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The Motion for Leave to file an Amicus Curiae Brief by Taylor 

Morgan Dant should be denied as untimely. “Rule 29(a) governs amicus 

filings during a court’s initial consideration of a case on the merits.” 

Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(1). Rule 29(a)(6) requires that an amicus brief be 

filed “no later than 7 days after the principal brief of the party being 

supported is filed.” Id. (emphasis added). The term “principal brief” 

refers “to the lead brief filed by a party in anticipation of argument,” not 

to other subsequent briefs. LaRue v. DeWolff, Boberg & Assocs., Inc., 

458 F.3d 359, 361 (4th Cir. 2006). Appellee’s principal brief was filed on 

October 10, 2024. Movant’s proposed amicus brief is untimely. 

Anticipating that the proposed brief is untimely, Movant “asks 

this Court [sic] grant permission to file, or extend the timeline to file 

amicus curiae briefs to … April 27, 2026.” Mot. at 3. But such motions 

are “disfavored.” LaRue, 458 F.3d at 361. Movant offers no rationale to 

overcome this presumption against permitting untimely briefs. 

The Court should deny the Motion. 
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