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Addendum “A”
(1) Nature of the Action
The proce_edings below concern the application to the respondent, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (“NRC”), by Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc. (“Dominion”)
on July 13, 2007 to amend the license for its Millstone Nuclear-Power Station Unit 3
nuclear reactor located in Waterford, Connecticut, to allow for a 7+ per cent electrical
power generation “uprate.”

The petitioner, an individual residing in Redding, Connecticut, on her own behalf and

_on behalf Qf,,:ﬁh‘?, C_o»nﬂn‘ecticut Coalition Again__‘st Millstone, petitioned t_t}g NRC to beggmg

an intervening party to the proceedings on March 17, 2008, pursuant to 10 C.F.R.
§2.309, and for a'hearing on nine proposed contentions, which alleged with the support
of declarations of two expert witnesses that Dominion’s license renewal application
posed “grave potential to increase safety risks and diminish safety margins at Millstone
Unit 3.” |

The Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (“ASLB”) established by the NRC to - -
consider all E:hallenges to the Dominion license renewal application rejected the petition
to intervene and request for a hearing by Memorandum and Order entered on June 4,
2008 (attached hereto).

The petitioner filed an appeal of the ASLB’s decisions with the NRC. By
Memorandum and Order (CLI-08-17) dated August 13, 2008 (attached hereto), the

NRC affirmed the ASLB decision and dismissed petitioner’s petition to intervene and

request for hearing.



While the proceedings remaiﬁed pending, -the petitioner submitted additional
contentions based on newly-discovered information revealed at a conference of the
NRC’s Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards on July 8, 2008. By Memorandum
and Order issued on October 27, 2008 (attached hereto), the ASLB rejected the
motions. The NRC affirmed the ASLB Memorandum and Order at an affirmation

session on March 5, 2009 (SECY-09-0008)(attached hereto).

(2) The Result Below

The agency, affirming the decisions of the Atomic Safety and Liéensing Board,
dismissed the Petitioner's Petition to Intervene and Request for Hearing and motions 6™
submit new contenticsns based on newly-discovered information.
(3) Copy of All Relevant Opinions/Orders Forming the Basis for this Petition for
Review

A. SECY-09-0008 (March 5 2009)

B. Memorandum and Order (October 27, 2008)

C. Memorandum and Order (CLI-08-17)(August 13, 2008)

D

. Memorandum and Order (June 4, 2008)



Addendum “B”

(1) The Relief Requested

The petitioner prays that her petition be sustained; that her petition be found to
present admissible contentions pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.309; that her motions to
submit new contentions based on newly-discovered information be granted; and that

this matter be remanded to the agency for a hearing on the merits of said petition.

(2) List of the Proposed Issues

A. Did the Commis_sion err in: g}§m.issing thgfe_tjtiqn to Intervene and Reqqgsf for
Hearing for failure td proffer adhiséible contenti'ons?

B. Did the Commission err in dismissing the petitioner's motions to submit new

contentions based on newly-discovered information?

. (3) Applicable Appellate Standard of Review for Each Proposed issue

With regard to both issues, the standard for review is whether, based on the record
developed to date, the agency’s action was‘unlawful and should be set aside because it
was arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion or otherwise not in accordance with
laws, was in excess of its statutory authority, or was unsupported by substantial

evidence.
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