LAW LIBRARY

NO. 27169

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF HAWAI'I

HERMINIA BALDONADO; ERNESTO BALDONADO; ARGELINO CANESCO; PAUL
NICHOLAS; VIRGINIA GARO; ENRIQUETA TAOATOA; LOLITA VALLENTE;
JUANA SABUGO; MATHIE GERONIMO; PACITA ROGAS; CONCEPTION ARIOLA;
REYNALDO SARMIENTO; BIENVENDIO D. LUMBO; ISRAEL T. CALLO;
REYMUNDO G. MIGUEL; RICARDO GARO; MARCELINA GARO; ARNALDO P.
ROGAS; SALOME ROGAS; JUANITA SADANG; NARCISCO SADANG,

Plaintiffs/Appellants/Petitioners, =
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vs.

THE WAY OF SALVATION CHURCH, Defendant/Appellee/ReS;”
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and
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=
JOHN DOES 1-10, JANE DOES 1-10, DOE CORPORATIONS 1-10% DOE =4
PARTNERSHIPS 1-10, NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS 1-10, AND DOE
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES 1-10, DOE ENTITIES 1-10, Defendants.

CERTIORARI TO THE INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEALS
(CIV. NO. 03-1-2422-12)

ORDER DENYING APPELLANTS’ MOTION FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME TO FILE REPLY TO APPELLEES’ WRIT FOR CERTIORARI
(By: Levinson, J., for the court?)

Upon consideration of the motion for extension of time
to file reply to appellees’ writ for certiorari filed by
appellants, and the record herein, it appears that appellants are
requesting a five day extension of time to file their reply to
appellees’ application for writ of certiorari from July 24, 2008
to July 29, 2008, but an extension is not authorized by statute.
See Hawai‘i Revised Statutes § 602-59(c) (Supp. 2007)

(“Opposition to an application for a writ of certiorari may be

filed no later than fifteen days after the application is

Considered by: Moon, C.J., Levinson, Nakayama, Acoba, and Duffy,

JJ.



filed.”).

The time within which a response to an application

writ of certiorari must be filed is set by statute.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the motion is denied.

DATED: Honolulu,

John Hoshibata (Bronster
Crabtree & Hoshibata), for
appellants, on the motion

Hawai‘i,

July 16, 2008.
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