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This matter is Defore the hearinq officer on Applicant's 

request tor an immediate rUlinq on its Motion to compel Review 

of Alternative ousign Proposals ("Motion to Compal") filed with 

the hearing officer on February 21, 1992 and deferred by Order 

dated March 13, 1992. Oral argument on the Motion and Objection 

was heard on March 6, 1992. 

By letter dated March 25, 1992, Applicant requests an 

"immediate ruling" on I ts Motion ci tlnq cOlDlunication from 

Division's counsel indicating that the Division will not 

voluntarily review thG alternate submissIons delivered to the 

Division on February 21, 1992. I will treat Applicant's 

correspondence as II. renewal of its February 21, 1992 Motion to 

Compel. 

Reduced to its es~enoe, the ~otion to compel the DivIsion 

to Review a1 ternati ve desiqn proponla is in the nature of 

equitable relief similar to man~amus and/or injunctive relIef. 

Chapter 17.7 of Title 42 est~bliBhas the AAO and specifically, 

§ 42-17.7-8 enumerates the powers of hearing officers. As a 

matter of law, I do not find that B heBrinq offioer is empowered 
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to order or enforce the relief souqht by Applicant. Such an 

order requires equitable powers which the leqislature has chosen 

not to confer upon AAD hearinq officers. 

Therefore, it is 

That for the foreqoinq reasons the Motion to compel is 

QENtED. 

!'I '7, 'rh Entered as an Administrative Order thiE __ ~~~ _____ day of 

March, 1992. 
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