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Foreword

Digests and indexes for issuances of the Commission (CLI), the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board Panel (LBP), the Administrative Law Judges (ALJ),
the Directors’ Decisions (DD), and the Demals of Peutions for Rulemaking
(DPRM) arc presented in (his document, These digests and indexes are intended
10 serve as a guide to the 1ssuances,

Information clements common 10 the cases heard and ruled upon are:
Case name (owner(s) of facility)
Full text reference (volume and pagination)
Issuance number
Issues raised by appellants
Legal citations (cases, regulations, and statutes)
Name of facility, Docket number
Subject matier of issues and/or rulings
Type of hearing (for construction permit, operating license, eic.)
Type of issuance (memorandum, order, decision, ic.).

These information elements are displayed in one or more of five separate formats
arranged as follows:

1. Case Name Index

The case name index is an alphabetical arrangement of the case names of
the issuances. Each case name is followed by the type of hearing, the type of
issuance, docket number, issuance number, and full text reference.

2. Digests and Headers

The headers and digests are presented in issuance number order as foliows:
the Commission (CLI), the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel (LBP),
the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ), the Directors’ Decisions (DD), and the
Denials of Petitions for Rulemaking (DPRM).

The header identifies the issuance by issuance number, case name, facility
name, docket number, type of hearing, date of issuance, and type of issuance.

The digest is a brief narrative of an issue followed by the resolution of the
issuc and any legal references used in resolving the issue. 1f a given issuance
covers more than one issue, then separate digests are used for each issue and
are designated alphabetically,
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3. Legal Citations Index

i e oy e

This index is divided into four parts and consists of alphabetical or alpha-

numerical arrangements of Cases, Regulations, Statutes, and Others.  These

citations are listed as given in the issuances. Changes in regulations and statuies

may have occurred to cause changes in the number or name and/or applicability

of the citation. 1t is therefore important 10 consider the date of the issuance. :
The references o cases, regulations, statutes, and others are generally )

followed by phrases that show the application of the citation in the particular

msuance. These phrases are followed by the issuance number and the full text

reference. ,

4. Subject Index
1 Subject words and/or phrases, arranged alphabetically, indicate the issues ;
| and subjects covered in the issuances, The subject headings are followed by |
phrases that give specific information about the subject, as discussed in the |

‘J— issuances being indexed. These phrases are followed by the issuance number
and the full text reference. !

5. Facility Index

The index congists of an alphabetical arrangement of facility names from

the issuance. The name is followed by docket number, type of hearing, date, .

: type of issuance, issuance number, and full text reference, .
]
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CASE NAME INDEX

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

OFERATING 1ICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM ARD ORDER. Dosket Nes S8 0LA D,
$0-023.0LA-2 (Construgtion Period Recovery), CLE93-48, 38 NRC 62 (1991)

OFERATING LICERSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Ceantng ENscovery
WequestReferning Ruling to Commission), Docket Nos. 50-275.01LA-2, S0-373 OLA-2 (ASLBF N
LE69000LA-D (Construction Penod Recovery) (Facility Operating Licenses No, DPE-80, DPR-RY),
LBPOLIA, 38 NRC 1 (1993)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Tolephone Confereoce Call,
B3, Docket Nos. 56-27540LA-2, SOA23.0LA-2 (ASLEP Na 92-669-03-OLA - 2) (Consruction
Period Recovery) (Facility Operating Licenses No. DPR 80, DPR-82), LBP-93.17. 38 NRC &% (1993

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

DECOMMISSIONING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, Dovket No S6-312-D00M. CLE9Y.19, %
NRC KL (199h)

ST JOSEPH RADIOLOGY ASSOCIATES, INC, and JOSEPH 1. FISHER, MD (dba 8T JOSEIH
RADIOLOGY ASSOUIATES, INC. and FISHER RATHOLOGICAL CLINIC)

ENFORCEMENT ACTION, ORDER; Docket Nos, 036-00120.BA, 999.9000%-EA (ASLEP Ne

PILT202EA), LBPUL-14, I8 NRC 18 (1993)
VEKMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND GRDER: Docket No SOTHOLA S,
C13-90-20, 38 NRC 81 (1993)

OFERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORARDUM (Termination of Proceeding), Docket No
S271-0LA-S (ASLBP No. 9266502 0LA-S! (FOL No. DPR-2B). LBP9A-16, 38 NRC' 23 (1993}
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

this presurmgtion 1 apply 0 leense amendment procoedings, the proposed action st jEvolve “clear 1m-
pucmuntuuumumu.ummuwmwmrsihnvaummmnfmaam
cotwequences ” Flunida Power and Light Co (5 Lavie Nudlear Power Plant, Units | and 2), CLI#9-21,
40) NRC 328, 329 (1989) Ctherwise the petioner must atioge & spectfic “injury 10 fact” that will result
from the praposed acton

| Am«mnMquMt&&mvhuncfmnpmwmmmhe
che o an achon tnvolving “chear implications for the offxite environment.” for purposes uf deermining
threshald inury

J Undor 10.CH K. §2 718X 2%, if an apphication contaim dixputed ipformation of omits required
mlmmn,mmumwwbmminhmwdhwﬁmwmummm
incomplew However, & petitioner need not tefer 1o a particular portion of the licensee's spplication when
e lconsee nedther dentified, not was obligated W idenufy, the disputed issue in its apphication

CLIOVT?  ONCOLOGY SERVICES CORPORATION, Docket No.o 3031765 FEA (Suspension C(nder)

(Byproduer Material License No. 37.28580.01), ENFORCEMENT ACTION. August 19, 1993, MEM-
ORANDLIM AND ORDER

A The Commission denies Oncology Services Corporation's reguest o teverse LBP-93-10, 37 NRC
A% (1993), which granied in part the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Sudf's motion for an wildizional
delay of this enforcement proceeding. nd vicites as moal portions of LBPS3.6, 37 NRC 207 (1993), an
atder thit hod pranted the NRC Staff's origioal metion for o stiy.

B The presiding officer may delay an enforcement proceeding for good Couse 10 CFR
§220200K2%01) In determining whether good canse exists, the peesiding officer must consider both the
public interest as well us the interests of the person subject to the tmnediniety effective order

(& mmmummmwmnﬁudnmuemm:ummmm{:hR
§2 2020 )2)1), the Commixsion need not chivose berween the test applied by the Supreme Court 1n United ]

Y States v Fight Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty Dollacs (SB850) in United States Cutrency, 361 US '

! 455 (LORY), und the test applied by the Supreme Court in FDIC v Malleq, 486 U5 230, 247 (1988). bt

1 iy weigh the factors considered by the Court in both cases.

n In determining whether good cause exists for delsy of an enforcement proceeding. the fuctors o
Nccmm&mmmmmwh&(llhmdhw.ﬂ)mSocdally.ﬂ)ritt
dmhwﬁm.(4)mdw‘tmwmmmmmdnmmmy.($lmmm
1o the lcensee. including harm to the lcensee's tterests und barm to the licensoe’s ability 10 mount an

'. wleguate defense

e . | W— o —

WG

B The determination of whether the length of deliry I8 excessive depends on the Tacts of the particular
P case pod the nature of the proceeding
The risk of emoneous deprivation is reduced if the loensee 1s given an opportunity 1o eguest tat

ummmmuwuumcumawwmwmmm
the suspension arder, includiog the need for immediate offectiveness, is bised on adequate evidence
G Staff's showing of possible interference with an investigation being conducted by the NRC Office
.«mmmmm;mmumummummaumwmmmwmm.
demonsiration that the risk of erroneous deprivation hay been reduced weighs heavily 10 the Staff's favor
H Irrespective of whether the licensee failed to chatlenge the basis fur the mmediate effectiveness
oHMMawmm.nm‘nwmmnmmwmwm:mnm
adjndicatory hearing are entitied (o strong weight.
' 1 ww:mmmmmmnmwmmm’mmmu ‘
uuymacu&nmnndubm’-mmwmmumdomupmmmmam :
feensee when baluscing the competing interests. ]
= CLIGEIE  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (Ihablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant. Units 1 and
7). Docket Nos. $0-775-0LA-2, 50323.01LA-2 (Construction Pericd Recovery), OFERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT: August 19, 1993, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

N T e ——

= e e e A e

A The Comimission declioes 1o address the issue, refermed by the Licensing Board, of whether o
L Ammm&mmmmuww-“mmmwmmmmw
] Power Operations The Commixsios noted that, after the Boned had refermed the issue o the Commission. the

andwdmhdwummhmmwmdumwmmmmh
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i» DIGESTS
) ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

conditions undec which the dooutent is to be released Toae Conmissicn found that these events rendered
(mimmmdwmmnmmcm § 2. 186ig)

B Where subsequent developments indicaied the absence of any immedigte consversy supgesting
thiet ineslocutony review wiis ippropriate of a hoensing Board's order 10 disclose @n assenedty pavileged
docuinent, the Commission declines teview of the Neersing bowrd's referred nuling

b

; (119349 SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT (Rancho Seco Nuclear Generating Station),
1 Dogkey No. 30. 112 DO0M; DECOMMISSIONING, Sepiember 10, 1993, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
L A The Commission provides puidance w the Awomic Safety and Licensing Board on one aspect of
| Environmentsd and Resources Conservation jan's (BCO's) environmental ecotention which the

Comnusstion admitted in ity decision, CLI-93.3, 47 NRC 135 (1993)

CLE 70 VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION (Vermont Yankee Nuclewr Power
Sugion), Dockel No S6-271.0LA A, OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, September 16, 199,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A The Comnmssian affiems e Lisensing Board's ruling tist the Board Jacked authority undes 10
wn.unmmmmumawm«mnmmvmmnum-hmmmu
mm»mmmmu«mmmummmmmmmuwm
a Natice of Heanog. The Commisaion reverses the Licensing HBourd's related ruling that the NRC Staft's
aecoptanee of the withdrawal had the effecs of erminating the procesding, 1n the ieerest of efficiency, the
Cnmmmmnﬁmunmmmmwnm.mmmnmmm

: B Under 10 CFR §2107¢a), the Licensing Board assumes jurisdiction 1o address the withdeawal

ufmqvlmumm.ummuwﬁumdm«hzmdamdﬂcmun

: provided in 10 CF R §21080)2) Prior to that issuance, the Commission (or NRC Susff, by delegation

' of authority) has exclusive mrisdiction 1o nddress such withdrawals.

€ The Conmission’s repulations do ot grant the NRC Staff the authority 1o fevminate & leens
amendment proceeding aftet » hearing request has been referred 1o the Atmic Safety and Licensing Bourd
Pnel bt bedore the presiding Voensing board or officer has issued u Notiee of Heartng  Nor has the
Commission, Swough case Jaw, accorded Staffl such anthority. Rather, it ix the presiding board or officer
that b jrisdiction 1o wrminae groceedings under such ciroumstances,

CLIN3 2 CLEVELAND BELECTRIC [LLUMINATING COMPANY, et al. (Perry Nuclear Power Plant,

; Unit 1), Docket No. 50-440-0LA-3. OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. September 30, 1993,

' MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

] A The Catrimission considers the appeal of 8 Licensing Board decision, 1BP.924, 35 NRC 114

(1999, which deaied, on the basis of lack of standing, the appellent’ petition for leave o mtervene and

for o beating on & roquest by Clevelund Elocrric Hiuminatng Company to amend its operating hceose

for the Pemry Tacility, Unit 1 The license amendiment winsiers the mactol vessel materisl sutveillnce
withirawal schedule from the Perry plant s technice! spectfications and transfers the schedule to the tacility's
updiated sifety analysis seport. O the ground that the sppellants alleged sufficient imjucy for sianding, the

. Coruntasion grants the appeal, reverses the Licensiog Board's order, and reniands the Petitioners’ contention

' 10 the Board for an evalustion of the contention’s adnussibility

T e ——

.

T

' H To determise whether a petitioner has estublished the requisite interesi to \tervene 30 a proceeding,
the Comanission has long applied contempormens judicial concepts of tanding
{ To demonstrate standing, the petitioner must aliege @ concrere and particulunized injury that i

fuirly traceable to the challenged action and is Hkely (o be redressed by 8 favorable decision The mjury
whio must be @0 an interest aguably within tho sone of imerests prosected by the governing statute Injury
may be actuil or thieatenat!
n The lass of the rights 1 notice, opportunity for @ hearing, and oppomunity for judicial mview
cohstinites a disorete mjory.
E Standing may be based upon (he alieged loss of a procedural Aght. as long s the procedure st
tseue i designed o protect agaiast b threatened concrete snputy
' F Pt comstruction permit and opertting boense proceedings. the Commission generilly has cecog
uired a prosumption in favor of standing for those persons who hive frequent contacts with the aren Lear
a tuclear power plant 16 license wmendient proceedings, residesice near o michear facihity is sufficient to
' establish injury for standing if the propusedasction fvolves an “abvious potential for offsite consequences.”

B
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Sor Flotidis Power and Light Co. (81 Locie Nuclear Power Mant. Unity | and 2). CLI-§9-21. 30 NRC 328,
3290 (1989),

CLE9LAD  ADVANCED MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC. (One Factory Row, Geneva, Oluc 480411, Docket No.

D

G

H

W 16055-Civ (Civil Peniry). ENFORCEMENT ACTTION; Septerber 30, 1993, MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER AFFIRMING IN PART AND REVERSING IN PART ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING
BOARD'S ORDER, AND REMANDING ISSUES

The Commission affirns in part the Atomic Ssfety and Licensing Board's decision, LBP-91.9.
T3 ONRC 2172 (1991), in which the Licensing Board granted the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Safl s
uumfutnmmympwmnmawowﬁngmm«%mmnwwzymnlmm.Amw
Medical Systems, Inc ‘The Commission reverses the Licensing Board s disposition of one violation and
remands (o the Board for further proceedings all issues related o that violabon

'fhemnd.mgmnmm:mmbmmem»ofmmmdummrm
uw:mymmmahwkhmomwcm-edmuwlimmlfmwhwm-mymmu
somrvry dispositon.

Tamm;ummnm.wmunwmmmw.mmopponn‘m
meton mas pot rest upon mere allegations or deatals, but must set forth specific facts showing that there
1% pemsine issue Bare assertions or general denials are not sufficient

mmemmmmwmmwﬂymmmhnwdmn
fm;muwcmm-uwmywnmmammmuummm

When the movant has satisfied its initial burden and bas supported its motion by wifiduvit, the
qummmmudmm«mmnm“phﬁuwhynunnpmdul
1o do 5o unzmauommﬂsmummubymmoﬁummuwm
puﬂycwmolmmbymMMaWwMUmwm.mMudMuym
& continuance 0 permil such affidavits 1o be obtained or may take other appropriste acton

A licensee is excused from compiying with the maximum permissible dose standards set out i 10
C PR §20.1018). only if the licensee can sausfy the conditions set forth in section 20 201(h}

Pm-NRCinwionanwmmmumoudmimﬂnndu!mnomlm
viclations found do Bot in themselves raise & genuine fssue of material fact. The failure by the NRC w©
Metect @ viclation does not necessarily prove the negative that no violation existed The NRC inspectors
are nol pmiscient, and limited NRC resources preclude careful review of all but a fracoon of the licensed
activity

When delermining what constintes 4 survey. 10 CFR §20.200 requires consideration of more
than quantitative mvasaromens of adiation levels used 1o detetiune esposure It also requires, where
Wu,mwmdpﬁymdmndﬂnmmdmmudwm

An cvidentiney bearing i necessary oniy 1f a genuine issue of material fact is in dispute.
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARDS

covry) (Facility Opersting License Nos. DFR-B0 und DPR-B2); OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT;
August 13, 1993, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Telephone Conferonce Call, 8/) 34931

lnrommemnmquwbylmhwawmycmmdmmwﬂm
fire boga (ihe subject of an admitied comtention) ax 1o which the NRC's Office of inveatigation hud made
prelinzisary inguiries but found no further inquiry wartanted, the Licensing Board defers sction on e motion
pending cross-esanunahion it the heaning of the custodian of the rocords rogarding any possible falsificatson
The Bo-dnlmmimﬁmnmndmwohhmmnmmmmhMsvdhhuuan
Intervenors

LRPOIE  GEORGIA POWER COMPANY, et al {Vogtie Hlectric Genorating Plant, Units | and 2), Docket

D

Nos. 50-424-0LA 4, 50-425-0LA -3 (ASLEP No. 93.671:000LA4) (Re:  License Amendment, Transfer
1o Southern Nuglear), OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, September 8, 1993, MEMORANDUM
AN ORDER (Discavery Motion)

The Bowd ruled tha stmements were privileged both as aitorney work-product and atorney-
cimmuhpmmmmﬂmme'-m»-aummumeﬂw
believe they were relevant 1o m OF investgation that could occur. An allegation that the interviewees wese
“hounded” 1o make then tell a comman stary i not enough 1 avercome the privitoge. Howover, persuisive
mm.w«mﬂnnmdu.dwn“umﬂwmmmmsmmm»mmm
privilege

Proof at a hearing that clienis kad been “hounded™ or otherwise improperly teated cauld overcorue
4 clab of privilege, either under the work product privilege or the atiorney-client privilege Wheee o puty
nmmmmmmumumynmwmammmmwbu
e heanng for purposes of possibile production

Attorney-client and work-product privileges are not limited to a conwrolling group with a carpo-
ration. The prvileges are broadly construed to encourige full nformation-gathering by attorneys  Upiobn
Co. v Usited States, 449 LS, 383 (1981).

Anevﬂwu&nypﬁvib;chﬂhyacmmmmmwdodybymmﬂwriwtenv&uyn

LGP9519  BOSTON EIISON COMPANY (Pigrm Nuclear Power Sation), Docket No. S0.203.00LA

(ASLEF No. 93.678.03-0OLA) (Facility Operating License No. DPR-35), OPERATING LICENSE AMEND-
MENT; Sepiember 13, 1999, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Terination of

Proceeding)
LEF9Y 20 ONCOLOGY SERVICES CORPORATION, Docket No D30-31765.EA (ASLEBP No. #1.674-03-

EA) (BA 63.006) (Order Sospending Byprodect Material License No. 37-28540.01 1. ENFORCEMENT
ACTION, Sepiember 21, 1993; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Granting in Past NRC Siaff Motion to
Deliy Proceeding, Roquinng Submission of Stdi Staus Reports)

I response 1o & third NRC '/ f motion for an additional deiay in conducting a ficense suspension
wmm.mmmmmmmwmummw.

In determining whether 1o delay an enforcement proceeding pending the outcome of a Staff
mvestigation, five factors nwst be weighed They are: (1) Jongth of the delay. (2) reasons for the delay.
mm‘nmmuﬁmdummmummdumumm
m,mmdummmmwmmwmm;wmwmmmm
opposing the delay See CLEOR17, 38 NRC 44, 49.52 (199%)

mmﬁnnmmummmmawmmmumnm
15 called UPOD 1O KPPFAISE tWO SEPATHE CONCETRS. First, there 1s the question of what legitimate government
interest s served by the delay. This involves an inquiry into the propriety of the Staff's demonstration that
there will be 4 detrimental tmpact on the imvestigative process i the delay is not granted Addiionally,
muuwonmummmmumu.mmw-mmmum
it seoks This fnvelves an inguiry inte whether the Staff has made “a crediblo showing that it I8 attemptiog
1 complete fis investigation expeditiousty” LEP-93-10, 37 NRC 455, 462, ufi’d, CLI-9317, 38 NRC 44
(199%)

it 15 the rule in adminisistive beatings thi bearsay evidence ts generally admissible so Jony s it
i teliable (ns weil as relevam and mateoal) evidence. See Duke Power Co. (Perking Nuclesr Power Station,
Unies i, 2, and ¥). ALAB 668, 15 WRC 450, 477 (1982)

L g .




DIGESTS
‘ ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARDS

1
iy
3

f Twmmﬁnnﬂuphfuanfpejuﬁwwﬂmmudu&hymneﬂmm
m&mmmmhmﬂmmwcmlimdwmmmm«:mm-w
defend agatnst the chiarges i the saforcement order i
¥ Wc;uﬂmyddnmquuw&hymnwmwouﬁa;n&wm
qm'mummmmum,wumdmnmxynmumdm
. mmmammjmmmmmmmmmamahwwmmm. See
' CLUGE17. A8 NRC al 5859
. G anamemanuﬁmmM.hmﬁ&qdﬁe&h—u
muﬂﬁﬁqmﬂdﬂuﬂneﬁmdnﬂy&muwm:mwhmdmw‘lmm
1o ensure that due diligence is being exercised o bang its inguiry 1o a conclusion. See id w60 J
(BP932]  GEORGIA POWER COMPANY, of al (Vogtie Electric Generating Plant, Units | and 2, Docket
Nox. 50-424-01.A-3. §0-425-0LA-3 {ASLBP No 93.671-01-0LA.3) (Re:  License Amendment, Transfer
1 Southern Nuclear). OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT . September 24, 1993, MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER (Georgia Power Motion to Recopsider Scope of Procecding)
mmmwmmummmmummuumm
u;mmdlmwnﬂﬂmﬂmmuh;nmdﬁelmw'lwmwd
contest This opinion sarrows the issues.
B Motions for reconsidenition are for the purpose of pointing out errars in the exisling record, not
_ for SEHRg new mguments. m.muwmmmwmmﬁnnbmnmmh
Y the present status of this case. Consequently. the Board chose in its discretion o decide the motion o the
'. foerits by granting it
| [~ Wmmﬁﬂymﬂmhmnddnﬁmwm'ﬂmnm”
; the vther parties need 1o guess their meanmg Untlear contentions may be constried narrowly rather than
having the pasties search for materils that might have been referenced by a vague, unspecific referonce
D The Bourd refused to rule that contentions could not reference material not included in the pettion
1 nmmwnmwmmm-ucunmmamm.,wm
mmmummuy-mmncummmmammmm.
i ThemdpmmndwuldheWmﬁmddl(wwmvofdndmum.md
individun! passages should sot be interpreted out of context

T —
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LEGAL CITATIONS INDEX
CASES

Comuinity Nutrition Insttuse v Yousg, 773 F 24 1356, 1384 (D.C, Cir 1985
agency authority 1o dhspense with an evideatiary hearing, CLEGR22, 38 NRC 120 n RS (1990
Consohdated Edison Co. of New York (ndinn Posmt, Usitk 1. 2 and 3) CLL75-8, 2 NRC 173, 175
(1975)
sandird for institution of show-cume proceedings; DD93-14. 38 NRC 77 (199D
Critical Mass Enetgy Project v NRC, 938 #.24 871 (DC. Cir 1992), cert. denied, 123 L. Bd 2d 147
Mar. 22, 1993;
FOIA exemption for lustitute for Nuclear Power Operations report, LBP9S-13, 38 NRC 12 {1993)
Dellums « NRC, 863 F 24 968, 971 (D.C. i 1988)
injuryn-fuct standied for standing © intervene, CLI-93-21, 18 NRC 92 (199%,
Deparument of Justice v. Repotter Comnuttse for Freedom of the Pross, 439 US. 749, 77680 (1989)
mdmnawm'hgmummlmmdmmmﬁnw
1o disclosure under FOIA, CLEFA17, 38 NRC 56 (1993)
Detroit Bidison Co (Enrico Ferny Atomic Power Plant, Unir 2). LBE-TE-11, 7 NRC 38}, 386, aff'd,
ALABAT0. 7 NRC 473 (1978)
\ ity 10 licenaee's character for purpose of trabafer of operating wuthonty, CLI93-16, 38 NRC
36 022 (199%)
Diverssfied Industries, Tnc v Moredith. 572 F2d 596 (8ih G 1978)
application of atorney-client privilege in & corporation, LEBPG3.18, 38 NRC 124 (1993
Puke Power Co (Catawbi Muclear Sumion, Units | and 2), CLLE331 18 NRC 1363, 13GS (1983)
spplication of atioraey-client privilege fn @ corpotation, LEP-93-18, 38 NRC 124 (199%
Duke Power Co (Porkins Niclenr Station, Unies 1, 2, and 3), ALAB-668, 15 NRC 450, 477 (19%2i
admiasion standurds for hearsay evidence, LBP-93.20, 30 NRC 135 n.2 (1993
ke Power Co. v Carolies Taviconmentsl Study Group, Inc, 438 US. 59, 74 (1978)
standing 1o imervene on basis of peographic proximity. CLI93.16, 18 NRC 34 (1991)
FDIC v Mallen. 486 US 230, 242 (1988)
wat for determining length of @ delay tn 8 proceeding, CLIUM-17, 38 NRC §1 (1993)
Fewell Geeaechnical Eingiveering, 14d. (Thomas £ Mucray, Kadiographer), CLIE92:5. 35 NRC 83, 84
(194
mootness of proceeding relating (m grant of stay, CLL93-17, 38 NRC 49 (199%)
Fintay Testing Laboratacies, Inc., LEPERIA, 27 NRC 19 (1988)
prejidice to clamants from dolay of proceeding. CLI-93-17, 38 NRC 59 (1993)
Floridn Power and Light Co (St Lucie Nuclear Power Plant, Usits | and 2). CLISS-21, 30 NRC 325,
2930 (1989)
geopraphic proxinuty ds bagis for sanding o intervens t eperating hoense amendment proceeding
CLEYI 16, 38 NRC 35 (1993), CLI93.21, 3K NRC 95 (1993;
Frurisw v Lynangh, 810 F24 S18 (5th Cir 1987), cenu denied, 483 US 1008 (1987)
double jeopardy applications; ALJ93.1 3% NRC 1538 (1993)
Gagne v Northwestern National fnsurince Co, BRI F2d 309, 314 (6th Cir 1989
board's saement sbout witoess's credibility @ reversible error, CL1-93-22, 38 NRC 112 2 50 (19%)
General Public Utilities Nuclesr Corp. (Thiee Mile Island Nuclexr Station, Units | and 2, Oyster Creck
Nuclewr Generating Station), CLI-#5-4, 21 NRC $61, 563.65 (198%)
litigahility of section 2 206 petition that raises issues being considered in pending adudication,
CLE93-15, 38 NRC 3 (1993)
Girand Jury Subpoenas, 89:3 and §9-4, Jobn Doe K9-129 v Under Seal, 902 F 24 244, 248 (4ih Cir.
1990
authority 10 waive attorpey-client privilepe: LBP-93-18, 38 NRC 126 (1991)
Hamlin Testing Laborstocies, Inc. 2 ARC 427 478 (1964), aff'd sub nom. Hambin Testng Laboratories,
Ine v ABC, A%7 ¥ 2d 632 (b Cir 19665
past performance o5 4 measuee of Bcowsee s chanctor, CLEYY-16, 38 NRC 31 (199%)
Helvering v Mountain Producers Corp., 303 U S 100, 399 (1937)
outhority of Congress to inpose hoth cvil and erimingl sanctions with espect o the same act o
omission, ALLST 1 3% NRC 155 (890
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Pushe Cian and Filectric Co (Digblo Conyan Nuclew Power Plane, Uniis | and 2), CLESE6, 13 NRC 443
{19%1)
Tiigability of asction 2 206 peotion thar ises issoes being considernd in pending adjudication.
CLI931S. A8 NRC 3 (199%)
Pacifie Gas wnd Fieetrie Co (Diablo Canyon Nudiesr Powes Plant, Units 1 and 2), LEF-93-, 37 NRC 5,
20:21 (199%)
prounds for amendment of contentions; LRP-93-21, 38 NRC 148 (1033
P fic Gas and Electric Co (Stanisloos Mucledr Project, Unit 1), CLEK2ZS, 15 NRC 404, 40S (1982)
wittidrmsl of applications after issuance of sotice of besning, CLI-93-16. 32 NRC 3K 026 (1993,
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Stanishsus Nucleai Project, Umt 1), LEBPJE20, 7 NRC 1036, 1040 (1978i
wope of discowery, LEP-93.15, 38 NRC 21 n2 (1993)
Pulier v Columbia Broadeasting System, Ine, 368 US 464 (1962)
diastisermeni of applicant as reversible erur, CLI93.22, 38 NRC 120 085 (1993}
Pollar v. Colombis Broadeasting Systems, Tnc.. 368 US 404, 473 (1962)
given 1o record support for opponeilt of summiry dispositon, CLI93.22. 3§ NRC 102 (199%)
Piblic Service €6 of ndians Marble Hill Nuckar Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3
NRC 167, 17071 (1976)
scope of lioguble isues, CLEG316, 38 NRC 39 (199%)
Pubtic Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seubrook Staion, Ut 1), CLI-9T14, 34 NRC 261, 266-67 (1991}
standard for establishing ingury in fuct. CLI-93:16, 38 NRC 32 (1993), CLI-93-21, 3§ NRC 92
(199 B
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units 1 and 2), ALAB-899, 28 NRC 93, 97
Wil (1988), aff'd sub nom Masachusets v NRC. 924 F2d 311 (DO Cir), cen denied, n2s @
275 (19m1)
Ticensing bowd authonty o limi discovery, LBP-93.15, 38 NRC 21 n.2 (1993)
soupe of lingable issues densraved by basis for comention, CLI93-16, 38 NRC 42 (1993)
Public Service Co ummmﬁmmmulwumwa.nmw.wu
(1984;
contentions referencitg other, tmassive documents, LEP93.21, 38 NRC 146 (1993)
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-92.8, 35 NRC 145, 154
(1)
burden on opponent of summary disposition, CLI-9%.22, 38 NRC 102 (199
Puerte Rico Elesinic Power Authority (North Coast Nuclear Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-60S. |2 NRC 153, 154
(1984a)
jurisdiction w seomingte # procseding, CLEY120, )8 NRC KBS (1993)
Radigtion Technology, Inc (Lake Deomark Road. Rockway, NJ 07866). ALAR-367, 10 NR{ 533, 546
(1979
wilation of 10 CFER. 20301y CLI9522 3% NRC 110 a4 (1993)
Rangall € Omm, DO, CLEY3-14, 17 NRC 423, 427 (1993
NRC pabioy on trath and sccuracy of informuion from licesisces. CLIOA1T. 38 NRC 55 (199%)
Regents of the Univenity of Cafifornis (UCLA Research Reacwor), LBP-2-93, 16 NRC 1391 (1982)
imposition of hicensing board's jodgment upon Titigaors: CLI93-22, 38 NRC 115 n 64 (1993}
Sacramento Municipal Utility District (Ranchio Seco Nuclear Generating Station), CL1-92-2, 35 NRC 47,
56 (1992). all'd, Environmental & Resources Defense Conservation Organizution v. NRC, No, §2.70202
0 Cur June 30, 1993)
application of jadicinl concopts of standing 16 NRC proseedings. CLI9%-16, 38 NRC 32 1993y,
CLI93.71, A8 NRC 92 (1993)
Sacramento Municipal Unlity Distniot (Ranche Seco Nuclear Generatng Station), CLI93-3. 37 NRC 135,
14243 (1998
imerpretation of section 2 7H4MN2) as & pleading requrement and s o principle of imerpreswion;
LRP93.21, 38 NRC 146 (1993)
Sanabello v New Yok, 44 US 257, 92 § €1, 435, 30 L Bd, 24 427 (1971
enforcrability of plea agreements, ALY95.1, 38 NRC 184 01993)
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Seqayah Fusts Corp , CLIO32, 37 'NRC 175, 175 (1993)
withdeswal of applications sfier ksunce of natice of hearing, CLI9-16, 38 NRC 3R p2e (1993
Sierei Cludy v Morton, 405 US. 727, 73435 (1972)
geopraphic proximity as basis for standing 1 itervene; CLI93-21, 38 NRC 94 & 10 (1993
Simon v. Eatern Kentucky Welfare Rights Orpanszation, 426 U8 36, 38 (1976]
reidressability of wjury in fagt. CLI93-16, 38 NRC 39 (1993)
Stweinent of Policy on Cotgluet of Licensing Proceedings, CLEKI-8, 13 NRC 452, 457 (1981)
Commission policy o6 wse of sammary disposition procedures, C11.83,22, 38 NRC 115 n6S {1943)
Teonessee Valley Authority (Hurtsvitle Nuclear Plant, Units 14, 2A, T8, and 2H), ALABAIS, 6 NRC |, 2
(197
new arguments n motions for reconsideration. LBP-93.21, 38 NRC 145 (1993)
Texas Utilities Flectrie Co. (Comanche Peak Steam Elecinic Staton, Unit 1), ALAB-§68. 2% NRC 912,
930 (1987)
purpose of basix requirement for contentions; LBP93.21, 38 NRC 14647 (1693
Texas Utilisies Electrie Co (Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, Unit 1), ALAB-#68, 25 NRC 912,
93233 (1987)
purpose of baxix and specificity requiroments for admission of contentions, CLI9346 38 NRC 42
(199
Texns Utilies Blectric Co. {Comanche Pesk Stweamn Elegtric Sution, Units | and 2). LBF-84-10, 19 NRC
SO0 SIT-1R {1984)
new arguments in motons for reconsideration, LBP-93.27, 3% NRC 145 (1993)
Terns Ubitities Fleawic Co. (Comanche Peak Swam Bleotric Station, Usits 1 and 2), LBP £4.50, 20 NRC
1464, 1468-69 (1984)
Trmitations an attosney-chient and work-product prvileges: LEP-93-18. 38 NRC 125 (1993)
Tenas Utilipes Generating Co. (Comanche Peak Steam Eleonc Stagon, Unie 1 and 25 LEP-R12S, 14
NRC 241, 243 (1981)
heensing board authoniry w0 Hamt discovery, LEPUR. 15, 38 NRC 2] n2 (1993)
Transco Sceunty, Ine v Frecman, 639 F2d 31% {6th Cir ), cen. denied, 458 US 820 (198D
suspension of contractor 1o allow Gme for preparation of crimind case; CLI93:17, 38 NRC §7 nd
(199%)
United States v. Hogget. 901 F 20 1546 (1)th Cir. 1990, sen denied, — US . 111 8§ Ot 168
11990)
sttachment of double jeopardy when the courl accepts 3 guilty plea. ALI93-1, 38 NRC 1S3 (19%T)
United Sties v. Bight Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty Dollars in Usited Staies Comency. 461 VS 555
(198%)
test for gront of delay of procecdings. CLE93.17. 38 NRC SO (1993}
United States v Forty-Seven Thousuad Nine Hondred Eighty Dolls ($47.980} in Canadimn Currency, 804
F24 1085, 1089 (9th Cir, 1986), cert. demied. 481 US 172 (1987)
premature rebosse of information as basis for addivonal delay of enforcement proveeding. CLL-93-17,
IR NRC 55 (199%)
United Stales v, Halper, 490 US. 435, 109 § O 1892, 104 L. Ed 24 487 (1989)
anilysis of double jeopardy and due process; ALI-931, 38 NRC 184 (1993)
United States v. Munsingwear, Inc.. 30 US 36, 3940 (1950
effect of movtness of & procesding on the devision below; CLIB3-17, 38 NRT 49 (1993)
United States v Premises Located w Route 13, 946 F 24 749, 758 (1idh G, 1991}
relonse of information as bists for additional delay of enforcemen proceeding, CLI931T,
38 NRC 55 (199%)
Uit States v. Premises Locaed ® Route 13, 946 F.2d 740, 756 & a1l (01h Co 1991)
prejudice to cliimans from delsy of proceeding. (119317, 38 NRC 51 (1993
United States v. Schaffner, 771 F 24 149 (aah Cir. 1989
pretrial diversion agreement us jeopardy; ALI-93-1, 3% 1SRC 151 18T (193,
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T Usitedt States v, Soto Alvarez, 958 F.2d 473 (1wt G 1992), cont desied, . US. . 113 S Cr 221
i (N2 B
I.' prewal diversion ugreement s jeopardy. ALI9Y-1, 38 NRC 153 (199%)
| M%mdMuv.MMU.SLU.M(U.&%u1993)
pendency of crimingl procesding an cause for delny of administrative proceeding, C1L19117, 38 NRC
' A (1998
i tpioke, Co. v, United Stakes, 449 1S, 389, 396.97, 101 8. O 677, 68586 (1981)
1 Mymmmamtm.mnmmumu
i Valsy Forge Ohiristian College s Americans United for Separation of Church snd State, oo, 454 US.
464472 (1982)
:' L standard for esublishisg fjury in fact; CLIOS2T, 38 NRC 9291 (199
[ Veg Mix, e v Department of Agricubure, 832 24 601, 60708 (DC. Cir. 1987;
lll mmq»mmhncmwmmnummmum)
I wmvmmmcummmmmumlma,mm.amu,ss
1 (1979)
1 standing 10 inervene of busis of geograpbic proximity, CLE93.16, 38 NRC 34 (1993), CL183.21,
] 3% NRC 95 (19%03)
B VWMCNIMCAMWMWUW!MZLMSM.HMﬂCu).
[ 455 (1980}
b bardken, ot opponest of sumaary disposivion; CLI-93.22, 38 NRC 102 (199%)
l- Washingion Pubfic Power Supply System (WPPSS Nucloar Project No. 2), ALAB-722, 17T NRC 545, 551
a8 (198Y
] licensing board authonty to limit discovery, LHPO3.18, 38 NRC 21 n2 (199%)
i wmmuumwysmmwmmnnw?.wmcswm
i (1984)
f standard for institution of show-cause proceedings. DD-93.14. 38 NRC 77 (199%)
- Wikderness Sociery v. Criles, K24 F2d4 4, 11 (LC Cir 1987)
standurd for estblishmg injury in faot, CLI93:16, 38 NRC 32 (199%), CLI93-21, W NRC s2ot
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inierpretation s u phesting requitement and as & principle of interpretation, LAIG3-21. 36 NRC 146
(1993
pleading for comentinns; CLIGA 16, 3R RRC 38 (1983
10 CFR 2.7140bX2 K1
pleading oot for contentions, CLI93-16, 38 NRC 40.4) (1994
10 CFR 2714
critorin for amended comentions, CLEY3-19, 38 NRC 82 (1993)
10 TP 2 T1H&dN2!
plandiog roquirements for comentions; CLI-93-16, 38 NRC 39 (199%)
10 CFR 2714
admissibility of comentions thst raise only “sues of law, CLIS3-Z1, 3% NRC 96 (1997)
1B CFR 2714
appeal of dental of swmding, C1193-21, 3R NRC 92 (1993)
basia for appeals of leensing hoard decisions; CLI-03-16, 38 NRC 20 (1993)
10 CFR. 271K}
division of discovery into two phases; LEP.93.15, 38 MRC 2122 {1993)
0 CFR. 2.718G)
centification of licensing board questions to Commission, CLI93.19. 38 NRC B2 (1993)
gentification of questions of disclosure of privileged mater; LBP-93-13, 38 NRC 14 (1993)
10 CFR 273K
referral of rulings on disclosure of privileged matier, LEP-93-13, 38 NRC 14, 16 (199%)
review declined on inforiocutory discovery order, CLI93-1K, 38 NRC 63 (1993)
WCFR 2740
Bmits on sope of discavery, LBP93-15, 38 NRC 22 (1993
10 CFR 2740h)2)
discovery of twinl proparation materialy, LEI-93-18, 38 NRC 123 (1991
10 CFR 2 7400c)
balancing test for protection of privileged matter; LEP-93.13, 38 NRC 16 .5 (1993)
10 CER. 2749
basis for summary disposition; CLI9319, 38 NRC 82 (1993)
Commussion standarthy fuc ruling on summary disposition motions, CLI91.22, 38 NRC 102 (1993)
symmary Aisposition for failure Lo mise genuine issue of material fiet. LBP-93-12, 38 NRC 6 (1993)
10 CFR. 274%0
burdets on opponeot of summary disposition; CLIE9}-22, A8 NRC 107 (199%)
10 CFR. 27090
burden o opponens of summary disposition: CLI93-22, 38 NRC )02, 103 (199)
0 CFR 2 7490)
mmmmmmmmuwwmmam.mmm,n
NRC WA, 117 (199%)
miummmwmmmmwtmm«umm,cuunn
NEC 119 (1993)
10 CER 274%d)
busis for determinabon of a semmary disposition metion; CLEYA-22. 38 NKC 115 065 (1993)
finding m:winhaﬂ'mmmﬂy&mdnﬂWmthpwm.tu-nn
A8 NRC Jig (1993)
NEFR 2360
finality of Ncensing bownd decision; LRP-S3.12, 38 NRC 10 (1993}
0 CER 27720)
Comenssion refercdl of peitions 10 Hoensing boards; LRF-92-16, 38 NRC 24 (1993)
10 CFR, 2786
finslity of lceasing board decision, LBF-93.12, 38 NRC 10 (1993
preveguisites for judicial weview, LBP9L12 38 NRC 10 (1993)
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MY CER 2 TIRG6ND)
fength of petitions for review, LBFO3-12, 38 NRC 10 {1993
10 CFR 2785h1)
rephes o petitions for weview, FHPG3 12, 38 NRC 10 (199%)
) CFR 2786(g)
interlocutony orders uppropriste for Commission seview, CLLGLTE 38 NRC 64 115910)
I0CFR 279%
disclosure of privileped mustter, LHP-93.13, 38 NRC 15 (1w
mcorporation of FOIA provisions wndes, LBP-93-13, 38 NRC 1314 (1991
16 CFR 27%KaK4)
FOIA exemiption for Tnstitote for Nudlear Power Operations report, LEBFG3.13, 38 NRC 12 (1995)
10 CFR 271900
balancing test for relesime of documents sulject (o nondisclosire. LBP-03. 13, A8 NRC 14 (1995
10 CER. 2790(0) 4606}
availability of wocuments covered by FOIA exomption; LEP-95-13, 3% NRC 1213 (19935
10 CER. Z790M)6)
haluncing iest for rlease of documents subject 10 nondisclosure, LEF-§3.13, N NRC 1S (1993
10 CFR 2802
forum for addressing concerns ubout regutttion of diy cask stevuge, DD-93-14, 3% MNRC 72 (1991
W CER Part 2. Appendia ©
thority of Director of Office of Enforcemen: CLE93.22, 38 NRC 717 (1993
veverity level 11 vielations, CLIO3.22, 38 NRC 100 (1993}
10 CFR Pan 20
dose limitn for independent spent fusl storage snsflation; DExO3 14 38 NRC 75 76 (1993)
0 CFER 20 He)
intervals for reading dosimeters in hot cells, CLEO3.22, 38 NRC 112 0 50 (1995)
10 CPR 0106
form- 4 equirement. CLI93.22, 38 NRC 106 (1995)
fimit for whole-body dose in resticied anta; CLE93-22, 38 NRC 100, 104, 10506 (1997
16 CFR.20101(0) )
on 1o Nyt for whole body dose in restricted wen, CLE93-27, 3R NRC 160, 10506 (199%)
10 CFR 20 02(b)1)
Formed requirements; CLI93-22, 38 NRC 107 (1994
10 CFR 20201h)
discrepancy benween estimated and actial exy rates 45 violation of, CLI-93.22, 38 NRC 109 n 36
(199%)
Bt cell suevelllance method: CLI9A-02. 38 NRC 101, WR-1T (1980
WCER 9, %010
raterinl (aise staiements wn basin for NRC enforcement actions, CLE9A 1T, 38 NRC 56 {1993)
WCFR W
riractive apglicaiion of Commission rles, CLL93.22, A8 NRC 118 n 77 (1943)
10 CPR 343%c) 3551b)
margin of error in radiation surveye, CLIO3.22, IR NRC 108 (1993)
0 CER S04
reporting requirementy for changes, teals, nnd experiments at interum onsite Jow-level radioictive wiste
piocessing wnd swrage facilines, DDY3IS 38 NRC 161 (1993
WO R, SOMBN6ND
Mﬂﬂ:ﬂm of Noensee character deternination in wansfers of opersting authority, CLI-93.78, 38 NRC
A0 (1963)
10 CER. 50360
incorporation of iechaical specificanons in Jicenses, CLI93-21, 38 NRC 91 n 6 (1997)
0 CFER S6.53¢)
determinstion necessury for transfer of operabng authooty. CLI93-16, 38 WRC 31 n® (1993)
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WO F RSO SHa)
swasnnuhle sssurance linding nccasary for issudnce of operating ficense, CLIGE 16, 38 NRC 31 (1994
10 CER 5654
dispositinn of changes, tests, ind experiments & wnterim onsite low lovel tadicective wasie processing
and worage faclines, D93-S 35 NRC 161 (1993)
10 CFR SO 5%aK1)
NRU approval needed for fucilities that pose wo unceviewed Nifety questons. DDSL1S, M8 NRC 162
(1994)
10 CER 5059
criveriu for delermining oxistesce of uareviewed Safety queston, DDS3-15, 38 NRC 16162 (1995
wafery of interim onsite processinp and somige Tncility for low level wastes: DDOLTS, 38 NRC 16562
(1993
10 CPR SO6S
faoniting effectivencss of mainenance progesmn, LBP-93-13, A8 KRC 15 (1993)
16 CFR. 5671
repoiting requiretnonts for chinges, tests, and eapeciments at nterim ansite Jow-deve) rdinactive wiste
procossing and storge Dacilities. DDOY15, 380 NRC 161 (199
10 CFR 50 80ic)
determingtion necessary for teansfer of operating autherity, CLE3. 16, 38 NRC 31 (1995
10 CFE SoW
forum for changing technical specifications CLI93-21, 38 NRE 91 n6 (1993)
10 CFR Pat 80, Appesdix H, 1R Y
WRE approvad tequirements for changes 10 withdrawil schedule fiv reactor veesel mainnial specimens,
CLIFA-21, 3K NRC RS (1993)
16 CFR Par S1
environnentel assossment of independent speat fuel storage installation, DD93 L W NRC AR
WCFER $1.70
applicability ot environmentil impact statements (o inenm low-level radionctive waste processing and
disposal facility, DD-93-18, 38 NRC 167 (199)
10 CFER Part 72, Subpact B

materials Hcense 1o allow spent fuel storage in s independent speat fuel starsge installation, D41 14,

B8 ONRC TE 7Y (1993
10 CFR Part 72 Subpait K
Conitficate of Comphiance requirements for dry cask starage. DD.93-14. 38 NRC 72 (993
0 CFR 72108
environmental dose limits for indepondent spent fuel siorige tswilation, DI-93-14, 1§ RRC 77 (1993)
10 CF R Pact H0
seciden dose Bniss for inlerim Tow-level eadiouctive wisie processtng dand disposal facility, DD-9S5,
AE NRC 168 (1903
16 CFR Pt 1331
autharity of sdministetive taw judge 10 mitigae penaltics and assessments and obviate dowble
punistiment: ALJS31 B0 NRC 186 (1998
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FiE
Iogs, discovery conunrniny alleprd atlemins 10 alier, THP 8317, 38 NEC 65 (1991
FRALID
deferml of prosecutioa for, ALJEY L, JE NRC 151 0995)
PREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT
exemmptions, LAP.93Y. 1%, 3% NRC 1T (19%93)
dogree of speificity required for governmens 1o previil o asiertion of contidonimlity as an exeeption
disclosire under; CLION 1T, 38 NRC 44 (1994
IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVENESS
enfirooment ooder, requent o sel aaide; LEV 9314, 18 NLC 18 (1999)
INDEPENDENT SPENT FUEL STORAGE INSTALLATION
rdintion dose Wmite, DD-Y3 14, 38 NRC 69 ¢199%)
INJURY IN FACT
loss of procedutsl aght ac, CLIS3-21, 3% NRC 87 (1993)
Toss of nghts to notice, opportunity fior & hearng, and opponuaity for jusdicinl teview ax. CLE#L21, 3R
NRC 87 (1991
INSPECTION
dry cask storage canister, for embottlement, sotrosion, o leakage, DIBGA- 14, M8 NRC 89 (19853)
INSTITUTE FOR NUCLEAR POWER OPERATIONS
discovery of repart subjoct 1o protective order, LBI93-13, 38 NRC 11 (1993)
report. disclosure 1o intervenar, CLIGL 18, 38 NRC 62 (199)

effect of withdrawal of, LEP9319. 38 NRC 128 (1993)
JURISIACTION

wpphication withdrawals, CL1-93-20, 3% NRC K1 (1993

upenaing license amendment application; |HF-93-16, 58 NRC 24 (19ah
LICENSE SUSPENSION PROCEEDING

delay of, LEP-9%26G, 38 NRC 130 (1993)
LICENSEES

dharacicr o competance, CLLG3. 16, A8 NRC 25 (1993)

wanfer of pperting muthonity, CLL93 16, 38 NRC 25 (1993)

with and pecunscy of informeton provided 1o NRC by Crl-93.17, 3% NRC a4 (1991)
LICENSING BOARD DECISIONS

finality For purposes of reviow, LEPO3-42, 9% NRC S (1903)
LICENSING BOARDS

cuse wangement athority, LIPS, 38 NRC 20 (19D

discretion 10 decide motion for reconsideration on the merts, LEP-91 31, 38 NRC 143 (1903)
LIQUID NATURAL GAS PLANT

safety relevant 1o independent spent fuet storage (nstaflation. DD-GY-14 38 NRC 69 (1993
MAINTENANCE PROGEAMS

manitonng effectivencss of, LBP93:13, 38 NRC 1] {1997%)
MANAGEMENT CHARACTER AND COMPETENCE

standard for desermination, CLI931E, W NRUC 25 (1903)
MATERIALS LICENSE

spent furl stotye in independem spont fuel storage mstallaion. D014, 35 NRC 69 (1993
MEDICAL MISADMINISTRATION

widinm-192 source Jodged in putiont's abdomen; LRPSS.20. 38 NRC 330 (1493}
MONITORING

internal, of dry ook storage canisiers, DD VA, 38 KRC &9 (1991)

maintenance programs. LHPAL 1Y 4§ NRC 11 (19933

uf pevcesding, effect og decnon helow, CLIYRAT, 3K NRC 44 (o)
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e MOTIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION
e new wrguments i, ERPYL 21 35 NRC 143 (799
MOTIONS TO COMPEL
. timeliness of. LBP-S3.18, 38 NRC 121 (V%)
a NOTICE OF HEARING ;
roeguirethenis for, LEP-U1.)6, 38 NRC 24 (1993)
wuth and accuracy of information from licensees, CLI93-17, 38 NRC 44 (1993)
NRC PROCEEDINGS
judicial concepts of standing spplied . CLI-¥3-16, 38 NRC 25 (1991
A NRC STAFF
i request for defay of enforcement proceeding, LRP-93-20, 38 NRC 130 (1993}
' OFFICE OF INVESTIGATIONS ]
delny in enforcement procecding because of interference with. CL193-17, 38 NRC 44 (1993) |
OFFSITE POWER
loss of, CLI93-19, 98 NRC &1 (1993)
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] POWER [
See Offsite Power
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iransfer of rewctor wsse) materind survelllance whhdrawal schedule 1o safrry analysis reposi, CLISA-2),
I8 NRC §7 (1993)
TELETHERAPY UNITS
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TRANSFER OF OPERATING AUTHORTTY
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