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Be:f'erenee is :made to your .latter' 01" Ju.ra 13, .'1966, vn-tll ar:~l06ure, 
;requesting reconei&m1tion ot'~ decis:1on_~ate.~L.t1a:1 ,.19, .:~~ B-15':3961, 
~mieh a:tf'i:t'nw:M:l the prior $C't1on ttiken in -di6e.~1QVi;ng·the e18.j.m of' 

In your letter requesting r eview you trtate '~hat with respect to 
the 5ign1fioant ta.et.5 concerning "this matter, our reeent letter is 
inCOl'l1llet.e in 00I0O' regarda, &.nd incorrect in othen. You eneloGe a 
reow or ~ f:It October 20, 1965, yhioh yoo allege clear l¥ 
iiieta and circumstances involved in this matter. You 
r&tate t hat t he postponerrent of t he attu'ting ·date until Ji..lM' 30 was 
(iltnt1rely t ar the eomen1enee of the Gover~nt and at the &pecial request 
():f Najor Robinson wo s tated that this 'WaS too date he l~ld be a.ble to 
haw the aJ."e8. :free for ~. 1'011 furth.er staw that not only ~re the 
premuee l.U'lllw1lable on J\U!f! 30, but :no special "f.rmlil were made by tbe 
Government to nak:e them avail.ah:W by JllJ.r 1, end, theref'ore~ the Govern­
iMntbreached the (Ultl'aet • 

.Lm .... OC"O' . Qf October 20~ 1965; wa& .purl o£ the reeo:rd upon 
-·which our de¢islon of May 19, 1$65, ~ based. 'roo tactu 0:1:" record 
(ten ·thorough.!:y a:-n care:f'ully considered in our decision and it urn) con~ 
1Jlud.ed that the delay ~ not so 'unrea&OM'ble ue to eonstltute a. breech 
of the contract. Since you. have :turr~isn.ed no new waterlal t"8ct$ or evi­
d.enea not al.ready conside.l."'ed in eormeetton with ·the elaim, our preViOUS 
Iileeis:lon 'Which suetained the disaJ..lowance of is a..i'firmed. 

)[.,-p;£TA...._. t 
,-...o~1.U.I CQn¢rollel" General 

of the Un:i ted States 
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