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Temple of Lono filed its Temple of Lono Motion for Reconsideration of Minute Order 53
(Doc. 675) on June 1, 2017 (“Motion™). In addition to the Motion, the following submissions

were considered:

Doc. # Filed Party Title

701 9-Jun-17 UHH The University of Hawai'i at Hilo's Opposition to Temple of
Lono's Motion for Reconsideration Minute Order No. 53;
Declaration of Counsel; Exhibit 1

722 13-Jun-17 TIO TMT International Observatory LLC's Joinder to the
University of Hawaii at Hilo's Opposition to Temple of
Lono's Motion for Reconsideration Minute Order No. 53

Notwithstanding the admonition! in Minute Order 53 not to reargue the motion or set out

repetitious positions previously presented, this Motion reargues and repeats positions that were
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put forth in the underlying motions (Docs. 474 and 490). There is no basis, factual or legal, to
support reconsideration of Minute Order 53.

Based upon the Motion, all related submissions from counsels and/or parties, all
applicable law, the entire record having been considered by the Hearing Officer,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion is DENIED.

DATED: Honolulu, Hawai i, July 14, 2017

@DQ-—

Judge |k| May Amano (Ret.)
Hearing Officer

have been presented at the original hearing. AMFAC, Inc. v. Waikiki Beachcomber Inv. Co., 74
Haw. 85, 114 (1992).” Minute Order 53, at page 4.





