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COMES NOW William Haynes, as Personal Representative of the Estate of Elizabeth 

Varner, and pursuant to Rule 240(e) SCACR, files this Return to Appellants’ Third Request for 

Extension of Time to File/Serve Initial Brief of Appellant. Respondent respectfully requests this 

Court deny Appellants’ Third Request for Extension of Time and dismiss this appeal pursuant to 

Rule 260(a) SCACR. Throughout this litigation, Appellants have shown a pattern of dilatory 

tactics designed to prevent the timely and just prosecution of this litigation. They have repeatedly 

failed to meet court-imposed timelines and have simply ignored court orders, including a Rule to 

Show Cause they are now inappropriately attempting to appeal. 

By Order of this Court, Appellants were granted a second extension of time on September 

8, 2025, to designate initial matter and file their initial brief. The Order specifically stated, “The 

time for serving and filing the appellants' initial brief and designation of matter is hereby extended 

until October 8, 2025. No further extensions will be granted absent extraordinary circumstances.” 

In support of their previous two requests, Appellants have cited “[o]n account of work-related and 

other time commitments....” Their most recent request cites the same "work-related and other time 

commitments...” Nothing in Appellants’ request is unusual or exceeds the routine timelines as 

imposed by Rule 263 SCACR. This excuse hardly meets the standard of extraordinary 

circumstances as ordered by this Court. 

It has now been more than four (4½) years since the lawsuit was filed and 233 days since 

Appellants filed the instant Notice of Appeal. Appellants have requested multiple extensions of 

time throughout this Notice of Appeal. Respondent has suffered prejudice, and continues to suffer 

prejudice, in that he has been unable to move forward with a case despite multiple court orders 

demanding compliance with routine deadlines. Further, Appellants have steadfastly refused to 

produce discovery despite court orders to do so (including a Rule to Show Cause) and are appealing 



what Respondent maintains is an interlocutory order. Respondent is now facing additional delay 

due to Appellants’ ongoing efforts to delay the timely administration of justice despite this Court’s 

previous direction to file their initial brief and matter of designation by a date certain or face 

dismissal of the appeal. 

Respondent has suffered prejudice, and continues to suffer prejudice, by Appellants’ 

refusal to comply with Court orders. Further, Appellants’ continued failure to meet routine 

timelines as contained in the SCACR and ordered by this Court compound this prejudice. 

Respondent has been unable to move forward with a case that is now approaching five (5) years 

since being filed. Appellants have steadfastly refused to produce discovery despite court orders to 

do so (including a Rule to Show Cause), have refused to comply with multiple court orders, have 

simply ignored the timelines contained within the SCACR, and are appealing interlocutory orders. 

Respondent is now facing additional prejudice due to Appellants’ ongoing efforts to delay the 

timely administration of justice by seeking yet another extension of time to submit their initial 

brief and designation of matter on appeal absent extraordinary cause to do so. 

Respondent respectfully request this Court DENY Appellants’ Third Motion for Extension 

of Time to File/Serve Initial Brief. Respondent further requests this Court dismiss Appellants’ 

Notice of Appeal pursuant to Rule 240(e) SCACR. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
PINKSTON LAW FIRM, LLC 
 
/s/ Shawn Pinkston 
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Russ,

See attached Return to Appellants’ Third Request for Extension of time to File/Serve Initial Brief. Thank you.
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