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In their joint opposition, Respondents Haller and Richter are correct that the only error
identified in the motion as to the Petition for Certiorari and the Motion as to the Remittitur is the
error of counsel. We do not dispute it. Had counsel’s mother not passed away June 12, we are
sure that counsel’s June 14 error would not have occurred or would have been promptly
corrected.

Pursuant to SCACR 260(a) the Court has discretion if supported by good cause in
reinstating appeals. We acknowledge it is discretionary with the Court to recall the remittitur and
consider the Petition on its merits. If the death of counsel’s mother is not regarded as good cause
then the motion should be denied. Given the extensive work done by counsel in this Court since
his first appeal in 1987, we would request the Court consider the once in a lifetime disruptive

event as constituting good cause, and permit counsel’s clients to receive the Court’s full

consideration.



Conclusion
We ask that the Court recall the remittitur, accept the Petition as of June 14, and continue
to process this appeal on its merits.
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