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NO. CAAP-12- 0000866
I N THE | NTERMEDI ATE COURT OF APPEALS
OF THE STATE OF HAWAI ‘|

FEDERAL LAND BANK ASSOCI ATI ON OF HAWAI |, FLCA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
V.
MORTON E. BASSAN, JR , also known as Mrton Bassan, Jr.
And as Mdrton Bassan, and KEI KO BASSAN
Def endant s- Appel | ant s,

Cl TRUS MANAGEMENT SERVI CES, | NC., ORCHARD SERVI CES, | NC.
BANK OF HAWAI |, STATE OF HAWAI I, acting by and
through its Departnent of Agriculture,
HAWAI | ELECTRI C LI GHT COVPANY, | NC.
Def endant s- Appel | ees

APPEAL FROM THE CI RCUI T COURT OF THE THI RD CI RCUI T
(CIVIL NO 05-1-0193)

ORDER DENYI NG VARI QUS MOTI ONS FI LED BY DEFENDANTS- APPELLANTS
(By: Nakamura, Chief Judge, and Fujise and Reifurth, JJ.)

On June 13, 2014, this Court filed a Summary
Di sposition Order (SDO which dism ssed the appeal of Defendants-
Appel lants Morton E. Bassan, Jr., and Kei ko Bassan because we
concl uded that they | acked standing to pursue their appeal. On
June 18, 2014, Defendants-Appellants filed a "Mtion to Show
Borrowers' Clains Are Both Exenpt From Bankruptcy Estate or
Abandoned by Bankruptcy Trustee to Qppose ' Sunmary Judgment
Order' Filed[ ]June 13, 2014" (Motion for Reconsideration), which
we construed as a notion for reconsideration of this Court's SDO.
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On June 27, 2014, this Court entered an order extending the tine
to di spose of Defendants-Appellants' Mtion for Reconsideration
through July 14, 2014. On July 9, 2014, we issued our Order
denyi ng Def endant s- Appel | ants' Motion for Reconsi deration.

Since this Court entered its June 27, 2014, order
extending the tinme to di spose of Defendants-Appellants' June 18,
2014, Motion for Reconsideration, Defendants-Appellants have
filed the followi ng additional notions: (1) "Supplenment -- Mtion
to Show Borrowers' C ains are Both Exenpt From Bankruptcy Estate
or Abandoned By Bankruptcy Trustee to Oppose ' Summary Judgnent
Order' Filed[ ]June 13, 2014," which was filed on July 8, 2014
(First July 8, 2014, Modtion); (2) "Supplenent -- Mtion to Show
That This May Be a Tine to Waive Rule to Al ow Argunents and
QG her Matters Not Raised in Qpening and Reply Briefs to Oppose
"Order’ Filed][ ]June 13, 2014," which was filed on July 8, 2014
(Second July 8, 2014, Mdtion); (3) "Mtion for Reconsideration of
Di smssing This Case for Lack of Borrowers' Standing," which was
filed on July 14, 2014 (July 14, 2014, Mdtion); (4) "Errata --
Motion for Reconsideration of Dismssing This Case for Lack of
Borrowers' Standing," which was filed on July 24, 2014 (July 24,
2014 Motion); (5) "Question Presented Mtion for Reconsideration
of Dismssing this Case for Lack of Borrowers' Standing," which
was filed on July 29, 2014 (July 29, 2014 Mdtion); and (6)
"Motion for Reconsideration Per HRS 454M Plaintiff Lacks Standing
& Foreclosure is Void; Mtion for Reconsideration Per 12 JCFR ]
617.7010(a) Appellants Have Standing, Notice of Intent to
Appeal ," which was filed on August 11, 2014 (August 11, 2014,
Mot i on).

Upon consi deration of the various notions identified in
(1) through (6) above that have been fil ed by Defendants-
Appel lants, we find and conclude that: (a) on June 13, 2014, this
Court filed its SDG (b) therefore, pursuant to Hawai ‘i Rul es of
Appel | ate Procedure (HRAP) Rule 40 (2000), Defendants-Appellants
had until June 23, 2014, to file a notion for reconsideration of
the SDG, (c) on June 18, 2014, Defendants-Appellants filed a
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nmotion, which we construed as a tinely notion for reconsideration
of the SDO (d) on July 9, 2014, this Court denied Defendants-
Appel I ants' June 18, 2014, Modtion for Reconsideration; (e) this
Court did not extend the period of time for Defendants-Appellants
to file their notion for reconsideration, and we did not grant
Def endant s- Appel l ants | eave to file supplenents to their June 18,
2014, Motion for Reconsideration; and (f) HRAP Rul e 40 does not
aut hori ze Def endant s- Appellants to file supplenents to a notion
for reconsideration after the ten-day deadline for filing a
nmotion for reconsideration; and (g) HRAP Rule 40 al so does not
aut hori ze Defendants-Appellants to file additional notions for
reconsi deration or raise challenges to the SDO after this Court
denied their original June 18, 2014, Modtion for Reconsi deration.
Based on the foregoing, we conclude that Defendants-Appellants
were not authorized to file the various notions identified in (1)
t hrough (6) above, which are all directed, in sone fashion, at
having this Court reconsider its SDO and we deny all of these
not i ons.

| T 1S HEREBY ORDERED t hat Def endant s- Appellants' (1)
First July 8, 2014, Motion; (2) Second July 8, 2014, Motion; (3)
July 14, 2014, Mdtion; (4) July 24, 2014, Mdtion; (5) July 29,
2014, Motion; and (6) August 11, 2014, Motion are deni ed.

DATED: Honol ul u, Hawai ‘i, Septenber 5, 2014.

On the notion:

Morton E. Bassan, Jr.

Kei ko Bassan Chi ef Judge
Def endant s- Appel | ant s

Pro Se

Associ at e Judge

Associ at e Judge





