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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
) C/A No.: 2012-CP-40-7790
South Carolina Public Interest Foundation, )
and William B. DePass, Jr., individually, )
and on behalf of all others similarly ) oS =
situated, ) » F 9
) om £ T
Plaintiffs, )  ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS' —2-
) MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND =
v. ) - B U=
) e B =
Senator John E. Courson, Senator Darrell ) % o~
Jackson, Senator Joel Lourie, Senator ) =] odl
John L. Scott, Jr., and the State of South ) o
Carolina, )
)
Defendants. )

This matter comes before the Court by way of Plaintiffs' Motion to Alter or Amend
pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP. Specifically, Plaintiffs ask this Court to reconsider its Order
Denying Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorneys' Fees filed March 19, 2014.

After careful consideration of the record in this case and the submissions of the parties,
this Court is unable to discover any material fact or principle of law that either has been
overlooked or disregarded and further finds no error of law or facts not appropriately considered.
Accordingly, this Court hereby DENIES Plaintiffs' Motion under to Rule 59(e), SCRCP to
Reconsider this Court's Order filed March 19, 2014. Pursuant to Rule 59(f), the Court is of the
opinion that oral argument is not necessary.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

-y

Columbia, South Carolina G. Thomas Cooper, Jr., Judge
May Z4, 2014 Fifth Judicial Circuit
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