
STATE OF HAWA=

State of Hawaii Land Use Commission Apri! 21, 2022

P○○. Box 2359

HonoluIu, Hawaii　96804-2359

Note:The original signed version Qf this le糠er has been sent by USPS

SuPject: Pe軸on DR2午72 (the ttPe軸on’’), the Motion for Re∞nSideration

(the一一Motion'りand the Apri! 27 scheduled Hearing for the Motion"

冊as ∞me to鎚r a慎e頑Qn tha=he State O珊Ce Of Planning (’一OP’一) will not

be 「epresented at the scheduled Hearing fo「 the Motion. A key eIement to

our Motion was predicated on we being ailowed cross-eXamination of OP

・一Parties" to the Petition Hearing which was held on Septembe「 8, 2021 for

the Petjtion (the ’’Pe輔on Hearing’’)・

Today Petitione「 Joan H=dal discussed this matte「 with LUC staff Scott

Derrickson, Joan stated to De「「ickson that it is our beliefthat befo「e the

Motion is hea「d by the Commission on Apri1 27' 2022 it is necessary that it

first be esta削shed whe胎er OP wi漢漢be represe雨ed at the schedu!ed

Hearing and whether the Commission w冊a=ow cross-eXamination of OP

Parties which were swo「n in to testify at the Petition Hearing and the AG

representative Alison Kato who aIso was questio=ed considerably by the

Com面ssione「s d面ng the Petition Hea雨g" We be=eve that such

cross-eXamination is essentia=n o「de「 that the Commission can make an

r垂舶用勧dete「mination through an塾y塑sa雌process Of the Petition and

the Motion (See胎鮎efZedwo「d refe「ences belo画・
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The Commission is constituted according to Sfate Act 1 93……………・"

見事丁場単　　　　　　　　　　　組轟.京憾言轟簿

A整i旧も「細短くR彊面容tO暁e L紬d U急きC側膿冊高畠iQn・

康雄患棚どl訪中説どよ珂壷臼防ぎ響子函S細tピ年子塩湖証

違憲蓮韓籠翳蒜叢遠謀業
的蛸b雲膳a庇轟h郡叩手鍋質油随d弼闘〔弛融圃輔すね彊・融嶺恵持為も純蝿prむ

蹄軸工徳抽儒地龍雄柴的馳駆誌轟腿魯施餐寄託龍軸組髄患細聴韓慣救難忠言駐紬捌通読中

軸遥京蜜豆鍋釜主脳澄溌粧蜜で珪賠壷徴鞄轟登壇言賄諌能登髄髄龍鍍嘘彊罵重的脱輪鉦や露漸

増轟沈§甜re踊患彊縄d櫨謡如鵜i§i鞍鵡.丁hi毒見練S鏡最高「地reね織部高給舶ビd細心卜

鈍重自転書籍も韓蒋a押塵急彊璃鈍r霊縄曾親密b短韓軸流露d鵬ぎ雷雨主や融脱却鍋

譜響繋譜葦慧書誌霊三豊‡霊豊蓋霊霊叢
C融的櫨y
鍋d轍a闘彊如葺油輯錐▲

観ず高融電蓄鵜露命職畠もa鎌遁①龍 r慨Ⅴ合概ね櫨S

Because the wo「d ’一mantぬted’(above) is desc「ibed in this Iaw it’s

application has to be appIied based on the /ega砂app=ed meaning ofthe

WOrd and not the common definition,

丁he Pe軸on effectively requested a Hearing acco「ding to HAR

15-15-103…….○○.

Comes now Kenneth S. Church and J。an E_ H潤al (蛤e ”Pe輔One「(S)’’)for a

decla「atory orde「 C盤面fying a雨co「recting the LUC, December 16, i992 Bounda「y

lnterpretati。n No. 92-48 a南the 「e」mbu「Sment Of LUC and Court Repor[er fees.

Thjs Pet舶刑is bought pursua蹄‾ぬ‘Sec鱒on$ 15-15二錨輔o鴫h lO年HAR, 15-15-17,
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丁he Petition was not appiied for according to HAR 15-15-tO‾Whjch is for a

Commission ’’Mee帥g’’, Furthe「mo「e we we「e not advised that it was not a

’一Hear肋少’.

Severai exampies of evidence exists that the Commission did言n fact, hoid a

’icontesfed case heahng”; as is defined in HRS 91-10, for the Petition on

Septembe「 8, 2021. As a first exampie the Commissionls Decision and

Order (the ’’DO’’) fo「the Petition desc「ibed on its Page 4,…‥○○…

『INDINGS OF FACT

Procc在世a! Ma!tcrs

上　Or口unc 17, 202上Pe[itioners f=ed a Pe証on fora Ded錐atory Order, Memorandum,

Ver琉c如ion,書証轟itしis上納Id E証臨ts重- ".

三. 0凝S部観劇も鞘生餌2主鴫糟的珊壷ss清輝醐轟討翻鴫捌轟細密鶴亀壷翻g露轟重め「a

me轟丑g on Se申em寄耕軋り,之0!9 to砧e Pe輔o油も草甜直航e Sね購読de, ema星紬d

級a湘南C駐龍証y and鵡患竜C鍋隅tず拙轟諒g塵屯.

OP一一parties一一attended the Pe軸On Hearing as剛parties… and represented to

the Commission as is requjred in State Law HRS 205-1 fo「 the qreateSt

PO舶On Ofthe Hearin鋼. (See COPies ofthe Law and RuIes late「 herein).

Eariy in the Petition Hearing the Petitioners requested, aS a Preiiminary

matter, that they wouId be a=owed cross-eXamination of ”pa瑠esi’, WhiIe

the Commission Chai「 appeared to recognize the Petitioners’right to



C「OSS置eXamine ”pa碓es’’to the Hea「ing the Commission’s Executive O珊Cer,

Orodenker, advised the Chai「 that cross-eXamination of ”pa筋es” was not

a=owed without p「OViding any Iegal refe「ence.

卑

「‾

青

垣

竃O減配工馬蜜ェe掛違繕　$奪覚醒軒連隷:　己雲亡　融雪　急き‡こ　軽重.

暮r坊主宮嶋窪を工　孟蓬d輝き持　ちhi騨主.ヨ職七　ェ　屯老王i幸や害　毒等　怠学愚書も勘
二‾音〇〇〇〇〇音○○‾　　　　’　　‾　言　音‥　’音’音言’音　音音音音’音“‾音“-音‾‾‾‾‾言--‾-音二臆‾“音“音-細二二二二

t丸まも　一組二璃1よ∴ら写∴まl⊥c面等壷,

腺○　○貝〇〇日的鞘玉東:　玉ここ.二品⊥エゴ,聖二. ・二㌔主i二,

二三二三二,三　--　二l二三二十三　㌦こt　卓上で三・二・に守:二三′∵二言でh土三● i三∴二二二二∴よこ

三寸土二幸豆i負r幸　h三三二三世.丁子を二三∴負二三　-- iて∵・三・二lこち　諾

二草二・二二〇話i二幸　f二王　二・二二〇三一三一三二・二dm二義魚二二二一三l,三重しこi畠を二三　さこそ:工二

宮二てこ1ござ.三三・三∴

Mysteriousiy the LUC’s AG rep「esentative to the Hearing, Ms. China was not

aIso consuited. The Chair advised the Petitioners that cross-eXamination of

”pa砧es’l would not be a=owed.

附, Orodenker’s description o門he sfyie of an !’e擁fen細ry heahhg’is

apparentIy a ’’contesfed case’’hearing which, effectiveIy, he said the

Pe軸on Hearing was not,丁he style ofthe ”mee#hg’that M「○ ○rodenker

appea「ed to 「efer to instead is according to HAR 15-15-10. To be clea「,

aga由,珊e Pe珊oners 「eq鴨sted a Hea面g ac∞軸Tlg tO HAR i5-15-103

and in no place did the text ofthe Petitjon referto HAR 15-15-10"
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As the Petition Hearjng progressed, the Petition Hea「ing transc「ipt

evidences on its pages 39-40 that Commissioner Okuda stated that HRS

91-1 0 (5) required the Petitione「S meet the standard of evidence and

Pe「SuaSion that is p「escribed in HRS 91-10 (5) in order that the Commission

may ruie favorabiy. This was echoed by Commissioner Scheue「 in

DeIiberations,

HRS 91-10 (5), Which again, is for ’’Contesfed Case #eahngs’’was aiso

「ecited in the CONCLUSIONS OF LAW section of the DO in its paragraph

7……‥○○

7. =RS §9口0(5)甲-0諦dcs “Exc叩函S O庇1高s叩1○○V焼く! b)高時血C pa吋iIlit証11呂庇

p重・OCCC証ng s厄l用avc亜bul・し1c!「 0f、 p~・○○自陣e【uding亜b轍rしうc膿〇時1●Od鵬晶g CV圭しlcI-CC鎖S

l満目as蛤c bu重●庇il Of、pcI●S闇Sio乱ThC d甲掌でe O「 q腿確血書1 0f町oofs着l轟霊be租

甲「叩o裏lde「鑓腿ぐe O質量裏e諦d帥騰.’’(Em函I観Sis aJdcd.)

HRS 91-8 Describes that.,..………

§91_8 Dec!a「atory ru!ings by agencies. Any interested person may petition an

ageney for a dec!aratory o「de「 as to the app“cab冊y of any statutory provision or of any rule

O「 Order of the agency. E窺ch agency sh剥ad印t拙les p脂$C繭ing的e fo軸of the pe輔QnS

and the procedu「e for their拙め面ssien, COnSideratton, and prompt disposition. O「ders

disposing of petitions in such cases sha= have the same status as 。ther agency orde「s. [L

丁he Commission’s HARuIes 15-15 do not c!earIy desc「ibe in the

CQmmissiQn’s一一ado如ed ru[es” the ’一for卯of約e pe書館O鋤S a弗d the

proced肌e for群lefr submissionタCOnSide船群on and promp雷

αsposition,’’「egarding Petitions for DecIaratory Orders fo「 Boundary

lnterp「etations according to HAR 1 5-1 5賀22 (f) (the ’一Ru!e’’). The Ruie does



not de$e胸e that a ‖朋鎚駒g’be reques鳴d or a Pe鱒on for紺鵬a融g, be

requested. 1t simp!y states……….

はま　輔軸畿V纏エ∴嚢油蝉C虹寄鵬　は上　は事,上中, (d上　Or

回　亡餌膿証　で篤Olveまn競れCe豊年患i孤叫的虹・eエrまi珂亡料

l口調とi〇二出土品y d土語土民1上里′　地織嚢脚立答電土砂恥　やO露

鴻r七年鮒違腿毘龍を土鍋紅r岬録n i七髭　的r量孤曾仁王録皿,童心鑓⊥上

蛍電場工【高Ie　抽電　工的盈上土o担o王踊0批d王事と五cし虹J書的.岬工エロ

in the case of HAR 15-15-22 (b)

融1⊥親善霊講葦若輩霊蓋詫課業警護鵬
i轟虹古土c詰主軸口重　二義∈手工叩竜王叫珊占敬匹上皿とロ重　畳珊‡)琵

抽な夢脚か骨r叫・ Åll　工日興雛曇t蕃∴軍機で∴厄○しI融農工Y

interpr農tatio鴫invoIvi鴫諒oru上土rle∴PrOPC正i鴨s shこIll

山箆　航種0∫岬会読e{÷ by種　篭u即軽y輔雷電ho沼i型とt鴫loc重もio捕

口王∴こh嘗∴葺h耽eユニ朋　嶺墓　匹的id辱d　如王ln∴登麟こと土鍋　網鍾-4信

輔雷・鉦Y雛r即i〇千上境一一嶺C軍re亡i棋王も虹拙守h闘士urことl

主)rO生だSS鍋　蓋hall王J種∴ェ鍵でle証鍵d orl仁h寄蝿p・恥工とhcr,∴轟I母

封lOr虹王汀e∴電工rしICこし王re′　Pi烏r嚢t　鼻面d are租塞　o王∬し観了l-聞dc fill

高三ch栂rC　叩補記亡し足し雛嶺or c脚やI雷と筆記蜜轟き蜜　と轟寝da七と　Of

ad叩‡io蝿　〇三∴とれe∴蓋と証農　工患nくま　しは龍　d」.竜王尊王武　もQuJ追しこ⊥雷宝

堰土s仁王叩鵡O王と庇daしe o王亡he耽蜜哩討王or∴bo踊dary

lrl捉r匹cし種とiorl扉Ia」⊥曇e∴工でrl鵠亡雪嶺拙　仁庇棚申〇

回　榊陀eX密議王とi照C手先⊂朗∵瞳草脚部竜馬七　七諦蜜
f01lo持主n寧　上策fo蘭種もio藁:

▲　べi∴∴○　　　　　臆種)∴∴∴ト.丁.　義　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　　l　　　●　　　　　十　　　　や　　　○　○

It is a fact that the LUC's Rules describe that a requestfor a boundary

inte「Pretation by the Executive O冊cer or a request to the Commission in

Order to remove uncertainty only need to be m wr肋g" !t is a fact that

when the Pe摘one「s甜sモdiscussed thei「 desi「e to have軸e Com雨ssio臼

Ciear up mcerf緬fy regarding the co什ect Iocation of the District Boundary

the LUC-s administ「ative staff advised that the only way to request that the



Commission 「emove mcer南面fy was through a Petitjon fo「 a Decぬratory

O「der according to HAR 15-15 Subchapter 14, Declaratory O「ders and the

Payment Of a f軸g fee of $1 ,000.00 which the Petitioners did.

Looking back,千rom todayis LUCfs administrated confusion, at HAR

15-15-22, HAR 15-15-10 ahd HAR 15-15 Subchapte「 14 today it is cIea「erto

the Petitioners that a旧hat was requi「ed initia=y was a simpIe le雌er

requesting that the Commissione「S COnSider the Boundary lnterpretation

acco「ding to HAR 15-†5-10. Then the nextstepwouid be a Pe軸on fo「a

Contested Case Hea「ing acco「ding to HAR 15細15 Subchapter 14, Rules -98

through -104.5 and the payment of fees.

丁he reco「d is that軸s is the way the Commission has been conducting

boundary interpretations for some time, First 「equIrlng a Petition for a

Dec!aratory Order be刊ed, With the payment ofthe輔ng fee of $1 ,000"00,

and then hearing the request according to HAR 15-15-10 ratherthan hoIding

a co耐ested case hea「由g accor軸g t。 HAR 15-15 Subchapte「 14.

it does not appear that HAR 15-1 5-22 (f) meets the administrative standard

「equired in HRS 91-8 but 「ather HAR 15-15 Subchapter 14 does"

旧s a fact that HRS 9阜1 0 is a Legai Autho「ity for liCo面ested cases’一〇

Contested Cases also p「ovide in 91-1 0 (3) fo「 CrOSS-eXamination of

’…pa巾es…‥‥..‥…



§9十10馬山es o毎v溺れ的: o瑚Cね塙o捉e高槻輔e魂㊧　飴争e経:

(1)　Except as p「ovided in sec[ion g牛粥子any O「ai o「 documenta岬eV紀削ce may

be 「eceived, but every agency shall as∴a m謙e「 of poIiey p「OVide fo=he

exc山Sion of面elevant言m鵬a e細a上0「 u1「dし時「印e抽OuS eVidence and no

喜郎c短据　S轟劉　まe　函鵬osed o「 「し鴫　勤　0「de「 be issued　飲c印t　岬On

こon引C彊「a亡相原Of軸e w九〇は「e的「露o「 s魅的師臆脚s糾合指扇蛋S師嶺y露e c沌e寄by

鍋y閃吋微雨as su甲po鳴d勘甜d肌観誓0「d甜Ce W柵t鴨「e輔Iき, p「O軸ve-

細d subs細諦割▲eVid釦Ce-丁he age冊eS S雨ll g両e e鴇C=O細e 「ules o了

函V油ege recognized by laW

〈2)　Docum馨れ治りeVうden鞍門lay be 「ece両e露i隔て白e脇間Of copies o「 exce吋S両

肌e o噂臨a座110王慨d時ava胞劇e二Pr寄融如拙盆t up創出印ueS時刻璃鎚sr潮

be glVen a章「 OppO両用証y to co汀岬盆「e伽e仁押y融吊れe 〇両潤上

(3)露盤謹磐詰盤嵩諾意綜認鴬詣露盤
Suめm誰胎機軸割きv紬e酷軍

(4)　Agenc!eS may融e博tlCe O白面C謝y 「eco恥i之a鵬fads・幽ad宙庇州・船ey

may融馨れo彊e of ge∩釘a時「eco蜜般台虹e亡師臓! 0「 SCie鵬緬C fa億s酬佃冊

蛤eir specia陀ed kllOW!edge膏ut p禽両es sh盈‖ be閏緬ed ei蛤e「 before or

dし汀ing the hea抑g, O「 by refe「e。Ce iI叩「e柵閥ry 「epo正s o「 Otherwise' Of the

ma廟盆l so聞庇吋鋼寄軸ey sh副もe蜜的丁d告蜜翻o囲〇両雨中めco職teSt軸e

塙C終S寄れ(商館d; a手てd

鮒　謡盤認諾認諾盤笠豊悪罵欝認諾霊謂
裁s訊き量湿地謝辞単色堪り謎め乱丁轟e腿押臣㊧ 0「即a醜聞of即0新sね劉寄e重

野鴨関雨鋼肌臆扇鵬e涙始捕ま乱1鱒で。信輔で§重き証取欝屯一時醸$
§馴一博翻嗣し鴨や高徳さ§肯珊しこ独織豊粥で§税

HRS 205-1 (e) states,……

fe) The /and use commissbn sha〃 ma偏a新高S hdependence g±

ma鯖ers com加q beねre /t fo which the o梯Ce Ofpfannmg and sus細面ab/e

devebpment is a E型吐(emphasis added)

HAR 1 5-1 5-03 Definitions states……‥
一…昼型’’means a peISOn named or adm確油as a pa旬or en紺ed as of

hght to be admi胎d as a party in any contested case proceecW7g before

只



筋e commissfon〇一l (emphasis added)

The format for a Petition according to HAR 15-15 Subchapter 14 is

described in,.………

富ま5-王ら-1○○∴∴寄en蜜土d合工鼻仁王oぬ　o萱

d合claェ負とoェ ○雷deェ.くま上　骨高e

合と土と土日戴∴蜜e薯

⊂0胴冊is豊ioI裏,押i抽主n癌ne七y

瞳愚さ梅　畳まと亀ェ　拙b州土嚢番土鍋Q壬　a　賢仁王仁王c親　舶r d弼l義子泉も仁王y

Ord凸工′　S主重d土工:

〈1〉　工)合母　油c pe亡l昂.0「書　証漣re:

腫〉　富まlC qし亀e琶tio丁- ls∴叩eCし11三滝iv曾　Or∴pし1rCly

hypOじhcヒ⊥c亀l　急事ふd d〇㌔葺　博とl裏lⅤ0lve dn

合Ⅹisとin守与王亡u思亡ion or∴脚合音討hiごねm郊′

r嘗a主義自主弐む1営　む轍　私米韓et鍵義　と○　○義旗工でin　とh鍬

で惟ar　責uヒurc:∴0エ

胆)　ずh曾Pき亡iとioneエー鋸i農とerc篭もi髭　膿〇七　〇三　th雷

と押e高lich c寄まer雷　制まで王c上嶋証　豊と昂【ldlnq

七〇　帥註王事こと式土工し　亀n a⊂三上on　上れ　a　寄c競r亡　〇三

l亀置∴寄ご

くC)　斑e i雲昌的ne色　〇三∴仁王沌　de〔豆金工亀亡ory or慮黛誉

れ急y ddv鎚命ely負で壬e証　七he in亡きェ鵬も　〇着

で結嘗∴畠とate,し轟登　録削ほ正餐雲上on,凸r　魚鱗y O王

こなe∴of王王亡きr豊∴農工∴餅やloyQ㊧S　王flま卑′

l王亡土筆a亡王o了う　出血cll i葛　p軸dl事1轡∴Qエ∴拙翰y b。

鵬a合O重工料〕ユリ心電　expさeted　亡○∴思量is蜜i Oご

くD) ∴甲he童eと土とio量lerエ登哩e讐し3患　エ証、王ng on　患

S七重と庇寄rソprOV⊥重王踊∴轟〇七　尋d櫓ini怠亡きredめざ

し高年　e鴨猟肌二箆,讐王oIi　導r∴ヒh鑓∴油壷し亀鎧r i欝　孤〇七

〇亡he刷is噂∴男iしh土工l　しh留　二直義isdic三上u撮∴鴫王

て士1e　軍ひ恥珊i簿容i種n; ○○r

は)　王s主星曾　為　d嘗C」_員手`うtqエ幸　寄rd電工　劇l抽掌　握象とt尊重答

蜂鎚よじとi:瀧貢　土地的e　雷電二王仁王o畔　奉亡

く引　§eモモh留pま持主竜王°露　盲or血合a珪n智bc雪ore　仁ねe

的珊113Slon∴0虻-嶺∴轟ear土n智s o合童王こ二℃「まIl

患ccordan⊂e　出土仁h　亡温s sし由ぐ)lap亡Cr.　T書le

王〕rO臓dし農工e蜜　答電∴　王墓で塙i露　籍しわc古畳葺き曾r了　sh患上土

むe　乙や手工ic曇京王儀.

丁he fo「mat prescribed in HAR 15-15-100 appears to have been applied

except there exists uncertainty because the LUC-s staff has desc「ibed that



the formatwas for a meeting according to HAR 15-15-10 ratherthan

ac∞rding to the Hearing format described in HAR 15-15-100 (3)"

A= ofthe evidence is that ……〇

・ State Law ACT 1 93 requires the Commission ’lhosure肋e eガecffve

a囲舶a制onねr an es自立健f]ed fand HSe PO解y塩船印西an adre膳ary

procesS’… ‥ , … ○ ○ … ‥ttfo maife ;m卿a舶a胸ecisjons based on proven

ねc樽’…

・ HRS 91-8 requires thatthe LUC’s Rules meetthe standard requi「ed in

the Law that a land owne「 may 「equest that the Commission clear up

u n certa而y,

・ the Pe珊One「S We「e advised that the on!yway to request thatthe

Commission clear up the Executive O師Ce「S Boundary lnterpre畦抽On

92-48 uncertainty was to制e a petition according HAR Subchapte「 14 for

a DO and pay a $1,000,00輔ngfee,

. the「efo「e軸e Pe軸OnerS冊ed the Pe珊On Which 「equested a hea「ing,

according to HAR 15-15-103,

・ HAR 15-15-100 (3) requires thatthe Commission ’’set肋epe脚On fora

hea崩すif (1) or (2) a梅found no亡to appiy,

・ OP issued w皿en testimonywith exhibits to the Pe軸On Hearing,

・ OP participated as a partyto the Petition Hea血g including giving swom

testimony,

・ OP is apafty亡o Commission朋a話ej:S CO朋栃qbe細re免ref, #RS

205-1,
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・ the Petitioners djd not request a Pe師on itmee駒g沖accordjng to HAR

15-15-10 and theywere not advised that it was not a一’heahng’’but a

’’meeting一一,

. the DO described that the Commission sent out a notice of ’’hear栃g一’to

me Petitioners and軸e LUC、亨s O而Ciai Ma帥ng List,

・ the Petitioners requested cross-eXamination of ’’pa舶es’’,

・ Commission Chai「 Scheuer denied the Petitioners the right to

CrOSS-eXamine ”pa瑠es’’to the hea「ing,

・ Commissione「s Okuda and Scheue「 referenced軸e prepon(胎帰nce of

evidence and burden ofpers〃aSfon requirement that is specified in

HRS 91-10 (5),

・ the DO cited the contested case Law HRS 91-10 (5) in its

CONCLUS喜ONS OF LAW section,

・ HRS 91-10 (5) is to be app=ed in contested case hea「ings,

・ HRS 91-10 (3) provides for cross-eXamination of “’par鵬s’’to the

hea「ing.

丁he Petitioners aiso note that they were not abie to participate in an equaさ

and fai「way during the Petition Hea「ing via. the ZOOM video fo「mat。 We

have observed that it has been the practice of the Commission to provide a

「ecess in order that parties may establish a bette「 e!ect「Onic comection.

That oppo膿unity was not provided to軸e Petitioners nor was an aite「native

in o「der that trueねct #nd励g may be estabIished,

11



in summary the Pe軸one「s beljeve that it is necessary that帥e Commission

VaCate its decision to Deny the Pe踊On and that a p「OPer Contested Case

Hea「ing be convened to hear the Petition and now a=ow the new evidence

that is p「OVided in the Motion to also be conside「ed and discovered OR

P「OVide a hearing fo「mat that can 「esoIve the outstanding issues・

The Petitioners do not be=eve that they be subjected to fu輔er fees. The

Commissionls errors that are desc「ibed in the Pe輔on and now the new

errors described in thjs Iette「 are Commission er「ors and not Pe航ioner

errOrS.

Additiona甲y the Pe軸oners have noted that the p「esent Hearing transcript

described matte「s that were not discove「ed during the Petition Hearing上e.

the 1969 Commission‘s Hearing Transcripts and醐nutes. The「efo「e the

1 969 Commission Hea「ing T「arlSCripts and Minutes are properIy requested

to be considered moving forward,

Respectfu申y submitted by,

/一‾-ヽ、、　　. .

鞍点シー痕圭一
Ken Church and Joan H胸al
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