
Alexander Guice
P O. Box 13281

Ph""l'fif:j EE;lZi*+
Email: alguice@hotmail com

July 19,2A16

Via Electronic & Reqular Mail

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings

Clerk of Court
South Carolina Court of APPeals

Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: Alexander Guice v. US Foodservice, lnc'' et al

APPellate Case No. 201 5-AU821

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

PleasebeadvisedthattheundersignedAppellantsubmitsthiscorrespondence
requesting customer service assistance'

Specifically, upon review of Case Summary regarding the above-entitled action on "C-

Track', it would appear that the assigneO iutJUu.'ager or appropriate Clerk

inaccuratery designated the June 29] 2a1- correspon-dence submitted to your office by

the undersigned is a ,,Motion - Extension of rime (t st; ror Appellant's initial reply brief''

However, a review of the aforementioned June 29, 2}rc correspondence confirms that

this one page document was not a motion for an extension of time to file the initial reply

brief based on several factors. f itsi, in" June 29,2016 document was not filed with the

Court seeking a Court order granting or denyin.g an extension Motion; the June 29

correspondence was not filed in accSrdance wit-n Rule 240, scAcR; and the document

did not include the required $25.00 motion filing fee. June 29,2A16 Correspondence

from APPellant, PreviouslY filed'

second, as advanced by Respondents' counsel's June 29,2016 response

correspondence, 
,,rf Apperant seek; an extension of time in which to fire his lnitial Reply

Brief,heneedstofile.amotionrequestingthesame.,alongwiththeappropriatefiling
tee,,. Respondentr' Corr*spondence OaieO June 29, 2A16, previously filed' The

undersigned did not rir" a Motion toi-rxtension of rime to fire his lnitial Reply Brief,

whichcanbeconfirmeduponareviewoftherecord'

Finally, the undersigned timely{iled a.,Motion for Correction and/or Clarification of

Respondents' Designation of nlattef: on jrfy 3:2A19, to include requesting "that the

deadtine for fiting his [Appellant's] rniiiar C"prv Brlgf be suspended until this Court rules

on this Motion and Respondents' oesgnatibn of Matter has been corrected andlor

clarified", which was filed within il"'" t"1iouy ti** limit imposed to file a responsive
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pleading subsequent the June 24,2016 Court Order issued on Appellant's Motion to

Strike. Motion for CorrectioniClarification of Respondents' Designation of Matter,

previously filed.

Based on foregoing, I respectfully request that your office correct the inaccurate
-esignation 

ot the iun" ZS, ZOld correspondencesubmitted to your office by the

undersigned Appellant from "Motion - Extension of Time (1st) for Appellant's initial reply

brief,, to ,,Correspondence" or "Letter" or other accurate suitable representation of the

June 29 communication submitted your office'

By copy of this correspondence, Erin L. Hantske, Esq., the Respondents' Counsel of

record, has been provided a copy of the same via electronic mail and regular mail'

should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me' Please respond

to this correspondence at your earliest convenience. Thank you for your assistance in

this matter.

cc: Erin L. Hantske, Esquire

U.S. African American Citizen
Honorable Disabled Veteran
Appellant, Pro se
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