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James L. Floyd, III
July 20, 2018

VIA U.S. MAIL

. The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse
Clerk of Court
South Carolina Supreme Court
1231 Gervais Street
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Re:  Gordonv. Lancaster | Appellate Case No. 2017-000640
Common Pleas Nos. 2010-CP-10-9096 and 2011-CP-10-8840

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

This letter is to express Respondents’ substantive and procedural objections! to the Motion
of Adriane Livingston Radeker to File Brief as Amicus Curiae (and its accompanying Brief) filed
with the Court dated July 10, 2018. Mrs. Radeker’s motion for leave to file an amicus brief should
be denied because it is untimely, it fails to comply with Rule 213, and offers no unique information
or perspective that has not or could not have been raised by the parties.

This Ceurt should deny Mrs. Radeker's motion because it was untimely filed more than a
month after oral arguments. A motion for leave to file an amicus curiae should not be granted
unless the court “deems the proffered information timely and useful.” C.J.S. Amicus Curiae § 3
(1973).

Pursuant to Rule 213, SCACR a motion for leave is required to state the reasons an amicus
curiae’s brief is desirable. Ms. Radeker’s brief fails to do so and is duplicative of the parties’
arguments. While the amicus brief sought to be filed in this case contains a few additional citations -
not found in the parties' briefs, it is essentially a summary of Appellants’ briefs. Courts across the
nation have adopted the principle that an amicus brief is meant to assist the court and not merely
extend the length of a litigant’s brief. :

Respondents therefore oppose Mrs. Radeker’s current motion for leave to file an amicus
curiae brief in this matter and oppose filing of their proposed amicus curiae brief. Respondents
request that the Supreme Court deny Mrs. Radeker’s motion. With deep respect and warm
regards, | remain;

! In this opposition letter, Respondents will not address each point made in the Amicus Curiae Brief, with the
understanding that, under Rule 213, “if leave to file an amicus curiae brief is granted, the Suprl'eme Court will specify
the period in which a response to the brief may be filed.”



Yours yery truly,

n/Zlcey

JOL/Imm

cc: Stephen P. Groves, Sr. Esq.
John J. Dodds, III, Esq.
Andrew S. Radeker, Esq.
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