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2. The Record on Appeal, comprising 796 pages, was served on June 8, 2026. Final

briefs were due within twenty days thereafter. Rule 21 l(a), SCACR. 

3. On September 10, 2026, Appellant tendered a document styled Appellant's Reply

Brief, dated September 4, 2026, together with a Motion for Leave to File Appellant's Reply Brief 

Out ofTime. 

4. The brief tendered September 10, 2026 was inadvertently prepared as a new reply

brief rather than as the final version of Appellant's initial reply brief. It restates and reorganizes 

the argument, adopts new headings, relies upon authority not cited in the initial reply brief, and 

omits argument the initial reply brief contained. 

5. Rule 21l(b), SCACR, permits a final brief to differ from the initial brief in two

respects only: the references in the initial brief may be revised to indicate where the material 

appears in the Record on Appeal, and obvious typographical errors and misspellings contained in 

the initial brief may be corrected. The Rule provides that "[ n ]o other changes may be made." The 

brief tendered September 10, 2026 does not comply with Rule 21 l(b), and counsel's signature on 

that brief certified a compliance that does not exist. See Rule 211 (a), SCACR. 

6. The error was counsel's. It was not made in bad faith and was not made for purposes

of delay. Appellant brings the matter to the Court's attention promptly upon discovering it and 

before the Court has acted upon the nonconforming brief. 

Relief Requested 

7. Appellant requests leave to withdraw the brief tendered September 10, 2026, and

asks that it be stricken from the file and not considered by the Court. 

8. Tendered contemporaneously herewith is Appellant's Corrected Appellant's Final

Reply Brief, which is identical to Appellant's Reply to Respondents' Initial Brief served March 26, 



2026, except that (a) the record references have been completed to indicate where the material 

appears in the Record on Appeal, and (b) obvious typographical errors and misspellings have been 

corrected. No other changes have been made. Counsel's signature certifies compliance with Rule 

211 (b ), SCACR. 

9. To the extent this Court has not ruled upon Appellant's Motion for Leave to File

Appellant's Reply Brief Out of Time filed September 10, 2026, Appellant requests that the relief 

sought in that Motion be applied to the Corrected Appellant's Final Reply Brief tendered herewith, 

or, in the alternative, that the September 10, 2026 Motion be deemed withdrawn and that this 

Motion be treated as Appellant's request for leave to file its final reply brief out of time. Good 

cause exists for the delay: the Record on Appeal comprises 796 pages, and completing the record 

references required by Rule 211 (b )(1 ), SCACR, required verification of each citation against the 

settled Record. 

10. The filing fee required by Rule 240(c), SCACR, is tendered herewith.

11. Counsel for Appellant has conferred with counsel for Respondents, who consents

to this motion. 

WHEREFORE, Appellant Turner's Marina, LLC respectfully requests that this Court 

permit the withdrawal of the Appellant's Rep(v Brief tendered September 10, 2026; strike that brief 

from the file; grant leave to file the Corrected Appellant's Final Reply Brief tendered herewith; 

and grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

September 15, 2026. 

Alford Law Firm, LLC 

s/Greg01y M A/lord 
Gregory M. Alford (#6932) 
Post Office Box 8008 
Hilton Head Island, SC 29938 
(843) 842-5500
gregg@alfordlawsc.com
Attorney for Appellant
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