
Oct. 10, 2021

Written testimony to the LUC’s scheduIed hea「ing on Oct, 13, 2021

regarding meeting item #ls ‥…….

//. ADOP77ON OF MINUTES Sepf. 8-9狗2021 M偽ufes

V EXECU77VE SESS/ON - PuISuant fo HRS Sec海On 92-5佃)(2J fo obtah

A#omey Gene伯/S guidance on dea励g w〃h unprofessiona/ COnduct by

Pet妬On ers:

V/. AC77ON - 7b Consider au約o雁a銑)n for紡e Chair fo have ex-parfe

COmmunicaf/On W仔h Pe胸Oners Who disp伯y unprofessiona/ COnduct

Regarding item //. 1t is unclearto me how I maygeta copyofthe

minutes of a meeting befo「e they are adopted by the Commission, When

l am a participant in the meeting I shouid aIso be a=owed to voice a

COnCe「n if the minutes do not correctly 「eflect testimony etc. =ecentiy

inqui「ed of the LUC’s administrative o冊Ce in this 「egard. They told me to

WatCh the LUC’s web site, 1 have watched but it appears that the minutes

a「e on!y posted afte「 the Commission has al「eady adopted them. i

beiieve that the dra債minutes shouid be made mo「e wideIy availabie in

advance of LUC meetings,丁his has been probIematic in the past………‥〃

ExamDie: We be=eve that the LUC’s June 24-25, 2020 minutes of

meeting do not accurately refIect one of Mr. Orodenker’s statements to

the Commissjoners, We reca= hearing Mr, Orodenker say that伽s Sぬff

WaS WOk砺g M請Church・肋dal’in orde「 to bring our fi!ed Request for

a Boundary Detem庇妬On befone的e Commissioners’(that Request is

d惟e「ent than DR21-72, A18-805 and our request for a boundary

inte「P「etation which we advised by LUC adm面Strative statt to file

On-Iine), in fact LUC staff have not ’wo而ed w肋us’in regard to ourfiied
’’Request for a BounくねIγ Detem初a請on一’either before June 24-25,

2020 nor since.

Regarding meeting agenda items Vand V/ which we beiieve pe巾ains to

DR21-72 and our subsequentIy fiIed一’Nofjce of O坤ecuon’’.…

We testfty that we sincere音y regret ema冊g a copy of a一一Nouce of

Ofyec請on’’to the Commission-s rega「ding the Commission’s decision to

deny DR21-72 to Commissioner Chai「 Scheuer and Commissioner

Cabrai as we= as to the Executive O冊Cer, M「, Orodenker。丁he

Petitioners did not intend to imp「OPe「iy influence the Commissioners in



an imprope「Way,丁he Petitione「S humbiy apoIogize and promise that

they wi音i not communicate directly, in this regard and way again!

A signed ∞Py Ofthe ’’Nofice ofOfyecf/On” was also maiIed to the LUC’s

administrative o冊Ce, The Petitioners have noted that the ’’Nof/Ce Of.

O悌ecuOn’’has not been posted on the LUC’s web-Site’s case制e fo「

DR21-72,

BACKGROUND

l. We noted on the LUC’s web site that anothe「 Petitioner had aIso

recently軸ed a No細e of Ouection with the Commissioners that was

add「essed to "Cha有Scheuer and CommissioneIS〃….…

Dear Chair Scheuer and Commissioners:

H2is Q筋Ce r雀?reSentS KAUKOMHUA R4NCH; LLC andK 77EW LLC (紡e
“Lanわwnenり.

That Notice QfO匂’ection also described血at it had been emailed and a signed

hard copy was also sent by USPS.

We believed,血erefore,血at we could similarly address and send our ’’N脇ce

qrO切ccガon一’by email and USPS.

We maiied a signed hard copy to the LUC’s administrative o冊Ce and

aiso ema=ed the ”NouCe Of Ofyecfion” to Commissioner Chair

Scheuer and Commissione「 Cabrai (Hawai=sland 「ep「esentative) and

Executive O冊Cer M「, Orodenker,

2, The Petitione「S beiieved that the Commissione「S had ai「eady voted

and denied DR21-72.

四国重囲圏
Ken Chu「ch and Joan Hildal
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