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SUMMARY

The Hawaiʻi Intermediate Court of Appeals denied Ronda Beselt’s motion for reconsideration of its
January 30, 2026 summary disposition order. The court concluded that the motion identified no point
of law or fact that it had overlooked or misapprehended under Hawaiʻi Rules of Appellate Procedure
Rule 40(b), and dismissed all other pending motions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Beselt's motion for reconsideration should be granted under Hawaiʻi Rules of Appellate
Procedure Rule 40(b).



HOLDINGS

1. The motion for reconsideration was denied because it presented no point of law or fact that the court had
overlooked or misapprehended.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Motion for Reconsideration presents no point of law or fact that the court overlooked or
misapprehended.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The order concerns appellate proceedings arising from Beselt's appeal against Waldorf=Astoria Management
LLC and the Department of Land and Natural Resources, State of Hawaiʻi. The court's ruling addressed only
Beselt's motion for reconsideration of the prior summary disposition order and did not resolve the underlying
substantive facts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Beselt appealed from the Circuit Court of the Second Circuit. The Intermediate Court of Appeals previously
issued a Summary Disposition Order on January 30, 2026. Beselt moved for reconsideration, and the court
denied the motion because it identified no point of law or fact that the court had overlooked or misapprehended;
the court also dismissed all other pending motions.
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