
• 

NOV ~ 2 ·~15 

UNITED STATES 

:;y RESE'ARCH AND DEVH OPMENl ADMI 

Novt·mbe1 

William J. Staniet,, D1'n,,:tor· 

Pacific Area Suppc-rt Off: cc-· 

THE PEOPI,E OF BIKJVI, et ctl., V. SEAMANS, "' , e ~kARKS: 0~,3~~£ d./?1.:t.'-l'< (/' , 
U.S.D.C., D. H~wa; i, 

. -~-·~--- - -----·-·------........... 
You might wish to have the fol lowing summ.1r 

suit for use in n·spon,J.i ·iq to pulil i c :nqu · 

of t.::~~a-p ___ t_i-oned--~~~~~~~~-----
The suit was filed on October 9, 1975. rp alntiffs and defendants 

can be gotten from the caption on the comp,' iint served upon you.) 

The complaint is based primarily on the N1r 'or;al Environmental Policy 

Act of 1969 and the Trusteeship ilgn~ement ,- n the Former Japanese 

Mandated Is lands. In essence, p.l a inti ffs s '•'k C'xpedi tious and safe 

resettlement on B:kiru in accordance w;th 1 -opeciL"c plan to be 

developed and to he assess1 d in d Nt:PA .:.mo.1 ·' statt'ment. 

Simultaneously with their filing of the c:xr,,_,,·aint, plaintiffs filed 

a Motion for Prel imina.ry Inj unc_»t 1'on. On ::: ~ohe r 30, they filed an 

Amended Motion. An informc..Z and prt•limina•.; pre-hearing conference 

was held on the Cdse on !'lovemlwr l, in. r::ng's courtroom, at 

which time the foi 1ow1nu acrreements an<] ()E'+·'rminations were made: 

1. The Trust Territory wi"l provid,, med)c.,' examinations to members 

2. 

of the Bikir1i com111w-it~1 who request sue;', ,-x,1minations. The 

be determined on the precise scop~ of th€'se E'Xdrriinat ions v.1 

bas.is of recommendations to be :;ubmi 1 ti b·1 a thn:e-man group of 

c1cf:':.'· ies who are defendants 

c,-1,.:,iJ cf exprrts will be 

,,r~)r:•J ::he pci.rties following 

experts not cor1f1E'L'h'd with t,'1e Fed0 r., 

in this lawsuit. The Ti1t'ml1e.rs of th'" 

determined l1y s ubseq uen t discussions 

the plaintiff's submis . ..;ion of pr·opos, c' 
that the groq_, v.·i ,' l be creat'?Cd befor· 

t:"am~ __ .. c, ~ We do not expect 

The results C•f the rnedical exarr·inati >m wi ,' l be reviewed by 

the same group of experts. f!._:!3_:_ The e»aminations are being 

provided by the 7'. T. Government sole y ; n response to tl e people's 

expressed concerns. They do net reµreo ent any Government agree

ment that tht·y are necessary fer ant/ P•ason. Specific questions 

about the exams should be refe1reci t:) : 1drley Earwicker District 

Attorney, Marc:h.c,] .·s and should not rt fielded by FRDA. 

The parties have hP''n given ti 1 Janu u 1 2, }976, to file any 

preliminary notfc,ns. A hcarin-· will l"i·' ftr,1<! on any filed motions 
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on January 30, 1976. Plaintiffs '1.Jie inrlicated they intend to 

file an amvrJcled ''r)mpl a int di:d d r;•'W ."1ot ion for PrelLminary 

Injunction. 

3. The court accepted the Government's suggestion that the complaint 

should be di smissc0 d as to the Pres i j,,nt, for 1 ack of jurisdiction. 

Because several agencies are involvr?d .• and because of the effect 

any statement might have on the Bikini people and the pending 

litigation, public stai'.ements sho 11l 1 be kept to a minimum. 
Wherever fXJSsJble, inquir.ies about:_ 'he litigation should be 

referred +o U1·.~ ;'r ,,,,"nHi>'.e>nt '.'· Zn'J'd 't'/'r,:0 .sentat i ve (Howard Chang, 
Assistant 1:. :·. Atfr:rnc'y, 546-71/')' 
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