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September 4,2012 

Be Court of Appeals 
The Honorable Jeanette Barber 
Clerk, South CarolIna Court of Appeals 
Via Hand Delivery 

Re Neeltec Enterpnses, Inc d/b/a Fireworks Supermarket v Willard Long d/b/a Foxy's 
Fireworks and d/b/a Fireworks Superstore 
Civil ActIOn 06-CP-15-461 
Court of Appeals Tracking number: 2008101646 
RTT file 712 10 

Dear Ms Gee 

Enclosed are 14 copies each that you requested of Final Reply Brief of Appellant as 
requested last week by telephone, plus one extra Please clock the extra copy and return It to our 
couner 

We also enclose 15 copies of this letter, once again repnsIng our letter of June 25, 2009 
In accordance With Rule 208 (b)(7), SCACR (,"Supplemental CitatIOns"), we call to the Court's 
attentIOn to the holding In Spence v Wingate, 381 S C 487, 674 S E 2d 169 (2009) as an 
additIOnal citatIOn for Issue 1 In Final Reply Bnef of Appellant which disputes Respondent's 
argument that the Issue on appeal was not preserved 

In a short per cunam OpinIOn, the Supreme Court held 

We hold the Court of Appeals erred In finding the Issue was not 
preserved for appeal The tnal judge's order granted respondents' 
motIOn for summary judgment on precisely the grounds argued by 
respondents at the summary judgment heanng WhIle that order 
did not restate the ground on which petitioner opposed the motlOn­
a duty based on the eXistence of a pnor attorney-clIent 
relatIOnship-the order explICitly addresses that argument by ruling 
respondents' owed no duty or oblIgatIOn" to petitIOner ThiS rulIng 
IS suffiCient to preserve petitIOner's argument that respondents 
owed a duty to petitIOner, and petitIOner was not reqUired to file a 
Rule 59(e) motIOn to alter or amend In order to preserve the Issue 
for appeal 
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Jd at 489, 674 S E 2d at 169 (emphasIs In the ongInal) 

The Supreme Court's decIsIOn In Spence v Wzngate was Issued after the filIng and 
servIce of Fznal Reply Bnef of Appellant 

/s 
cc 

I certIfy that a copy of thIs letter IS beIng maIled to Respondent's counsel thIs same date 

Please clock the extra copy of thIs letter and return It t.~o_--.-: 

Bert G Utsey, III, EsqUIre 
Peters, Murdaugh, Parker, Eltzroth & Detnck 
123 Walter Street 
PO Box 1164 
Walterboro, SC 29488 


