thank you.
 
With warm regards,
 
April M. Smith | Legal Assistant to Pete M. Balthazor
Riley Pope & Laney, LLC – South Carolina | North Carolina
2838 Devine Street | Columbia, SC 29205

 
THIS FIRM COLLECTS DEBTS FOR MORTGAGE BANKING CREDITORS AND OTHER LENDING INSTITUTIONS.  ANY
INFORMATION OBTAINED BY THIS OFFICE WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.
This e-mail message is confidential.  It may contain information that is privileged or subject to other confidentiality requirements
and exemptions from disclosure under applicable law.  It is intended solely for the use of the intended recipient.  If you are not
the intended recipient, notify sender immediately.  Any distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.
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February 19, 2025 


 


VIA EMAIL 
Jenny Abbott Kitchings 
The South Carolina Court of Appeals 
1220 Senate Street 
Columbia, SC 29201 
 
Re: Allen University v. City of Columbia Design/Development Review Commission 
 Appellate Case No.: 2024-001820 
 
Dear Ms. Kitchings: 
 
 As you know, on behalf of Respondent, I filed a motion to dismiss, and a renewed motion 
to dismiss. If my firm submits a new filing fee of $50.00, can the renewed motion to dismiss be 
construed as an amended motion to dismiss? 
 


Appellant’s counsel has indicated it is waiting on the Court to rule on the original motion 
to dismiss before Appellant files an initial brief. Appellant’s dilatory conduct should not be 
allowed to continue. 
 
 If you have any questions, please let me know. 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
      s/Peter M. Balthazor 
 
      Peter M. Balthazor 
 
PMB/ams 
 
cc: tristan@shafferlawsc.com (via email only) 
 info@jschaplinlaw.com (via email only) 
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