STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
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After careful consideration of the record in this case and the submissions of counsel, this
Court is unable|to discover any material fact or principle of law that either has been overlooked
or disregarded
Plaintiff’s Moti

and further finds no error of law or facts not appropriately considered. In

on to Alter or Amend Pursuant to Rule 59(¢) submitted on or about December 23,

2013, Plaintiff argues that this Court failed to properly consider that Plaintiff was a minor, and

therefore required greater warnings or parental consent for the “advanced bowl.” However,

Plaintiff failed to cite any South Carolina precedent or rule of law to support these arguments and

relied only upon the law of other jurisdictions, which is not the law in this state. Accordingly,

this Court -hereby DENIES Plaintiff’s Motion to Alter or Amend Pursuant to Rule 59(e).

Pursuant to Rule 59(f), the Court is of the opinion that oral argument is not necessary.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
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December 31,2013

Columbia, South Carolina

Lo

ALISON RENEE LEE
Presiding Judge
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