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ORDER

In our December 27, 1993 order admitting a contention
and establishing a schedule, we reserved final judgment on
the guestion whether the licensees should file a cross
motion for summary judgment on the admitted contention until
intervenors’' motion for summary disposition had been filed.
Having now reviewed the intervenors’' motion and held a brief
telephone conference with the parties, we conclude that the
most appropriate and efficient procedure for resolving the
admitted contention is for the licensees to file a cross
motion for summary disposition. That motion should be
supported fully with appropriate affidavits and other
evidentiary material. It should also respond fully

(including affidavits, if appropriate) to each of the Board
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gquestions in the December 27, 1993 order. The licensees, of
course, are free to combine their answer to the intervenors'’
motion with their cross motion. The licensees’ filing shall
be filed by March 9, 1992.

In the telephone conference, the staff indicated that
it planned only to file an answer to the intervenors’
summary disposition motion. That staff answer also should
respond fully (including affidavits, if appropriate) to each
of the Board qguestions in the December 27, 1993 order. The
staff's answer shall be filed by March 2, 1994.

The intervenors shall file an answer to the licensees’
cross motion for summary disposition within twenty-one (21)
days of the filing of the licensees’ motion. Should the
intervenors wish to file a reply to the staff's answer, that
reply shall be combined with their answer to the cross

motion.
It is so ORDERED.

FOR THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND
LICENSING BOARD
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THomas S. Moore, Chairman
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

Bethesda, Maryland

February 16, 1994
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