NO. 30378
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF HAWAI ‘|

LESLI E D. JOHNSON, Petitioner,
VS.
THE HONORABLE PAUL T. MURAKAM , JUDGE OF THE FAM LY

COURT OF THE FI RST CI RCUI T, STATE OF HAWAI ‘I ; and
P. SPENCER JOHNSON, Respondents.

ORI G NAL PROCEEDI NG
(FC-D No. 10- 1- 0437)

ORDER
(By: Moon, C.J., Nakayama, Acoba, Duffy, and Recktenwal d, JJ.)

Upon consi deration of the petition for a wit of
mandanus filed by petitioner Lesley D. Johnson and the papers in
support, it appears that petitioner’s request for entry of a
bi furcated divorce decree is to be decided by the respondent
j udge on March 22, 2010, the respondent judge has not indicated
that bifurcation will not be granted, and there is no clear and
i ndi sput abl e proof that petitioner’s passing is inmnent.
Therefore, petitioner is not entitled to nmandanus relief. See
Kema v. Gaddis, 91 Hawai ‘i 200, 204, 982 P.2d 334, 338 (1999) (A
wit of mandanus is an extraordinary renedy that will not issue
unl ess the petitioner denonstrates a clear and indisputable right
torelief and a lack of alternative neans to redress adequately
the alleged wong or obtain the requested action.). Accordingly,

| T 1S HEREBY ORDERED that the petition for a wit of
mandanus i s deni ed.

DATED: Honol ul u, Hawai ‘i, March 19, 2010.




