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The suit was filed on CIctober $7, 1975. {p ,1j ,q L ~ ffs and defendants

can be gotten from th<’ cdpt ion on the corrip~~1r)t served upon you. )

The complaint is based primarily on t,5e IV it ‘ori~l Environmental Policy

Act of 1969 and the Trus te<?ship Agree men t f ~r-t.hc?Former Japanese

Mandated 1s1 ands . In essence, p.lairltlffs .<‘,’Acxp~’ditious and safe

resettlement on B:kii~.iin dcccrdancx’ W1 t)! ~ ~;.ecifjc plan to be

developed and to be asse.~.s~din d NEPA :ms ~ “ s t~t~’~r t-

Simultaneously wi th til~ir f“iling of t.$~’c’~:1:’~1nt, plaintiffs filed

a Motion for Prel imindry In~ unction On 1 ?[lbc>r 30, they filed an

Amended Motion . ~ in form~l and pr,’limi[]aIj pre-hear; ng conference

was held on the cd. ~e,~n No~.ember 1, in i’l~d;-Z: ml’s courtroom, at

which tire th~ fo ;I(>win(: a.[r~ements and ae+.’rminat ions were made:

1. The Trust Territory WL. 1 provid> med!c ‘ “X2miIlatiofls to members

of the Bikirli comnlwitL~ whc> request .SUC;J,x<i.minatlons. The

precise SC-OIK of th{,se ex,],minatirns L+i 1 hc determined on the

basis of recommrl?~t ions t(lbe ;uh.mittc; h’j a thr??e-man 9rouP of

experts not c(>nrje~tt’dwi th t}le feder : .Ig’A I fes W:1O are defendants

in this laws-~’it. T[lC rm:mber.so< the (;z(,;) c f experts wi 11 be

determined bq’ sub.seque~]t discussions ,;rK:,]:he p~.rties following

the plaintiff ‘s s,~b]ni.s.+ion of p rOPOS C::~i~~.5- We do not expect

that the qro[.p wi ~1 bc created bc>.for ,,+,?1975.

The results cf thf’ medlcdl exarinat i r!> Wi : 1 be reviewed by

the sam group of’ experts. N.B. The e>ainirlations are being—...
provided by the 2.T. Government sole y ~L respor=e to t;e PeoPle’s

expressed coficerns . They do net repl’f’:e.’fit any Government a9ree -

ment that they ar~> necessarg fcr arl~jr,Jtis~n . Specific questions
about the ~xa~~ ~hou]d be refer rt~d t] :r,jrlf?gEa~icker District

Attorneq, MdT ;ih=:is d[]d !~~oi]ld ~~t t+ ~~~lded by ERDA-
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on January 30, 1976. plajnt iffs ‘),~)eindicated they intend to

file an a:’l<,rl.j(’i‘>lliplaint tii:d a ri~w Wjtiori for Preliminary

Injunction.

3. The court accepted the Governmnt’s .suqgestion that the complaint

should bc’ d].smiss~~das to the pre;~ i,’nt, for lack of jurisdiction.

Because several agencies arc> involv,?d,,and because of the effect

any statemsnt might have on t,he Bikin~ people and the pending

litigation, public- stziements shell i be kept to a minimum.

Wherever pcss.lble, inquiries :]bout the litjgat.ion should be

reiferr~d +0 t);,,:(II.t?It)I,-K~)7t ‘?. ;/>,,.d : ,~,!l:.se]7t,~tive(Howard Chang,

A.SSi.St517t 1:. .. A!t;rnc,y, 546–7171’
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