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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Hawaiʻi denied without prejudice a petition for a writ of mandamus or
extraordinary writ concerning appointments to the Board of Registration for the island of Hawaiʻi. The
court held that petitioners had not shown that qualified candidates were willing to serve, that the
Governor knew of those candidates, or that the Governor unreasonably refused to appoint a qualified
candidate.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether petitioners established the prerequisites for a writ of mandamus or other extraordinary writ
concerning appointments to the Board of Registration for the island of Hawaiʻi.

2. Whether extraordinary writ relief was warranted on the record before the court.

HOLDINGS

1. Petitioners did not establish that qualified candidates were willing to serve, that the Governor was aware
of those candidates, and that the Governor unreasonably refused to appoint a qualified candidate;
therefore, extraordinary-writ relief was unwarranted at that time.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An extraordinary writ is unwarranted at this time.” (at 2)

“It is ordered that the petition is denied without prejudice.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioners sought extraordinary relief concerning appointments to the Board of Registration for the island of
Hawaiʻi. The court concluded that petitioners had not shown that qualified candidates were willing to serve, that
the Governor knew of those candidates, or that the Governor had unreasonably refused to appoint a qualified
candidate.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioners filed a petition for writ of mandamus or extraordinary writ on April 29, 2025, seeking relief
concerning appointments to the Board of Registration for the island of Hawaiʻi. The Supreme Court denied the
petition without prejudice because petitioners had not shown the factual prerequisites for extraordinary relief.
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