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APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
Pursuant to Rule 13.5 of the Rules of this Court, Applicant
Troy A. Minter requests a 45-day extension of time, but no less than
30-day extension, within which to file a petition for writ of certiorari

in this Court, up to and including September 23, 2024.

JUDGEMENT FOR WHICH REVIEW IS SOUGHT
The judgment for which review is sought is the granting of the
Petition for a Writ of Mandamus in Nevada Supreme Court case
Alexander M. Falconi v. Troy A. Minter and Jennifer R. Easler, No.

85195 (February 15, 2024) (attached as Exhibit 1).

JURISDICTION
This Court will have jurisdiction over any timely filed petition
for certiorari in this case pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1). Under
Rules 13.1, 13.3, and 30.1 of the Rules of this Court, a petition for
writ of certiorari is due to be filed on or before August 9, 2024. In
accordance with Rule 13.5, this application is being filed before or on

the last day of filing the petition due to the circumstances as



described more fully below.

REASONS JUSTIFYING AN EXTENSION OF TIME

Applicant respectfully respects a 45-day extension of time

within which to file a petition for writ of certiorari seeking review of

the decision of the Nevada Supreme Court in this case, up to and

including September 23, 2024.

1.

This case was unusual at the State Court level in that
neither of the named Respondents appeared for oral
argument; rather, the case was argued on the
Petitioner’s side by one counsel for Petitioner and several
other counsel for various amicus curia, and on the
Respondent’s side solely by the State Attorney General
and amicus curia.

The reason for the unusual alignment is that the
underlying issues are more those of constitutional law
and court policy than a dispute between private litigants.
The writ petitions attracted briefing and argument from

a number of entities and organizations. Some of them,



such as the American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers,
have national governing committees and approval
processes required to be followed before any action can
be taken on their behalf.

4.  Since issuance of the decision and denial of rehearing,
committee meetings have been set but not yet concluded,
so no organizational decisions have been made by some
of the entities in question.

5. Getting a decision from the respective bureaucracies is
taking some time.

6. No one will be injured by the slight delay being

requested.

CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully requests that
this Court grant an extension of 45 days, up to and including
September 23, 2024, within which to file a Petition for Writ of

Certiorari in this case.



DATED this 9th day of August, 2024.
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