
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

TRACY LEE CASTL, 
Appellant, 

vs. 
PENNYMAC HOLDINGS, LLC, 

Respondent. 

No. 82296 

MED 
MAR 1 0 2022 

k BROM 

ORDER DENYING MOTION BY  IEF DEPUTY CLERK 

Appellant has filed a motion for a sixth extension of time to file 

the opening brief and for reconsideration of the order denying her motion 

for a fifth extension of time. Appellant asserts that she has not received 

exhibits from the court reporter. Respondent opposes the motion and moves 

to dismiss this appeal. 

When this court denied appellant's fifth motion for an extension 

of time, appellant was advised that exhibits are properly ordered from the 

district court clerk, not the court reporter and that appellant's failure to 

timely and properly request copies of exhibits does not constitute 

extraordinary circumstances and extreme need warranting an additional 

extension of time. In the current motion, appellant again seems to indicate 

that the court reporter has not provided the exhibits. Appellant does not 

indicate that she has contacted the clerk of the district court to obtain copies 

of any necessary exhibits. Accordingly, appellant does not demonstrate 

extraordinary circumstances and extreme need warranting a sixth 

extension of time. Appellant also fails to demonstrate that reconsideration 

of the order denying her motion for a fifth extension of time is warranted. 

The motion is denied. 
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Appellant shall have 7 days from the date of this order to file 

and serve the opening brief and appendix. Any additional extensions will 

be granted only on showing of extraordinary circumstances and extreme 

need. NRAP 31(b)(3)(B). Counsel's caseload normally will not be deemed 

such a circumstance. Cf. Varnurn v. Grady, 90 Nev. 374, 528 P.2d 1027 

(1974). Respondent's motion to dismiss this appeal is denied at this time. 

However, appellant is cautioned that failure to timely file the opening brief 

and appendix may result in the imposition of sanctions, including the 

dismissal of this appeal. NRAP 30(d). 

It is so ORDERED. 

cc: Law Offices of Byron Thomas 
Maurice Wood 
Akerman LLP/Las Vegas 
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