
STA.1:E OF SO'[-.i'l'l-I CAK0T.IN.A ) IN TETE COURT OF' COM,MON PI.RAS 

CO\ IN'I'Y 01! EUCT-TT.ANY ) I;II;"lVH JIJDICIAId (I'IRCWI1' 

Xerox Corporalion, ) CASE NO. 2006-CP-40.5478 

Plailui ff j 

1 
VS. ) 

South Carol irrlr  S1~l.c Univcrsily? Aldrcw ) 
1,luginc. Jr.. Tndividually, Jaseph M. 1 
Pearman, Jr.. Individually, w d  M ~ r y  L. 1 
Sim~s. IndividuaIly, and the Stak  ot' South ) 
Carolina Budget nnci Conlrol Tjuard, ') 

Deienda~~rs. f 

After C U M ~ L L ~  ~o~isideration of the rccord in [.his case a11d thc suhrrrissions of counsel, this 

(lour1 i s  tlnablc to discovcr m y  niul,crjal fact Or principle of  law that eilher has been ovcrlookrd or 

disrzgaded and furlher finds nu error of law or facts not appropriately considoad. Accordingly, (1 ) 

this Court hcrcby DENIES Ylain~i Rs Mnl inn lo Correct a Clerical M i s i ~ k . ~ !  pursmt to Kule fillis), 

SCKC13, and Plaintifl's Motion to Amend Order e~ltercd or1 or about March 28,2007, pursuant tr, 

Rulc 59(c), SCRC'P. and (2) Pleirttifl's Supplemental Submission in Support of its Motion fi7r 

Kccorisidertio indicates that tile In limnation Technology Mm~agerncrlt Oficer/Chicf hocwenlcnl 

Officer will schedulc a hcarir~g and in a 1cter dated April 1 K. 2007 to Plaintiffs counsel the Chial 

Pmcurcrnennt 0-f iccr  indicu,tes that a htrari~~g offic~r other than Mr. Spi.ccr has been designated, 

there fbrr, thc matters rniscrl in this mulion appear 10 be moot. Pursuant to Rule 59(f), tllc Cr~url is of 

C. Thomas Cooper, Jr. 
Presiding Judgec, Fifth Judi,cial 

May 2,2007 
C'otumbia, South Clasolina 




