
The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Margaret A. Eberly and Barbara J. Pavelik, Plaintiffs,

v. 

Advanced Flooring & Design Division of ISI, LLC; 
Archer Exteriors, Inc.; Crossroads Enterprises, LLC; 
D.R. Horton, Inc.; East Coast Construction Cleanup 
Corp.; Hutton's Landscapes, Inc.; Lather Construction 
SC, Inc.; Lather Construction, Inc.' Professional Drywall 
& Paint Services, LLC; Professional Exteriors II, LLC; 
and Valim Construction, LLC, Defendants,

Of which D.R. Horton, Inc. is the Petitioner,

And

Hutton's Landscapes, Inc., Lather Construction SC, Inc., 
and Lather Construction, Inc. are the Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2022-001719

ORDER

The request for an extension to serve and file the return to petition for writ of 
certiorari on behalf of Lather Construction SC, Inc., et al., is granted and extended 
for twenty days until January 30, 2023. Please refer to the order of the Supreme 
Court of South Carolina dated July 16, 2014 
(http://www.sccourts.org/whatsnew/displaywhatsnew.cfm?indexID=963),1

                                               
1 The Order provides that, in cases where a party seeks review of a decision of the 
Court of Appeals pursuant to Rule 242 of the South Carolina Appellate Court 
Rules, a party "may be granted extensions totaling no more than twenty (20) days 
during the proceedings before this Court."  Extensions beyond twenty (20) days are 
permitted based only on "extraordinary circumstances such as illness or other 
circumstances beyond the control of the movant [that] warrant the granting of the 



regarding any further extension requests in this matter.

FOR THE COURT
       
BY 

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

Columbia, South Carolina
January 9, 2023

cc: Jason Michael Imhoff, Esquire
John T. Crawford, Jr., Esquire
Thomas Elihue Dudley, III, Esquire
Carl F. Muller, Esquire
Emily Gifford Lucey, Esquire
Megan Christine White, Esquire
Caren Vaughn Ganjehsani, Esquire
Jeffrey A. Ross, Esquire
Philip Paul Cristaldi, III, Esquire
Scott Harris Winograd, Esquire

                                                                                                                                                      

extension.  The parties are warned that the press of other business is not an 
extraordinary circumstance which will warrant the granting of an extension."


