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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY g Docket No. 50-389A 9&@
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The Atomic Safety and Licensing Board.will conduct a§§2 ¢
: - B3 =
prehearing conference in this antitrust proceeding peginnf%% =
= =
at 1:00 P.M. on February 2, 1981 in the NRC Commission ' 2

Hearing Room, 5th Floor, East/West Towers Building,
4350 East/West Highway, Bethesda, Mar&;and 20014, to con-
sider the Joint Motion (filed September 12, 1980) of the
Department of Justice, NRC Staff, and Applicaﬁt to Approve
and Authorize Implementation of Settlemeqt Aéreement.

The board. will receive advice from the partieé on the
following: o ‘ o ;

W 1. VWhether the proposed license conditi&ns would

- have a material adverse impact upon the intervening
Florida cities.
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2. Whether the proposed license conditions contain
" anticompetitive, discriminatory, or unfair pro-
visions which would create or maintain a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust laws.

3. "If, in the view of the Florida Cities, the proposed
license conditions (including Applicant's December 3,
- 1980 commitments) do not relieve the alleged situa-
tion inconsistent with-the antitrust laws, what
procedures are appropriate to adjudicate remaining
issues?

All parties orytheir counsel are directed to attend.

FOR THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND
LICENSING BOARD
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2. Whether the proposed license conditions contain
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visions which would create or maintain a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust laws.

3. If, in the view of the Florida Cities, the proposed
license conditions (including Applicant's December 3,
1980 commitments) do not relieve the alleged situa-
tion inconsistent with the antitrust laws, what
procedures are appropriate to adjudicate remaining
issues? o

All parties or their counsel are directed to attend.
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LICENSING BOARD
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