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I. MOTION

Petitioner Sheila Anderson by and through 

attorney/power of attorney C. Olivia Irwin, moves this Court to 

extend time for filing of her Petition for Review, to the 

date/time of receipt based on RAP 18.8 and Declaration of 

Counsel in Support of Petitioner's Motion to Extend Time to 

File Petition for Review, filed concurrently.

II. ARGUMENT

While sincerest apology is extended for the 

inconvenience of the court or any party in reviewing the 

motion, there is good cause to grant it in this case.Justice 

requires that the minor delay of less than an hour overlooked in 

the interest of access to justice, and of reaching the merits of 

legal questions of grave import. 

RAP 18.8(b) Restriction on Extension of Time states that 

time will be extended for a Petition for Review “in 

extraordinary circumstances and to prevent a gross miscarriage 

of justice. Both interests will be served in granting this motion. 
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In this instance, Petitioner's Counsel relates a situation 

tantamount to that of a person who has approached the clerk's 

window timely, but whose transaction takes a bit longer than 

usual—in which case, the Petitioner would normally be 

deemed to have timely filed. It also should be noted that since 

the Supreme Court has been closed to the public ostensibly for 

public health purposes for an extended period of time, and their

staff are working from home, there is also no live assistance 

with filings as there normally would be. Generally, the current 

methodology of the Appellate Court receiving the pleading but 

the Supreme Court receiving the fee by check or prearrangment

only extends the time and effort necessary to complete a filing, 

and thereby inhibits any party's ability to do so timely.  

Moreover, the technological problems encountered in this 

instance were inordinate and form good cause for the delay of 

less than an hour.  As parties were also served simultaneous to 

that filing through the same portal, there was no undue delay in

service or notice to parties who were not prejudiced in any way.
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 Although RAP 18.8(b) also states that “The appellate 

court will ordinarily hold that the desirability of finality of 

decisions outweighs the privilege of a litigant to obtain an 

extension of time under this section,” The Court's interest in 

letting bad decisions lie does not here outweigh its other 

interests. Among other issues, the Appellate Court's affirmation

of dismissal before completion of discovery has 

overturned/nullified previous decision of this Court protecting 

her right to same.   It is a gross miscarriage of justice, not only 

this Appellant, but all malpractice victims across the State of 

Washington. 

Additional authority for granting this motion can be 

found under RAP 1.2(a)1 and (c), and RAP 18.8(a) which 

generally provides that the appellate court may, on its own 

initiative or on motion of a party, waive or alter the provisions 

of any of these rules and enlarge or shorten the time within 

which an act must be done in a particular case in order to serve 

1“These rules will be liberally interpreted to promote justice and
facilitate the decision of cases on the merits. “
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the ends of justice.” There has been gross injustice done thusfar

in this matter, presenting questions of law only the Supreme 

Court can clarify. Here, justice requires that the Petition for 

Review must be extended to the time received.

III. CONCLUSION

The Motion to Extend Time for filing the Petition for 

Review in this matter must be granted because RAP 18.8(b) 

was fulfilled. There were extraordinary circumstances, and the 

Petition for Review must be accepted to prevent the gross 

injustice of access to justice denied.

IV. CERTIFICATION 

Respectfully submitted this 29th Day of July 2022 with a

net automated word count of 584   words per RAP 18.17(b);(c)

(16), RAP 17.4(c)(17).

C. Olivia Irwin (WSBA No. 43924)
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II. DECLARATION

I Christal Olivia Irwin, J.D., being  over 18 years of 

age, and competent to testify in a court of law, hereby 

declare:

I am power of attorney and attorney in fact for

Petitioner Sheila P. Anderson.  I reside and practice 

as a solo “low bono” attorney,  in northeastern 

Washington at substantial geographic distance from

Ms. Anderson, who is a disabled senior on a fixed 

income, who would otherwise not be able to bring 

this Petition. I am not finanically compensated or 

subsidized for services, nor do I currently have 

support staff.  Although court deadlines are 

admittedly a struggle, Court electronic records will 
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reflect that I logged into the Court's e-filing system 

at approximately 4:45 p.m. on July 22, 2022, in a 

good faith attempt to electronically file Petition for 

Review on the day and within the timeframe 

articulated under GR 30(c).  However, due to 

technical problems with upload and pagination of 

documents through the Court's e-filing portal,the 

transaction was completed after 5p.m. as related in 

This Court's letter, dated July 25, 2022.1 The parties 

were served simultaneous to that filing through the 

same portal—therefore there was no delay service 

or notice to, or otherwise prejudice to any party. 

Additionally, I found the instructions on the 

Supreme Court and Appellate Court website(s) as to

1The Court may note that there was still an extra  
blank page to the Petition as received by the Court.
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payment of filing fees confusing. Whereas the 

Appellate Court e-filing portal is the correct one for 

filing in the Supreme Court, it is not the correct 

portal to pay the associated fee as logic might 

otherwise dictate.  Contemporaneous to the e-filing,

I both phoned and e-mailed in a good faith effort to 

arrange for payment via bank/credit cards, as the 

Supreme Court website instructs. I received 

response to that correspondence on July 27th. 

(Attachment A)just as a check (#1034) for the 

$200.00 filing fee was mailed.  This Court should 

receive it prior to the August 1 deadline set forth in 

its July 25 Letter.  
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II. CERTIFICATION

The foregoing is true and complete to the best of my

knowlege and belief, and submitted this 29th day of July, 

2022 under penalty of perjury laws of the State of 

Washington.

C. Olivia Irwin (WSBA No. 43924)
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ATTACHMENT A

Court Correspondence
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