iay 24, 2016

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk of Court
The South Carolina Court of Appeals

D BCEIVETY
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201 MAY 31 2018

SC Gourt of Appeals

RE: David Ford Il v. Richard Campanaro

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

I'am a bit confused over the attached letter dated May 17, 2016, regarding the “due” date of
respondent’s initial brief and designation of matter being due on April 25, 2016.

On February 16, 2016, | had a conversation with Shelby in the clerk’s office where she stated that the
original “due” date was actually February 18, 2016. Given that the Appellant’s briefs were accepted
and “loaded” on December 8, 2016, | move to suggest that the Appeal should be heard without the
respondent’s briefs as a part of the case. In past arguments, the plaintiff has urged the court to act
upon motions and hearings due to the lack of timeliness of the defendant’s, Richard Campanaro,
responses. While, it has been documented that all defendant / appellant correspondence have, indeed,
been within the stated time-line per the court, it is glaring that the defendant’s argument of timeliness
should work against their case; as they have failed to provide requested briefs for over 6 months.

It appears there is a bias in favor of the plaintiff / respondent that is irreparably harming the defendant,
Richard Campanaro. At this time, | respectfully ask the court to hear the appeal without waiting or
delaying any further in effort to receive the briefs. It has been over six months since they were
requested.

Respectfully,

rd Campanaro

Copies: Toby Ward




Richard Campanaro
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