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IN THE APPELATE COURT 
CASE NUMBER 2022-001785 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION 

Appelant Signature: 

Print Name: Jirair Baghdassarian 

    

following reason(s): 

I/We request an extension of     
 

We just received the letter of motion for dismissal from Mr. Merck and 1 business day is not enough for us to reply. 
His letter was not stamped nor postmarked which make us suspect that he sent it later than October 5th and that is 
the reason why we did not receive it in a timely manner. 

Executed this  day of  , 2023. 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE MATTER OF: ) 
) 

) 

    ) 
 ) 

   ) 

 

Oct 17 2023
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE MATTER OF: ) 
Jirair Baghdassarian Appelate ) 
vs. Judy Tupolo Respondent ) IN THE APPELATE COURT 

) 

) CASE NUMBER 2022-001785 
) ORDER ON MOTION FOR EXTENSION 

After reviewing the foregoing request and the record, it appears that the request should 
be: 

Granted 

Final Extension;   prior extensions granted for same reason recited on Motion, no new 
information 
Granted for a shorter extension of  days 

Granted for a longer extension of  days 

Denied and refer for 
Summons Guardian/Conservator / Court to copy all interested parties with copy of Motion for Extension; Proof of 
Delivery to be filed within ten (10) days of date of this Order 

Final Extension due to timeframe imposed by SC Court 
Administration 
Denied / Hearing scheduled for   

Denied – see explanation 
below 

Filing(s) are now due on or before the   day of  , 20 , at  : o’clock  .M. 

IT IS SO 
ORDERED: 

Executed this   day of  , 20 . 

 ,Judge of Appelate 

 


