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Foreword

Digests and indexes for issuances of the Commission (CLI), the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Appeal Panel (ALAB), the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel (LBP), the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ), the Directors’ Decisions
(DD), and the Denials of Petitions of Rulemaking are presented in this document.
These digests and indexes are intended to serve as a guide to the issuances.

Information elements common to the cases heard and ruled upon are:
Case name (owners 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 matter of issues and/or rulings
Type of hearing (for construction permit, operating license, etc.)
Type of issuance (memorandum, order, decision, etc.).

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 follows:
the Commission (CLI), the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Panel (ALAB),
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel (LBP), the Administrative Law
Judge (ALJ), the Directors’ Decisions (DD), and the Denials of Petitions for
Rulemaking.

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
issue and any legal references used in resolving the issue. If 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

This index is divided into four parts and consists of alphabetical or
alphanumerical arrangements of Cases, Regulations, Statutes, and Others. These
citations are listed as given in the issuances. Changes in regulations and Statutes
may have occurred to cause changes in the number or name and/or applicability
of the citation. It is therefore important to consider the date of the issuance.

The references to cases, regulations, statutes, and others are generally
followed by phrases that show the application of the citation in the particular
issuance. These phrases are followed by the issuance number and the full text
reference.

4. Subject Index

Subje.¢ 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
issuances being indexed. These phrases are followed by the issuance number and
the full text reference.

5. Facility Index
This index consists 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

ALLEGHENY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC
OPERATING LICENSE, INITIAL DECISION. Dockets 50-387-OL, 50-388-OL. LBP 82-30, 15 NRC
771 (1982)
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY . e a!
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets STN-50-528-OL,
STN-50-529-OL, STN-50-530-OL; LBP-82-45, 15 NRC 1527 (1982)
ARMED FORCES RADIOBIOLOGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE
MATERIALS LICENSE RENEWAL, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Docket 30-693:, LBP-82.24,
15 NRC 652 (1982)
BOSTON EDISON COMPANY
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206, Docket 50-293;
DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1359 (1982)
CINCINNATI GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY . et al
OPERATING LICENSE. INITIAL DECISION, Docket 50-358, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1545 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-358, LBP-82.47, 15 NRC
1538 (1982)
CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY et al
OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-440 OL, 50-441 OL.
ALAB-675, IS NRC 1105 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-CL.
LBP-82-1A, 15 NRC 43 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL.
LBP-82-11. 15 NRC 348 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, Dockets 50-440-OL. 50-441-OL.
LBP-82-13, 15 NRC 527 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441.0L.
LBP 82:15, 15 NRC 555 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM, Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL, LBP-82-9, 15 NRC 339
(1982)
COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE. DECISION; Dockets 50-454 OL. 50-455 OL; ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1400
(1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockers
STN-S0-454-OLA, STN-50-455-OLA, LBP-82-5, 15 NRC 209 (1982)
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Docket 50-247-OLA. :
LBP-82-1, 15 NRC 37 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-247-5P, S0-286.-SP,
LBP-52-12A, 15 NRC 515 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-247-5P, 50-256-SP.
LBP-82-12B, 1S NRC 523 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, Dockets 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP.
LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 647 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247-SP. 50-286-SP.
LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 715 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP.
LBP-82.34, 15 NRC #95 (1982)
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER. Docket 50-329 OM & OL. 50-330 OM & OL. ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1101 (1982)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER. Dockets 50-329 OM & OL. 50-330 OM & OL. LBP-82-28, 15 NRC 759 (1982)




CASE NAME INDEX

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER; Dockets 50-329 OM & OL, 50-330 OM & OL; LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 1060 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-155 (Spent
Fuel Pou, Amendmeni); LBP-82.7, 15 NRC 290 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-155-OLA
Fuel Pooi Amendment), LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
1AL PROCEEDING; DECISION; Docket 50-255-SP; ALAB-670, 15 NRC 493 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR SECTTION 2.206; Docket
$0-155, DD-82-5, 15 NRC 1757 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER APPROVING JOINT MOTION TO
TERMINATE PROCEEDING; Docket 50-255-SP, LBP-82-43, 15 NRC 1339 (1982)
SPENT FUEL POOL AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-155; LBP-82-198,
15 NRC 627 (1982)
SPENT FUEL POOL AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-155; LBP-82-32,
15 NRC 874 (1982)
DUKE POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets STN 50-488, STN 50-489,
STN 50-490; ALAB-668, 15 NRC 450 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; DECISION; Dockets 50-369-OL, 50-370-OL; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (1982)
DUKE POWER COMPANY, et al.
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-413-OL, 50-414-OL; ASLBP
Docket 81-463-01-OL; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING,; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-413, 50-414; LBP-82-50, 15
NRC 1746 (1982)
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; DECISION; Docket 50-389A; ALAB-665, 15 NRC 22 (1982)
ANTlITlUST P:;K:EEDINO; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-389A; LBP-82-21, 1§
NRC 639 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206, Dockets
50-250, 50-251; DD-82-2, 15 NRC 1343 (1982)
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE RENEWAL; DECISION AND ORDER; Dockets 70-1308, 72-1 SP,
LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (1982)
HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, et al.
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets S0-498A, 50-499A;
LBP-82-38, 15 NRC 1143 (1982)
OPE:.AI'HNG LICENSE; MEMORANDUM; Dockets 50-498 OL, 50-499 OL; ALAB-672, |5 NRC 677
( )
RECUSAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-498 OL, 50-499 OL.
CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1363 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets STN 50-498-OL, STN
50-499-OL, LBP-82-22, 15 NRC 644 (1982)
HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, DECISION; Docket 50-466-CP; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 508 (1982)
KERR-MCGEE CORPORATION
MATERIALS LICENSE AMENDMENT; ORDER; Docket 40-2061; CL!-82-2, 15 NRC 232 (1982)
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER RULING ON SOC'S
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION CONTENTIONS AND REQUEST FOR HEARING
3;8;)10!5!%!4 OPPONENTS COALITION; Docket 50-322-CPA; LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1295
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-322-OL, 50-322-CPA;
LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
MAINE YANKEE ATOMIC POWER COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-309-OLA;
LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 199 (1982)
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY
SP(ES:?)L PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-289; CLI-82-6, 15 NRC 407
SP:%ICA:.):I(%EDM MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-289 (Restart); LBP-82-20, 15
1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-289 (Restart); LBP-82-34A,
15 NRC 914 (1982)



CASE NAME INDEX

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-289 (Restart) (Reopened
Proceeding). LBP-82-7A, 15 NRC 295 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER MODIFYING AND APPROVING
NRC STAFF'S PLAN OF IMPLEMENTATION; Docket 50-289 (Restart); LBP-82-27, 15 NRC 747
(1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; REPORT OF THE SPECIAL MASTER; Docket 50-289 (Restart)
(Reopened ); LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 918 (1982)

NEW YORK STATE ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-201 OLA;
LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)

NORTHERN INDIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-367;
LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762 (1982)

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-367;
LBP-82-37, IS NRC 1139 (1* .,

NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC.

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-201 OLA;

LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)
OFFSHORE POWER SYSTEMS

MANUFACTURING LICENSE; INITIAL DECISION; Docket STN 50-437 ML; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC
1658 (1982)

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; ORDER; Docket P-564-A (Antitrust); CLI-82-5, 15 NRC 404 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL (SECURITY); CL1-82.7, 15 NRC
672 (1982)

OPERAYING LICENSE; STATEMENT OF THE COMMISSION; Dockets 50-275-OL, 50-323-OL;
CLI-E2-1, 15 NRC 225 (1982)

PENNSYLVANIA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE; INITIAL DECISION; Dockets 5(-387-OL, 50-388-OL; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC
771 (1982)

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE. SPECIAL PREHEARING CONFERENCE ORDER; Dockets 50-352 OL,
50-353 OL, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP;
LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 515 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP;
LBP-#2-12B, 15 NRC 523 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247 SP, 50-286 SP,
LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 647 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247.SP, 50-286-SP,
LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 715 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets $0-247-SP, 50-286-SP;
LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895 (1982)

PROJECT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; ORDER; Docket 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12);
CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM TO THE PARTIES; Docket 50-537 (Exemption request
under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-82-8A, 15 NRC 1098 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING: ORDER; Docket 50-537 (Exemption request under 10 CFR $0.12);
CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING: ORDER FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WITH PARTIES; Docket 50-537;
LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)

PUELIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, et &!.

CONRS'CTRUCTION PERMIT; DECISION ON REMAND; Dockets 50-443, 50-444, ALAB-667, 15
NRC 421 (1982)

PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT CO,, et al.

SPEC.IAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-522, 50-523; LBP-82-26, 15
NRC 742 (1982)

REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

OPERATING LICENSE RENEWAL; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-142 OL;
LBP-82-44, 15 NRC 1523 (1982)



! CASE NAME INDEX

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR SECTION 2.206; Docket
50-244; DD-82-3, 15 NRC 1348 (1982)
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et al.
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Docket 50-3950L: CLI-82-10, 15 NRC 1377 (1982)
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, et al.
OPERATING LICENSE; DLCISION; Dockets 50-361 OL, 50-362 OL; ALAB-673, 15 NRC 688
(1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; INITIAL DECISION; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1163 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL;
CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL;
LBP-82-46, 15 NRC 1531 (1982)
OPEIAT::NO LICENSE; PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; LBP-82-3,
15 NRC 61 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; LBP-82-40, 15 NRC 1293 (1982)
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; ORDER; Docket 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12);
CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; DECISION; Dockets 50-259 OL, 50-260 OL, 50-296 OL.
ALAB-664, 15 NRC | (1982)
WEIA'RI'ICNG LICE,:iSE. MEMORANDUM:; Dockets 50-259 OL, 50-260 OL, 50-296 OL; ALAB-677,
15 NRC 1387 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM TO THE PARTIES; Docket 50-537 (Exemption request
under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-82-8A, 15 NRC 1098 (1982)
SPECIARLCPIOCEiDI”zNG; ORDER; Docket 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-82-8,
15 NRC 1095 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WITH PARTIES; Docket 50-537;
LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al.
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets S0-445A, S0-446A;
LBP-82-38, 15 NRC 1143 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Dockets S0-445, 50-446; LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 591 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE, ORDER: Dockets 50-445, 50-446; LBP-82-18, 15 NRC 598 (1982)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
- CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; ORDER; Docket 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12);
CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM TO THE PARTIES; Docket 50-537 (Exemption request
under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-82-8A, 15 NRC 1098 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER; Docket 50-537 (Exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12);
CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; GRDER FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WITH PARTIES; Docket 50-537;
LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPANY
OPE’I.AleNG LICENSE: DECISION; Dockets 50-338 OL, 50-339 OL. ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1117
(1982)
WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-509, 50-513,
DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1761 (1982)
WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266 OLA,
50-301 OLA; ALAB-666, 15 NRC 277 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 216 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSF AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 281 (1982)
i OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,
$0-301-OLA; LBP-82-10, 15 NRC 341 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 354 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-766-OLA,
$0-301-OLA; LBP-82-19A, 15 NRC 623 (1982)
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CASE NAME INDEX

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets $0-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-24A, 15 NRC 661 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-133, 15 NRC 887 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1307 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; SUPPLEMENTARY ORDER . Dockets 50-266-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-82-2, 15 NRC 48 (1982)
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

CLI-82-1  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (LIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER

A

CLI-822  KERR-McGEE CORPORATION (WEST

A

PLANT, UNITS | & 2). Docket Nos. 50-275-OL, 50 323-OL, OPERATING LICENSE. February
10, 1982, STATEMENT OF THE COMMISSION

The Commission directs the staff to issue a Notice of Violation with rd o certain matenal
false statem*nts made by applicant at a November 3, 1981 meeting v;_lh sta omarmfu A::l-a-l's
review of a its consultant addressing an ongeisg seismic reverification program fr nt

R MOk &leGO RARE EARTH FACILITY), &:ﬁﬂ
No. 40-2061. MATERIALS LICENSE AMENDMENT; February 11, 1982; ORDER

The Commission denies petitions requesting a formal adjudicatory hearing on 3 materials
licens> amendment (granted September 28, 1981) permitting licensee to demolish certan ouiidings on
s West Chicago site and receive for temporary onsite storage a small quantity of thorium ore mull
taihings

The Commission is required 1o issue a notice of propused action, or notice of opportunity for
hearing, only with respect to an application for a facility license, an application for a license to receive
radioactive waste for commercial disposal, an application 10 smsnd such licenses where significant
hazards considerations are involved, or aa application for “any other liense or amendment &s to which
the Commission determines that an opportunity for public hesring should be afforded ™ 10 CFR
2.105(a)

The Commission has no duty under its regulations to issue ¢ notice of hearing under 10 CFR
2.104 unless (1) a hearing is mandated in even an unconiested cze by either section 189a of the
Atomic Energy Act, o 10 CFR Chapter 1; (2) it has issued a notice of proposed action or notice of
opportunity for hearing under 10 CFR 2.105 and a party has responded to the notice; or (3) the
Commission determines that the public interest requires & hearing 10 CFR 2104

Section 189a of the Atomic Energy Act does not require the formal, trial-type hearing specified
by §554 of the Administrative Procedure Act for every single Commission licensing sroceeding In the
case of maicrials licenses, the Commission has the legal latitude to use informal procedures sufficient
to fuliy apprise it of the concerns of & party challenging the licensing action and 10 provide an
adequate record for determining their validity

Even in licensing cases where section 189s requires a trial-type hearing, & person requesting a
hearing must make some threshold showing that a hearing would be necessary to resolve opposing and
supported factual assertions

Constitutional due process is not violated in & materials license amendment proceeding where
an opposing party has adequate opportunity to present and support its objections. the factual issues
involved are of a technical nature; questions of credibility or veracity are not raised. that party is
represenied by experienced counsel, and additional procedures are unlikely 10 aid the fact-finding
g:m or result in a better record for agency review, but rather would create an incressed government

rden

Under NRC regulations, an environmental impact statement (EIS) or a negative declaration
that an EIS will not be prepared, wich an environmental imgact appraisal supporting that
determination, need not be prepared if a license amendment is considered by the agency to be
nonsubstantive or insignificant from the standpoint of environmental impact. 10 CFR 51 .5(d)(4)

An agency may authorize an individual, sufficiently distinct portion of an agency plan without
awaiting the completion of a comprehensive environmental impact statement on the plan so long as the
environmental treatment under NEPA of the individual portion is adequate and approval of the
individual portion does not commit the agency to approval of other portions of the plan Kieppe
Sierra Clud, 427 US. 390, 407 n 16, 414 n 26 (1976), see Peshiakai v. Duncan. 476 F Supp. 1247,
1260 (D.D C. 1979); Conservation Law Foundation v. GSA, 427 F Supp. 1759, 1374 (DR | 1977)

The potential for an action by a state or local regulatory authority tiat will affect a facility
seeking an NP” icense nortazlly is not sufficient reason for the Commission 10 stay its hicensing
sction pending ‘e cutcome of any proceeding to impuse additional requirements. See Southern
California Edison Co. (San Onofre Nucicar Generating Station, Units 2 and )), ALAB-189, 7 AEC

" o
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410, 412 (1972). hlh.hhhmﬂndthnhmﬂ.&yuﬂiup%b
Mﬂwmkln-wnhmmmhmum.kww
flluminating Co. (Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-443, 6 NRC 741, 748 (1977).

CLI-82.3 PROTECTION OF UNCLASSIFIED SAFEGUARDS INFORMATION (10 CFR PARTS
2. %0, 70 AND 73) (45 FR 85459); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 2, 1982; ORDER

A mww.mmmwdm-wm-m
147 of the Atomic Energy Act (46 Fed. Reg. 51718 (October 22, 1981)), and immediate suspension of
mdu—nmmmwwmuud-twmm
hmmﬂuuﬂbm.ﬂmm‘d.mAWMymhm
wdmiﬂmthhmthlbuhnm«uu“m.mm
mm’mmcmmm-mmmmdw'w
mimamwmummmmwmmuu
without the use of such equipment.

CLI-824 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, PROJECT MANAGEMENT
CORPORATION, TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (CLINCH RIVER BREEDER
REACTOR PLANT), Docket No. 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR $50.12);
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; March 16, 1982; ORDER

A mmmmwdmmmhnm-‘-wcn
w.n:nw«-ummmmmmmwmmmnn
mmd.mmumwnmm.

CL182-§ PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (STANISLAUS NUCLEAR PROJECT,
UNIT 1), Docket No. P-564-A (Antitrust); ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; March 17, 1982, ORDER

A mwm.'nmdn—um,mmdmmm'mdbym
uplmnaniwimMuwhnmh Mnm-.addnm-mr
wmmmmvumuammmmmamm
withdrawal of license applicati-as (10 CFR 2.107(s)).

B An application for & c'mwnyhuundhhmmdvﬁam
include any antitrust information required by 10 CFR 50.33a. 10 CFR 2.101(a)(5).
C mmdmwwmmh-ﬂynﬁudnmhhumiw

-w-ﬂﬁﬁ-wmtunl.ww&ndudmb.pﬁubmﬂwm
mmﬂb.mwmm“hu-dpﬂdulﬁaﬁu;ﬂm&num
Mmhnlmlm.dumumuuhmIOS(:).AMM
Act of 1954, as amended, 42 USC 2135(c).

CLI-826 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,
UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 30, 1982, MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER

A mc-mmmu.—murmmcwdwvamma
mcw;m-uwdm”hmmmmuwmhi
not cognizable under the Atomic Energy Act

] ThW‘o--MtthAWMMnmmpwmuﬂ
.Myimuwm'mlu.manmm.'n«umv. AEC, 406 F.2d 170,
173-175 (It Cir. 1969), cert. denied, 395 US. 962 (1969). It does not extend to protection against

stress, which is not & physical risk associated with radioactivity.
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LI-82-7 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER
PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-275 OL, 30-323 OL (Security); CPERATING
LICENSE; April 22, 1982; ORDER
mWMmmhmdqumm(wu
(restricted), 14 NRC 629 (1981)), in this operating license proceeding concerning the physical security
unlamr-dmy.mcmwmn-mummmmﬁa
(CL1-81-22, 14 4RC 598, 600 (1981)), undertake review of the Appeal Board's interpretation of the
word “seversl” as used in 10 CFR 73.1(a)(1)(i) describing & design basis threat; the Commission
ummudummuuummmmu uated, and announces that it
will handle such reevaluation gemerically

A



CLI828  UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, PROJECT MANAGEMENT
CORPORATION, TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (CLINCH RIVER BREEDER
REACTOR PLANT), Docket No. 50-537 (Exemption request under 10 CFR 50.12); SPECIAL
PROCEEDING; May 18, 1982, ORDER

A The Ca-&.

.
B A majority vote of the Commission is necessary to take the affirmative action of reconsideration

of & prior Commission decision.

CLI-828A UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, PROJECT MANAGEMENT
CORPORATION, TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (CLINCH RIVER BREEDER
REACTOR PLANT), Docket Nos. 30-537 ( ion request under IC CFR 50.12), SPECIAL
PROCEEDING; May 17, 1982, MEMORANDUM THE PARTIES

CLI-82-9 HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, UNITS

& 2), Docket Nos. 50498 OL, 50-499 OL; RECUSAL PROCEEDING; June 18, 1982;

- Ui . ‘:D Appeal Board decision (ALAD-672, 15 NRC 477 (1982)) disqualifying
A pon review of an .

member of the Licensing Board from further 1 in this proceeding, the Commission,

u‘;:-.ny vote, reinstates the member o the

AEC
D Even under objective standard for recuss! such as applies to federal under 26 US.C.
§455(2) (which mWw‘mmwh in which his impartiality
might reasonably be quest: , the requirement for recusal is limited to extra-judicial conduct. See
€8 In re International Business Machines C?nuu. 618 F.2d 923, 929 (24 Cir. 1980).
CLI-82-10 SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et al., (VIRGIL C. SUMMER
NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-3950L; OPERATING LICENSE; June 22, 1982;

ORDER
The Commission, by 3-1 vote, declines to review an A Board memorandum (ALAB-643,
14 NRC 1140 (1981)), in which the Board set out the ressons its previous order denying a petition
nmmmwnmnmmcmmmmma.mmnm
wmmmmmmdmmm-mwu
™ in operating license ing.
CLI-82-11 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, $0-362-OL; OPERATING
LICENSE; June 29, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A

A The Commission denies the intervenors’ ) mhuydthhpvcmﬁu“
vaumadu‘ﬂmﬁunmw 'ng denial of their carlier stay request by the
Appeal rd.

m.miunmmwrumwhum.wm(
that its denial constitutes prejudicial error per se.

m-mx'wmmmdmuuummimnhmny.w
.mmuvmm:uidalmudmwm'mm‘-enlhi-uldhnhunhubpud
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ALAB 664 TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS |,

A

2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-25% OL, 50-260 OL, 50-296 OL; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, January 6, 1982. DECISION > °

In this proceeding 1o smend the Browns Ferry opera mbnﬂtmw
low-level radicactive waste for a five-year period. the A"-m‘au\! tes the Licensing
October 2, 1981 decision, LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 828, denying certain petitions for intervention and
associated requests for hearing The Appeal Board reinstates the petitions and requests fo: hearing,
and remands the proceeding to the Licensing Board with directions to rule on the petitions and
requests after receipt of the stafTs environmental assessment of the proposed amendments because it
cannot rt be Jetermined whether a litigable contention has been raised.

the instance of a segmented non-federal waste disposal plan, the Commission may confine its
scrutiny 1o the portion of the plan for which approval is sought so long as (1) that portion has
independent utility, and (2) as a result, the approval does not unduly circumscribe the Commission's
ability to withhold approval of sul mlmdthmllphnnuhmm Duke Power Co.
(Amendment 1o Materials License SNM-1773 — Transportation of Spent Fuel from Oconee Nuclear
Station for Storage at McGuire Nuclear Station), ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981).
mcmdnmd-mlu.ndwnmwhm“mmm-ud
independent utility of a segmented portion of an overall waste storage plan. Consumers Power Co.
(Midland Plant, Units | & 2), ALAB-458, 7 NRC 155 (1978)

A licensee which 1s a federal agency has environmental responsibilities unéer NEPA which are
separate and may be different from those of the Commission. Duke Power Co. (Amendment 1o
Materials License SNM-1773 — Transportation of t Fuel from Oconee Nuclear Station for
Storage at McGuire Nuclear Station), ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307, 312 (1981). If a petitioner wishes to
challenge such a licensee’s compliance with its separate environmental responsibilities, it must do 8o in
another forum

Substantial delay in providing prospective intervenors with materials requested under the
Freedom of Information Act may constitute pood cause for the late filing of contentions premised on
the belatedly disclosed information

ALAB-665 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO. 2), Docket

A

No 50-389A. ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; January 29, 1982, DECISION

The Appeal Board affirms a Licensing Board order (LBP-81-28. 14 NRC 333 (1981), as

modified, LBP-81-41, 14 NRC 839 (lnl)) denying a late intervention petition in this antitrust

proceeding on the application for construction permit for the St. Lucie 2 plant, for failure 10 uphm
hon the activities under the license for the plant will have an anticompetitive effect on petitioner's
electric generating facility

The antitrust review undertaken by the Commission in licensing the construction of & nuclear
power plant is, by statute, 1o determine “whether the activities under the license would create or
maintain & situation inconsistent with the antitrust laws . . .~ Section 105¢c(5) of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, 42 USC. 2135¢(5) This means that the licensed activities must play some active role in
creating or maintaining the anticompetitive situation Put anothes way, the nuciear power plant must
be an actor, an inTluence. on the anticompetitive scene

The Commission’s writ 1o enforce the antitrust laws does not run to the electric industry
generally Nesther does it reach all actions by utiliies that generate electricity with nuciear-powered
facilives Rather, Congress authorized the “ommission to condition nuclear power plant licenses on
antitrust grounds unly where necessary 10 insure that the activities so licensed would neither create nor
maintain situations inconsistent with the antitrust laws. Detroit Edison Co (Ennco Fermi Atomic
Power Plant, Unit No. 2), ALAB-475, 7 NRC 752, 756 (1978)

The preservation ‘ad of comp in the electric power industry through “fair
access 10 nuclear power™ is the pmmpl motivating consideration underlying Sc:mn 105¢ of the
Atomic Energy Act Detroit Edison Co (Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant, Unii No. 2), ALAB-47§,
7 NRC 752, 757 (1978)
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ALAB-666 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266 OLA, 50-301 OLA; OPERATING LICENSE

AMENDMENT; February 12, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
mkﬂhnmw”hﬁﬂbww.

“p-mwwm»mmw-m

.mlhnmuum.nyﬁmm.whwmw
lfmmmnnnny.wwmwnuwu-huc
more members of the Board have questions of the parties. See 10 CFR 2.763.
All pa-vies in Commission 1 are expected 16 be present or represented at oral
mwtn&.mﬁl’m“ymnmm.&-Mv
slip opinion at 15, n. 59 (D.C. Cir. December 31, 1981). Such attendance is one of the responsibilities
of parties when they participate in Commission adjudica |

|

tory proceedings.
ALAB-667 PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, et al. (SEABROOK STATION,

C

UN'TS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-443, 50-444; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; March 3, 1982;
DECISION ON REMAND

Upon remand from the Commission in this construction permit proceeding. the Appeal Board,
.num.uiw«wuanmwa—mrammm
Safe Shutdown Earthquake (SSE) for the plant and on the stafl's methodology for correlating
ﬁmmmmmms‘hmmmm-h.ﬁ-mu-u
mssafwmmcmmummm.—um;wnsncn.
$4-63 (1977), and ALAB-561, 10 NRC 410, 436-a ¢t seq. (1979).

10 CFR Pant mwmmmamw“d.mmmm
account of the maximum effective vibratory acceleration which might accompany the determined Safe
Shutdown Earthquake for that facility. Appendix A is concerned solely with ground motion which
might have an effect on the facility's safety-related structures and components.

Technical issues discussed include Seismic design criteria: Safe Shutdown Earthquake,
measurement of earthquake size (intensity vs. magnitude), prediction of eartbquake intensity/
frequency, formulation of seismic response spectrum maximum vibratory ground motion (acceleration).

ALAB-668 DUKE POWER COMPANY (PERKINS NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS 1, 2 AND 3),

A

Docket Nos. STN 50-488, STN 50-489, STN 50-490; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; March 24, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

|-mw.mm»m-mmmmwnuwmm
(1) leave to withdraw without prejudice its application for construction permits and (2) termination as
mdthﬁllqduMnuhtmmuAmlhdﬂmbmm
hdwmmmmhmhi-umuimuum”ddmm
partial initial decisions in this comstruction permit procoeding (LBP-78-25, 8 NRC 87 (1978);
LBP-78-34, 8 NRC 470 (1978); LBP-80-9, 11 NRC 310 (1989)).

Where & motion for leave to withdraw s license application has been filed with both an appeal
u.mmnu«mmmumdmm-—hwun
pass upon the motion in the first instance.

1
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ALAB-66% DUKE POWER COMPANY (WILLIAM B. MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS 1|

A

AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-369 OL, 50-370 OL; OPERATING LICENSE, March 30, 1982;

DECISION

Acting on an intervenor's appeal from two decisions of the Licensing Board (LBP.79-13, 9
NRC 489 (1979), LBP-81-13, 13 NRC 652)), which in combination suthorized the issuance of
operating licenses for the facility, the Appesl Board affirms thoss decisions 10 the extent comsistent
with its opinion. The Appeal Board makes additional findings to those of the Licensing Board and

proper result in the proceeding Kansas Gas and Elsctric Co. (Wolf Creek Generating Station, 1),
ALAB-462, 7 NRC 320, 338 (1978), and cases cited

An Appeal Board, like otber appellate tribunals, has no obligation to rule on every discrete
point adjudicated below, so long as it is able to render )
dispose of the appeal. See, eg., Asphalt Roofing Manufacturers Associati
1002 (D.C. Cir. 1977). See also Consumers Power Co. (Big Point
13 NRC 312, 329 fn. 32 (1981); Houston ing and
Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-625, 13 NRC 13, i4 (1981).

A licensing board has an ironclad obligation to explain
background is inadequate to meet the qualifications of an xpert i technical arcas. Sec eg.,
Public Service Electric and Gas Co. ( Creek Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-429, 6
NRC 229, 237 (1977); Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-422, 6 NRC 133, 41 (1977), affirmed, CLI-78-1, 7 NRC ! (1978), affirmed sub nom. New
England Coalition on Nuclear Power v. NRC, 582 F.2d 87 (

I
:
%,

ln’k.h&ud.%'ﬂmﬂhﬂpﬂynmmwhm-“a
prospective witness qualifies as an expert, the standard incorporated in Federa! Rule of Evidence 702
nyhnﬂn‘.thluhllbnlmu-mlyw&m.nmm.
education” to testify “[i]f scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the trier of
fact 10 understand the evidence or 10 detcrmine & fact in issue.”

Hearsay evidence is generally admissible in NRC proceedings Duke Power Co. (Catawba
Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-355, 4 NRC 397, 411-12 (1976). Thus, the question of
-babuwi‘uo:falhwilhinnumlothb-mynhl“&pdllhmim.
Instead, the admissibility of evidence in NRC adjudication is governed by 10 CFR 2 743(c), which
provid-thl‘lo]dy*.nuumlmmwm'“inmm'ﬂlh
admitied ™

Mmumdﬁwmmm*h-ummdh
umrolhydmMﬁuadmﬂhud.rmmmlhtmdmnnuh
for sponsorship by an expert who can be examined on the reliability of the factual assertions and
soundness of the scientific opinions found in the documents. Cf. Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point
Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit 2), ALAB-78, 5 AEC 319, 332-33 (1972) (citing Dolcin v. FTC, 219 F.2d
742, 748 (D.C. Cir. 1954), certiorari denied, 348 U.S. 98] {1955)).

13
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Tdmmw-mm(m--umm
endence

echnical issues discussed include: Hydrogen generstion from & LOCA; Hydrogen combustion:
hydrogen control, emergency wmmb“m“

ALAW CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (PALISADES NUCLEA® POWER FACILITY),

C

) . DECISION
The Appeal Board reverses a Licensing Board's order, LBP-81.26, 14 Nl'g 247 (1981),

|
_::;
3
-
_§
:

ruling
the intervenor's petition generally

tions of
ALAB-671 HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY (ALLENS CREEK NUCLEAR

A

B
C
D

GENEMI'I)’I;:%S"OI':TION. UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-466 CP; CONSTRXUCTION PERMIT; March
31, 1982,
mawmm':mmnwdn_mwm

The constitutional i for & “case or controversy™ under Articie II1 does not apply to
NRC licens 1g proceedings. International Co., CLI-76-6, 3 NRC 563, 569-70 (1976).

llhmnﬁhlywmlﬁhumdm—nwmmwﬂ—mthd
significance in considering a late-filed petition to intervene under 10 CFR 2.714(a).

ALAB-672 HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, et al. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-498 OL, 50-499 OL; OPERATING LICENSE; April 21, 1982,
MEMORANDUM
The Appeal Board issues & memorandum explicating the reasons for its unpublished order
(April 15, 1982) requiring that another member of the Licensing Board panel be designated to replace
« technical member of the Licensing Board in this operating license proceeding.
Apnyhdiqnehmu“uthld&umim.hﬂnhﬂuibm
mnnnitmoummwhmpniahrhmmmmwfummM
Light Co. (Beaver Valley Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-172, 7 AEC 42, 43 (1974).
Anumndi:udndmuin-!dl0Cﬂ.2Mc)i|h|ne-lm‘hw
by affidavits setting forth the alleged grounds for disqualification ™ Beaver Valiey, supra, 7
fa. 2. Dairyland Cooperative (LaCrosse Boiling Water Reactor), ALAB-497, 8 NRC 312,
313-14 (1978). The movant must refrain from sweeping and unsubstantiated assertions.

An administrative trier of fact is subject to disqualification for the s of bias or
) t of the factual issues as well as for actual bias or prej Power Co.
(Midiand Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-101, 6 AEC 60, 64-65 (1973).
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Coasolidated Edison Co. of New York (Indian Point, Usits 1, 2 & 3), ALAB-319, 3 NRC 188, 190

construction should file & petition 10 CFR 2.206 witk the appropriate Commission official.

.
ALAB-67% CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al. (PERRY NUCLEAR

A

ALAB-676 VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER COMPAN

A

POWER PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-440 OL, 50-441 OL; OPERATING
LICENSE. May 17, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

mwun“mm'mmnmmuu-w
CFR 2.718(i) and 2.785(b)(1), for interiocutory review of the Licensing Board's order (LBP-82-15, 15
NRC SSS(IOII))muuuim-nWlm-vdm‘-l&“
lcense !

MM&NMMMC@MN&MH“&MW!N& »
CLI-80-16, 11 NRC 674, 675 (1980) [TMI-1 Restart], permits the litigation of hydrogen control in
NMnIMMmMMblM&M&MMMH
m‘mdmm.s-mmc.(wnml.anmuu,umluz).
ALAB-669, 15 NRC 45), 464 (1982).

8 <
3
=
%
ES
g
:
£

STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-338 OL,
26, 1982; DECISION

techniques.
ALAB-677 TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS I,

A

2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-259 OL, $0-260 OL, 50-296 OL. OPERATING LICENSE; June |
1982, MEMORANDUM

mAmmuummmunhmnm ;
dulm.rm.cummn-ym-mummmm'
wnmtmumm»wmmu-u,ma-w“h
the evidence.

M-hCu.thwnom”uaummhﬁ-
amuyn..m’-.(i)-u«-mmuwu-wnm-mmm
(ia)mnam-wmudwmm-muw)mﬁu-m
information on which the board may rely. Cf. Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. (Vermont
Yankee Nuclear Power Station), ALZ.B-138, 6 AEC 520, 523 (1973).

t
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UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 30-454 OL, 50-435 OL; OPERATING LICENSE, June 17, 1982:

DECISION
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LBP-E2-)1  CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY (INDIAN POINT STATION, UNIT NO. 2),

A
B
C

Docket No. 50-247-OLA. OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, Janvary 4, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Licensing Board denies untimely petition to intervene and request for hearing regarding
Licensee's application to expand the capacity of the spent fuel pool.

A tardy Petitioner to intervene may not show good cause for its untimely filing by asserting a
belief that its concerns would be addressed in another proceeding.

The Federa! Register Act (44 USC §1508) provides that publication of a notice in the Federal
Register shall constitute notice to all persons residing in the United States.

LBP-82-1A CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al. (PERRY NUCLEAR

A

POWER PLANT, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-44]1-OL. OPERATING LICENSE,
January 61982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Board decides that i~ the absence of specific contrury directions from the Commission, &
conention should not be dismissed from a proceeding merely because a Commission rulemaking
proceeding is pending Consequently, » contention concerning & method to mitigate an anticipated
transient without scram (ATWS) should not be dismissed because of a pending rulemaking on that
general subject. This type of contention is not considered 16 be subject to a principle assertedly
established with respect (o radioactive waste disposal contentions, that such issues are generic and
shouid not be considered in individual

Contentions need not be dismissed merely because there is a pending rulemaking on the same
subject unless the Commission has specifically directed that they be dismissed No such direction has
been issued concerning contentions rding ATWS

LBP82.2  WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, January 7, 1982, SUPPLEMENTARY ORDER

The ASLB issues an order which supplements its earlier order of December 21, 198]
(LBP-81-62) 14 NRC 1747 (198]), by adopting a protective order covering the release 10 the
intervenor of allegedly proprietary material that it previously found should be released

The Board denies requests for discovery and an evidentiary hearing concerning allegations that
the intervenor cannot be trusted 1o receive the information ..3« protective order. It balances the
nature of the allegations against the nature of the allegedly proprietary material and concludes that
the discovery and hearing are not warranted.

Other i1ssues raised in a motion for reconsideration filed by Westinghouse Electric Corporation,
appearing specially in support of the proprietary nature of its sleeving report, are left for decision on a
subsequent occasion. The Boerd also schedules an evidentiary hearing concerning the allegations that
material in the Westinghouse sleeving report is proprietary. It establishes procedures for the fair and
expeditious conduct of that hearing

Pursuant 10 10 CFR §2 718, Boards may issue a wide variety of procedural orders that are
neither expressly authorized nor prohibited by the rules. They may 1 intervenors to contend that
sllegedly proprietary submissicns should be released to the public. may also authorize discovery

or an evidentiary hearing that are not relevant to the contentions but are relevant to an important
pending procedural issue, such as the trustworthiness of s party to receive allegedly proprietary
material

However, discovery and hearings not related to contentions are of limited availability They
may be granted, on motion, if it can be shown that the procedure sought would serve a sufficiently
important purpose 10 justify the associated delay and cost

Intervenors who have been admitted as parties may litigate issues concerning the alleged
proprietary nature of submitted documents and may receive. under protective order, relevant
information that has been withheld from the public but is relevant to determining the proprietary
nature of submissions

1
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nature of another document.

LBP-82.3 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, et al. (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR

A

GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL;
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; January 11, 1982; PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION
In  Partial Initial Decision, the Licensing Board rules that the seismic design basis for Units 2
maumrw«,m-m—-umduﬂmmmmm
mmmn&.mnndwmuuﬂnnuummdn
low-power (5% of rated power) license.
The :

:mmumummmm-:mmmwmu
-m--wwmmmmm-auut“um,.ﬁnb
proceeding on that basis.

Exclusion is enforced despite the fact that the party offering the evidence was not & party to
mwMummmumnmumuMymuw.m
apnmhwuuitwdmudw-mmudmwwaﬂmm
on the basis of unique aspects of the Commission's public interest licensing scheme.

Gtherwise sdmissible evidence can be excluded altogether if it lacks any significant probative
value

10 CFR z.n«b)mm:mmdmu—mmmu
wm,‘wm;mnmmnhmmmnummmm
hdnd,mdﬁeitymmmmhuuﬁauwyimuﬂh&-nmd
refining the contention.

Ammumwmum—mm‘uuomm:m-
unlikely to affect the result

In the absence of explicit guidance from the Commission, a licensing board should determine
muunlmmalwoh-mhmﬂuhlhmpnﬁnmhhnh‘hlw-m“
hu-mw«u.nqmmmmmmdmmummmund
emergency preparedness.

Mmcwhudwhhm*nhthb-mmtbv“&hm
ph-nmwlmuquin-uu(ipoﬁuuyuﬁa'ud-m|nlybhnm).ﬁ-m
ability 10 communicate with offsite authorities. No advance offsite planning is required.

Technical istues discussed include: Safe Shutdown Eartbquake— Controlling Geologic Feature,
muuum.rammﬁw;mwu«m—upwmmw
Mﬂm.wdmmsmudmwmmdu
Waves. Risk Analysis of Low-Power Operations.
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.Mvhthudylnﬁudthdﬁﬁvhhp”nhﬂl“blhm
interpretation of the regulation.

ummnsmmxmwnyuwmhwmm
pﬂk-dyimunhi.u\dhulmhmlmd'ﬁ-ymhmm
nforma

ton

The Board clarifies its earlier ruling so that it would not be interpreted to suggest that
wmwwumm&,mmhmmuhummm
nlynmhdvhﬁmumrywmﬁnhlbumhwﬂy
castigating Westinghouse about lack of concern for the public's right to know.

Mﬁdlviuumm’npﬂtury-xmdmmumhwnum
uhﬁcdyillhyhvc‘nmo’rhum'.M-ﬁnmmmymbﬁmmun
portion is proprietarv ;m-ymanMuuummm
ntmdodw...;wmwhtnlhmiuhmmmmmh
withholding

Aunynymvhﬂaﬂhplnmmﬁntkptﬁcuwuutmuw
an affidavit tha' contains some proprietary information.

Aunouunm-mumcuﬁmd-mdmm
fvul.hpui:iuumhncurw‘edhrinxhﬁtyndimnbjmhlhmm
limitation on Board suthority.

hmm.awc--m\wqm:ﬁm“muumm.

mmmnuimwmmmum.dmmmum
mm.ummummmcyhmmmuwmmwuam
not relevant 1o their correct interpretation.

LBP-82-6 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; February 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Board decides that an intervenor need not specify particular portions of an
miauyéoumnnmhnnu'ehndwthwwc.mmditm“
mwthspuux.mmnnmwm-iumwpmumym
nnuwmmwmmnmmfwnhu.mhum'mm
mibkrdunmthuﬂicddﬂymwﬁdmchhdbhww-ﬁud
withheld from the public.

The Board aiso decided that it has the discretion to decide confidentiality issues regardiess
-mumunumnun.pn,,wwumnnmmmnwu
confidentiality issues to be unsatisfactory.

Wien & Board has reached s determination of a motion in the course of an on-the-record
mhndaumunmmhmwnmmhlhny.hiu
discretion, decide to reconsider on a showing that it has made an egregious error.

Mhm’nhr‘nhlpdfmmdwymmulﬂvdmh
mwhwummd.quwmmmmmrma
Iummm.w,mmiutk.mnviliu\ovithwidw-uuunu
the requester

NMuy.malmeMdlmmm.“mwu
,\-'.mdmmmuﬁmmmpw.n-mmm«uwm
b sue. However, it is not slways appropriate for the Board to act when the issuc bas not been
e WM&«manWhpnu'thmtmuﬂum-m.

'l\tIlrd‘nulbailyhmﬂuuhﬂﬁn“iﬁmldbym-lw\ur‘b.huh
urmhmimia«-unpﬂyniumuu-mdmmmliiyhu-*mumn
10 CFR §2.7%0.

3 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT), Docket No. 50-155
(Spent Fuel Pool Amendment); OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; February 5, 1982
MIMORANDUM AND ORDER

Summary disposition is denied with rapect to & contention that the chain reaction constant
(Kefr )in & spent fuel pool may exceed standards geners'y applied by the Commission’s stafl. The
maeiplmnlh’dlohnhnmmiudVylpplie‘mnﬁuﬂin\hdrm'uhﬂm
bllb-fwidhn.dthlulpnluunmtu-dnplozﬂ'ﬂvmnymntmkmd
m’ud.-mm“wimmuuudmdmdnwamu
Technical issues discussed include: Fuel Pool Boiling; Chain Reaction Constant in Spent Fuel
Pool; K in Speat Fuel Po’

i
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LBP-82-7A METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart) (Reopened Proceeding); SPECIAL PROCEEDING;
February §, 1982, MEMOR* 'DUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board genies NRC Staff Motion for Review of Special Master's ruling with
respect 10 “Staff attitude™.

Special M%c‘umnleCSﬂhnﬁ(d‘hMNlCm
Mmﬁumulm-iunmt*quntﬁtm.htMthmm
munmhMIhmmuth-.MM‘ﬁoummwlhw
proceeding concerning cheating on the TMI-1 operators’ license examinations.

Interlocutory review of the Special Master's order was inappropriate in any event under the
standards of Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill, Units | and 2), ALAB-405, § NRC 1190-92
(1977). The Stalf already had prepared and presented testimony on NRC Staff attitude. s that any
“immediate and serious irreparable impact™ was no longer threatened but s fait accompli, and Staff
hildhllwthllliun-Mlﬂmmmmamlyinlmmm
m.mbumdmumumunﬂymbyﬁudﬁhu

LBP-828 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT) Docket No.

A

- ®m D 0O

50-155-OLA (Spent Fuel Pool Amendment); OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, February 19,
1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
mmmmuwum“hmnmd
contentions. The most important issues to survive these motions are: (1) a contention that the
umu.n:fulMmun.mmmumcmo.os.mw
mllymhﬂhtu“amﬁ(!)omhthlm-faydumi
compromised by & SAC, iow-level bombing practice run that is 11.
issues relating to & contention that the fuel building.
'uldwhnh“ﬁunmml-l!m)hdd-ainvh‘ebndhu'ahlibiumhw
mmimlhnut“nudu(l)mmmﬁu
) from the pool; (5) whetber workers would
mmﬁ-mmtm‘uhnmﬂymw'um)vh'lci-tﬂh’uthm
w\Mﬂ&;M(G)WMMth&pnwlﬁwlﬂbﬂqn
mw«.mm«u-mmw«..mmpwmm
Summar) hmiﬁmim“ﬁﬂmnm“hlmwdmmw
mmumwmuwu&-dwm-mm:mua
w-muumntummuu—mmmmtmmu
mbhmd&hndu‘bmuﬂhlhdmuupmwudm
Mh.-m-wnudmrnmmmmwmmmd
mmm.uummmmyduo,ucm-m-uugwmm_
l-wm.mmmmumnhwmmmmummm
udilmlhlhvﬂlmxmwwmhmnm
mmmmmmm—-ummum.
summary disposition motion.
mmmnwmmmwnthMImwwM
mmcmumﬁmmmmuwmnym
mmmmumhunnqummmuumuyi-mm«u
Cause any corresponding delay in the work or the Board and because Intervenors had dem. _..asted
meurnuhtynwmmb-hlidﬂdm.
Tmﬂ“dmh“.mmwhmhdﬁ.uhwhd
pool, Criticality excursions in spent fuel pool, Zirconium /steam reactions, Radiolysis of steam
Mﬁuumﬂnmwmwﬂ&hhnbmuym&w
mW(wfdpd).Mubhmmm(prd).w
umudwamw.mmwum.smuwuuuhm
lmrmmm(mlhdwd).wt pool boiling, Boiling temperature in
wrwm.prmmeWWh%ﬁnwme
Mydwmwhuu&tknuhunuduhmmwm
mmmmmumam—mhmmu(wuw).smﬁd
hd(-mhﬁﬁnyd-tupnu).Uudmm-wwwuuhwtMnnl.

i
:
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LBP-829 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al. (PERRY NUCLEAR

A

POWER PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. $0-440-OL, 50-441-OL; SPECIAL
PROCEEDING; February 19, 1982; MEMORANDUM

1ssue
LBP-82-10 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; February 19, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

:
i
§ |
§

incomplete responses to interroga x 3 . ] )
mm-ﬁumalml«lmmmmllmmnmwlm
find, to

subsequently nearer the conclusion of this case, that important information about steam
Mwuumhmmwmhmﬂwﬂmﬂn&nmh
continuance may then be appropriate

A change in plans ing whether or not to conduct & full scale sleeving repair project in
: gmwmlmqmmumdamdmt.

ﬁnmdmcwmhmndwmulnyhomuhnvm Intervenor's filing

ith ' im sanctions for failure to respond to
iaumpton-pnumwulolrdudumcdy-illucw'uuumlmww
prejudices Aﬂhﬂ in the preparation of its case.

The mmardlmmwnuaumcmuuupwmwmm
mdnufmrdmumnmmwumlnm. However, Applicant
and Staff wili have to respond and Intervenors will reply Thereafter, the standard for summary
mum-nmm-mumuwmmm,

Th-mﬁnlMunmuwhumuumw-‘muu-dmhdmnwlyc
Iunnhu!fumdmtnmmltmmdfunnnuudthemm-iam
proceeding, and because Ammmwyam-mmmhmq disposition of
cﬂwncuthuinlhmduh.ﬁnthtulwyhmw.

Although it is appropriate to admit contentions more freely than ordinary practice permits
hauudlimmonlMn.lhntnodiurylm-hdmmummu‘wm
umu-nmmmmmmwuwmmml

plans
LBP-82-11 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al (PERRY NUCLEAR

A

POWER PLANT, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL; OPERATING LICENSE;
February 26, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Amwumﬂmhumim.w“wtmnhuumumId
mrmunmahnwmnutawmmmmmmu.

mmnplmhmmthnwmmm‘iM!Mcnupha‘dy
barred from considering such a contention by the Commission The reasons for rejecting the
mmm&ﬂammlnht*umnmﬂnmw.mck‘-muﬂmt
grounds for the late-filing of » contention stout matters that have been known for & long time and
mcwumaumnnum|mymnmmuuwuummummnuan
udmmdmnctmalmmummm.nuumummmm
bricks to any specific characteristics of the Perry plant.

The appearance of & newspaper article is not sufficient grounds for the late-filing of a
contention about matters that have been known for & long time. Furthermore, in deciding whether to
.‘n‘«-hummmMuthNum‘hnmmMuywmd
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reievant technical materials and failure to show the relevance of their contention to the particular
characteristics of the plant involved in a licensing proceeding.

Boards ma not exercise jurisdiction over contentions if those contentions are the subject of a
mmumc@mmcmmwmmmduumdm

contention
Technical issues discussed include: Waste di k bricks; Core catcher.

¥ i
LBP-82-12 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CUMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT.

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; February 26, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Aunmmumwmwmmmpux.mdmmmw
nwthtthmfwuuuumludumwduua-unmwu“m
formal notification of the Commission.

Boards have the authority pursuant to 10 CFR §2.718 1o regulate & bearing in & “fair and
impartial” manner. They are authorized, pursuant to this suthority, to consider whether or not it is
nr«wbuwmw.mdwmdfmlhcuﬂicmmwnml!hlm
|mlienhuuuduwzury Exercise of this authority does not give rise 1o & sus sponte issue
nuirin&louﬁam.dlh mission.

hen a Board has already completed action on a matter and no further obligation
has been imposed on & party, it is not appropriate 10 notify the Commission of the initiation of & sua
sponte matter thamiﬁathmﬂmuvﬁddnywmuyuhmdm

) 'lnhlhlilhmiﬁddl:.rl.rydulum'-u.

Board questions related to admi contentions do not create sua spoule matters requiring
mnﬂaﬁudmw.mllbcladﬁmﬁnmmhaﬁoawlmylhlnmd
q”myh“hmwhqmmmw“mummwd
the Commission.

LBP-82-12A CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO.

2). POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO. 3),
Docket Nos. 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP, SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 1, 1982: MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER

The Licensing Board grants intervention petitioner’'s motion to permit petitioner’s
representatives to observe the emergency planning exercise *_...duled for the Indian Point facility

Where the granting of petitioner's motion would likely result in refinement authority of the
Licensing Board to entertain the motion was established by and focusing of contentions relating to
emergency planning, the authority of the Licensing Board to entertain the motion was established by
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.718(¢) which describes the powe-s of presiding officers generally, or by the
Comuu‘auonmmmmsuWthiluumm-umnnhmumhw
alia, questions related to emergency planning.

Given the Licensing Board’s mandate rm(kammlcmym
issues related to the Indian Point facility, and the fact that the emergency planning exercises that were
the subject of petitioner's motion were scheduled to take place within two (2) days, the Licensing
lcmimaarqmdwuhnumuymmcmmdlhluhdmmm
timing of discovery when to do so would frustrate the announced purpose of the bearing and where no
party would be seriously disadvantaged by expediting the action. Accordingly, the Licensing Board
would entertain petitioner’s motion though petitioner had not yet been admitted as a party, no
mmxmu’::mhmdumumthmwmm&yMMmmmmm

not ela .

Alwmamwfmnmulwu”mucmnulhmdam
order, the Board would not permit sn “unbridled inspection™ of licensees’ plant, and would impose
conditions upon petitioner's observation of the emergency planning exercises sufficient to keep the
operation free of anything that might constitute interference.

LBP-82-12B CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO.

2). POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO 3,
DockelND ozb-usowsr. 50-286-SP. SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM
A

The Licensing Board denies licensees’ request for a stay and for certification to the Commission
of the Board's order permitting intervention petitioner's representatives to observe emergency planning
exercises at licensees’ plant, but grants licensees' request for referral of the crder to the Commussion
under the discretionary interlocutory appeal provisions of the Rules of Practice

Where it was unmistakably clear that the adequacy of emergency planning for the Indian Point
facility was an issue 1o be fully investigated in the proceeding, and where, in the opinion of the Board,
the observations of potential intervenors as to emergency planning exercises scheduled for the next day
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the need for & prompt decision.

$2.13 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al (PERRY NUCLEAR

POWER PLANT, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL; OPERATING LICENSE;

March 2, 1982, MEMORANDU!4 AND ORDER
mm-.mui-m'smhuuydm“m&u“

dwwymm‘i«“mwumhmmmmm.

I|isthemihiluydlhMhﬁwijaumnuwmm
and important safety and environmental issues raised by the Bosrd sua sponte, pursuant 1
mmhm.mm-mmw-mmmmmu
mmmmxmumwnmumm-wm-uw
issue

.82-14 GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY (GE MORRIS OPERATION SPENT FUEL

STORAGE FACILITY), Docket Nos 70-1308, & 72-1 SP. OPERATING LICENSE RENEWAL;
March 2, 1982; DECISION AND ORDER

NLMQMMA#M‘nmhmmdnnm
contentions

lnaﬂuumuu&mfwnmnmmmmwmmwm
demonstrate clearly that there is no possibility that a litigable issue of fact exists. Any doubt as to
'huwunpmuulaldhnhumﬁmdwm-"nd\opocdlmhamb‘bnm.
denial of the motion.
§2-15 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC 'LLUMINAY.NG COMPANY, et sl (PERRY NUCLEAR
POWER PLANT. UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL; OPERATING LICENSE,
March 3, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

mLm.uhdnhmw'owmmmmmmw
expand the scope ¢ previously admitted contentions.

Intervenor's allegation that it learned of an issue through a recently published newspaper article
de--otmtituun;bwiud.oﬁumluthhwmmdammi.mhnnl
shown that the newspaper article reflects any new research or previously unavailable insights;, has not
muuunymuwmmmummhamy,mmumum
competence 10 assist the Board in resolving the issue.

A contention presenting & generic issue is not admissibie when intervenor fails to demonstrate
any specific nexus between the issue and the facility that is the subject of the proceeding.

Because recent Commission stztements contained in a proposed rule and a proposed policy
statement, though tentative, suggest that the requirements for the control of
hydrogen might be made more stringent in the future, the Licensing Board may consider admissible &
contention raising issues related to hydrogen generation, even though a rule, or no rule might
ultimately be enacted To wait for the final rule would nsk delay in the issuance of a license.

Intervenor's motion (o enla lmﬂy.dmmdmm'umﬂphmm
the contention, as admitted, was su tly broad to permit discovery of all relevant information, and
mmmuhnmmmthwmtuymmwmwm
either in & response 1o a motion for summary disposition or as the basis for a new contention
82.16 DUKE POWER COMPANY, et al. (CATAWBA NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS | AND
2). Docket Nos. $0-413-OL, 50-414-OL; ASLBP Docket No. £1-463-01-OL; OPERATING
LICENSE, March 5, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

mLmuthhumdiumtn-fuwmehm
of those petitions

ThnqmmnmdthCmM‘llubdMﬂhethlthh&la.dmnmhu
forth with reasonable specificity facilitates Board determinations whether contentions are litigable, and
belps assure that other parties are sufficiently put on notice that they will know at least generally what
they will unn‘dndc’im,Th.epurpa.‘o.uinplylhlnwmmrddwﬁdtyfa
contentions is required at 5o early a stage of the proceeding as the initial prehearing conference The
principal function of contentions at this juncture is to place some reasonable limits on discovery, and

:
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D

this may be sccomplished with contentions more broad and general than the revised contentions the
{ can be developed after discovery and that will, afier the final prebearing conference, structure the
i bearing
’

-

C Where, at the time of the first prehearing conference, key documents such as the Commission
} um.mylnmmmmawmmmdmmmm

4

| plans and portions of the Applicent's Final Safety Analysis Report had not yet been written,
t u.-mlhthmnmﬂuduﬂmmﬁeuvmm&myw»m
conference, and that further contentions based on information disclosed in subsequently available
documents must be subjecied to the restrictive standards for admissibility of late-filed contentions, was
unreasonabie and not required by the Commission's Rules of Practice as written or by prior decisions.

D mm'.mmmmmum:mmdemmm
plans for counties and municipalities near the facility that is the subject of the proceeding can be
contested in their specific dewils by intervenors. 10 CFR 50.47(a).

E Where the documents likely to provide the necessary specifics for the formulation of contentions

: were not yet available, the Board would not disallow proposed contentions for lack of specificity but
} mmmmmm.mummmumzwmu

contentions review the relevant documents promptly after they become available and, within 30 days
} thereafter, submit revised contentions meeting the specificity requirements of the Rules of Practice, o
! else abandon the contentions.

F muqmd.-ynmmmwmm-mnmmm
mnuummuwwmmm-an-mamwummum
specificity However, since the “lateness™ of such contentions would be entirely beyond the control of
the sponsoring interven-r, the additionsl criteria normally applied to late contentions under the Rules
of Practice would not b applied.

G Because intervenor could not reasonably be required to advance specific contentions about &
-am'ly’huilhdmumu‘hamnhduwudnhrwinw‘uhm’bmmm
Ma‘uAm”mmmmbMﬂnumwlmmum
Mu,mummnm.mammwmnuwwnmm
llcum'e.dlquliﬁdmﬁly*nmldwmmmuﬁuumbm
ﬂnvMu‘y.lhmmﬁhhmmwhnhmvathb
pursue the matter further.

LBP-82:17 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et sl (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM
ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-446 (Application for Operating
License). OPERATING LICENSE; March 5, 1982; ORDER

A mmhmmwamu&mwmdwmm
as its own, and grants Applicants’ motion for summary disposition of the contentions.
B WmmﬁHdMuMMApﬂM'm!oumwm

<! certain contentions, nor & statement of material facts as to which it contended that there existed a
-.msumnun&u-m.«mmm.uumnuwmAWum
mms«nuumndmmmumunmmumu.hma
request that the Board adopt such contentions as its own would be rejected. If » party has estabiished
its entitiement to summary disposition of & contention, it wold distort the Commissica’s regulations to
abort this result by permitting an opposing party to withdraw the sontentions without arejudice.

C Motions for summary disposition under §2.749 of the Commission's Rules of Practice are
analogous to motions for summary judgment under Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
and Federal Court decisions interpreting that rule may be relied upon in NRC "

LBP-82-18 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM
ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-446 (Application for Operating
License). OPERATING LICENSE. March 8, 1982, ORDER

A quhdhhum'lmhnmdu-hm

B lnmudmc@mﬁmmmmmxmmmwmn
uuﬂw”“mtmmm‘dfmwmwmmum&
Muummlmmmludwapmam(dﬂnuﬁ-nlhtpnydiu
hearing obligations; intervenor’s motion for extension of time for discover would be rejected where no
good cause for that extension had been shown.
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LBP-82-19 LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY (SHOREHAM NUCLEAR POWER ETATION
UNIT 1), Docket Nos. 50-322-OL, $0-322-CPA; OPERATING LICENSE;, March 15, 1982
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

mwmmummwaydmmmmmd

hearing schedule , )
mlmub-.uyhlnmuhmm“i!thtymunﬂn“n
the NUREG-0737 list of TM1 requirements applicable to new operating licenses provided that the

-uwum@uum-mnwmumm‘um.mmmuﬂuuﬂ

of Policy for litigation of M1 issues, CLI-80-42, 12 NRC 654 (1980), broadened the range of T™I

“-bﬂmnhmgwalewmmummndu

NUREG-0737, whether or not those requirements might have been considered chalienges to the

regulations Thpdny:um!“uulhctmmummw itigate issues which do not

challenge the regulations just because those issucs are not included in NUREG-0737. Pacific Gas and

Electric ny (Diablo Canyon, Units | and 2), CLI-81-5, 13 NRC 361, 363 (1981).

The mission’s “Class 9" sccident interim policy statement, 45 Fed. Reg. 4010 (June 13,

1980), requirss that a probabilistic assessment of environmental risk of sccidents previously not

considered within the desi mdmvmﬂcmhhdoddinﬁ-lhvimtal

Statements (FES) issued mjmu.lmw.qum.m.mm-um.

MﬁmummvhﬂtkmuNu!lh\h&Mthlthld

Suﬂhnuupﬂuuuquumm.ndnupvhm-ulyu,undyum

reliability of systems to determine which sequences of accidents should be considered within the design

basis of the plant.

D Inhdwvﬁoumwhlmlimmmmwm
analysis methodology, with no spec ‘ication of design examples, it is appropriate to require the
intervenor to file and present its direct testimony first, in which intervenor may include a maximum of
three design examples to support its aliegation of inadequate methodology. The Stafl and Applicant
will file their responsive ‘estimony after the cross-examination of intervenor’s testimony. If the Board
finds that the testimony  the parties, including that on any design examples discusseG by intervenor's
testimony, reises doubts about the methodology applied to the design of the plant, this could require
the Applicar. and the Stalf 10 go forwerd with an expanded system-by-system analysit on the record
of the proceeding

E WhnApaem.mnm:dimlhuria.oaIMuhwmdlhnMphmmm
ability of that plant to meet present regulations, the issue cannot be put aside for resolution after the

- uumdlhmuulwumﬂyhumilulkumdunmﬂudmm

proceeding lnlhumduﬁﬁxuwmmmlhlilimucfuuw
license 10 issue while 8 rulemaking is pending. the board would either have to defer any authorization
otherwise justified in the individual case until & determination is reached in the rulemaking proceeding
and then factor that determination in, or be able 10 conclude that such authorization can be granted in
\hcmdwnulunnmdmdutmdtkinuon-mm.Mmimmm
Unresolved Safety Issues, this latter determination could be premised on findings that the problem has
henmobvdfwthcindwiﬁulm«u.umlthmumﬂcmnlhpmﬂm'mh
resolved before it has adverse safety implications for the individual reactor, or that alternative means
will be available for assuring that lack of resolution of the problem generically would not pose an
undue risk from operation of the individual reactor. Cf. Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna,
Units | and 2), ALAB-491, 8 NRC 245 (1978); Guif States Utilities Co. (River Bend, Units | and 2),
ALAB-444 6 NRC 760, 775 (1977)

F Allhou.hlhkmm-wm“hlmmmmuanmhqm‘n-
permissible to litigate a conteniion that the measures taken at a facility for the intenim peniod pending
completion and implementation of the rulemaking. including operstional procedures and operator
training, do not provide the level of protection required by the regulations

G A governmental agency, in this instance & County, which has elscted to participate as a full
intervenor on specified contentions does not lose its nght 1o participate as an interested governmental
uzcmy on other issues in the case pursuant to 10 CFR §2.715(c). Project Management Corporation
(Clinch River Breeder Reactor Plant), ALAB-154, 4 NRC 383, 392-93 (1976) However, such

| participation must be in accordance with the responsibilities imposed upon a §2.715(c) participant,
including timeliness consistent with the need to prevent unfair surprise 10 the cther parties in the
ing. See Gulf States Utilities Co. (River Bend, Units | and 2), ALAB-444, 6 NRC 760,

768-70 (1977)
H There is Nexibility in the planning rule, 10 CFR §50.47_:)(2), for adjustment of the
general approximate 10 and m'aq Plarning Zone (EPZ) where particuiar local

conditions warrant adjustment Therefore, contentions that such adjustments must be made due to
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specified local conditions would be admissible. However, contentions seeking a totally new by
probabilistic accident risk analysis 10 determine on an ad boc basis the zones to be established for
plume exposure pathway and ingestion pathway EPZ's are challenges to the rule since they would
render meaningless the general specification in the rule of 10 and 50 mile EP2's.

1 A contention would be admissible which alleges that because of the geography of Long Island,
evacuation planning within an approximate 10 mile EPZ may not be adequate because of the impacts
of persons outside and to the east of the EPZ choosing to evacusiz and having to do so by coming
through the EPZ.

LBP-82-19A WISCONSIN :LECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, March 19, 1982. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A The Licensing Board affirms its earlier decision that rescission of a liberal policy toward the
admission of contentions was proper once the time pressuie that justified the policy was relieved by a
change in the applicant’s plans. The ruling permits the intervenor to challeage the policy change by
mwmm;mmnu-nmmnunmm:ndmm

rr!

|

B Though a Board 3y admit a single broad contention in the interest of expedition, its liberal
policy toward the admission of contentions may be rescinded when the time pressure justifying it is
Mby-chmnsmmsmmuuh- Issues already raised under the liberal policy are
not retroactively affected by its rescission.

LBP-32-19B CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT), Docket No. 50-155
(Spent Fuel Pool Amendment); SHOW CAUSE PROCEEDING; March 19, 1982;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A The Licensing Board refuses to admit any of 18 late-filed contentions.

B A summary disposition decision that an allegation presents no genuine issue of fact may
preclude admission of a subsequent, late-filed contention based on the same allegation.

C If an intervenor has special permission to file a contention prior to an extended deadline, it
unﬁhthuunm«mnthummmmwnIlnfuhlom-nm
obligation, it must show good cause for late filing.

D Because Boards may raise important safety and environmental issues sua sponte they should
review even untimely contentions to determine that they do not raise important issues that should be
considered sua sponte.

LBP-82-20 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,
UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart), SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 23, 1982;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A Pursuant to licensee's motion, the Licensing Board clarifies a provision of its Partial Initial
Decision of December 14, 1981, relating to the separation of Three Mile Island Units | and 2.

LBP-82-21 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO 2), Docke:
No. 50-389A; ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; March 24, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A laWd-mMthwmmmthd
grants the joint motion of applicant and intervenors to dismiss the
B O.alhAmnuyO.nnldthUmdSm-hmMnnfnatthu

permission has been granted to the remaining intervenors to withdraw, the Board no longer has
jurisdiction 1o entertain an antitrust proceeding under the provisions of the Atomic Energy Act.

LBP-82-22 HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY, et al. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT
UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. STN 50-498 OL, STN 50-499 OL; OPERATING LICENSE; March
26, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A The Licensing Board denies intervenors' request for disclosure by sworn affidavit of the
substance of any and all ex parte communications alleged to have occurred as a result of NRC
Commissioners’ visits 10 the site of the South Texas facility.

B Intervenors’ request for identification of all persons involved in arranging the visits of NRC
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LBP-22-23 CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT 2)

C

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT 3), Docket
Nos. 50-247 SP, 50-286 SP, SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 29, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND

The Board denies licensees’ motion in the alternative for a stay of the Commission's
mmmmwwumm-um&umum
C ”©

Commission's only direction to the Licensing Board in this proceeding was to formulate
Mmummnuummmm.mc_ﬂ«uuu

" ooy ifs
munmwmhmu.mmmuu

LBP-§2-24 ARMED FORCES JOBIOLOGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE (COIALT-“ STORAGE

G

FACILITY), Docket No. 30-6931; MATERIALS LICENSE RENEWAL; March 31, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

the proximity nexus for establishment of standing in nuciear
reactor proceedings was not applicable bere. Since itioner's only allegation of injury to its members
ity to the Cobalt facility, it fai to establish standing and its petition was denied.

was proximit
LBP-82-24A WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POW COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR POWER

PLANT. UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-CLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; March 31, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
Thwulardhi.cmhwiom“uunu\jfynn
sponte question ' the Commission.
mmmmmm.-m,un&umummmwtm
wqdm.mduuuummnﬁhmhlhmmiu
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The Commission’s direction to Boards to notify it of sus sponte matiers does not create rights

hmm
A -ynhuu‘unlm' such as whetber a portion of its record should be
treated as proprietary or be re.cased to the public, regaidiess of whether the full scope of the
bas been raised by

question * part
LBP.82-25 CONSOLIDATED EDIS(;N COMPANY OF NEW YORI (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO.

2), POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO. 3)
Docket Nos. 50-247.SP, 50-286-SP, SPECIAL PROCEEDING: April 2, 1982; MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER

The Licensing Board rules on petitions to intervenc and request to participate pursuant to 10
CFR §2.715(¢).

'ml"’(c)dlhcm'lllbthﬂ“MMUﬁ

of & sole state tive.
w:.um,dmmmludnm‘ the Atiney General of the State of New York
a5 & representative of an interested state is not limited by the provisions of &« New York State law
delegating responsibility for reprosentation of the state to the New York State Energy Office.

A Licensing Board may require a represeatative or agency of an interested state to indicate in
sdvance of the bearing the subject matter on which it wishes to participate, but such a showing is not
required for admussion pursuant o 10 CFR §2.71 5(¢).

A party admitted as ar interested state under the provisions of 10 CFR §2.715(c) may mon
veserve the right 1o intervene later under §2.714 with full party status. A petition to intervene under
the provisions of the latter ion must conform to the requirements for late-filed petitions.

Where the petition for intervention of the Friends of the Earth was signed by an official of

#
:
ef
f
il
%
|
1

i den
organization’s petition to inlervene.
The Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) was not required 1o produce an affidavit from
its members or sponsors specifically authorizing it to represent the interests of that member or sponsor
in this proceeding The organization's opposition to continued operation of the Indian Point plant and
its steps taken 1o effectuate that opposition were clearly germane to UCS's expressed purposes, and the
Board could assume that UCS's sponsors in the vicinity of 'ndian Point :
Accordingly, UCS could be presumed to represent the inteiests of such sponsors Virgi=ia Electric
mm-y(mmnmmmmumlm
(1979).

g
L

Where & non-membership organization has a well-defined purpose which is germane
proceedings, its sponsors can be considered equivalent (0 members where they financially
organization’s objectives and have indicated ¢ desire 1o be represented by the organization.
where an individual UCS sponsor has standing, this provides a sufficient nexus between the

.
nization and the w0 representational ing by UCS.
LBP-82-26 PUGET soums & LIGHT CO, et al. (SKAGIT/HANFORD NUCLEAR

April 5, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board rules on petitions to intervene.

An intervention petitioner, to have standing, must allege some injury that has occurred or will
result from the action taken as a result of the proceedings. A mere academic interest in the outcome of
the proceedings will not confer ing.

The economic -moerns of ratepayers of the applicant utilities are mot within the “zone of
hur.u‘proucunnhAmW“uNﬂ&MthuM-Mh
standing for the representative of the affected ratepa

POWER PROJECT, UNITS 1| AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-522, 50-523; SPECIAL PROCEEDING;
tha

LBP-82-27 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (ml!! MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

UNIT NO 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 5, 1982
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER MODIFYING AND APPROVING NRC STA PLAN OF
IMPLEMENTATION

Licensing Board, having reserved jurisdiction in Partial Initial Decision LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1211, December 14, 1981, to consider the Staff's plan for implementing the initial decision, after
modification and amendment, adopts the St&fT"s impiementation report. OF AUTHORITY

Jurisdiction 10 approve post-decision implementation plan was reserved in view of the fact that
the evidentiary record did mot permit detailed determination of which considerations require the
imposition of rigid license conditions; that the license sbould not be freighted unnecessarily and too

n



wmwmummhmwmamududm
(10 NRC 141, |M)mmmy»umnmum-dnmm
mwunmm»wmmmmum‘nmmm
WWﬂtyumMmﬂhuM“hd&tl—:ﬁw

C Anninﬁulnqadnmhnuhaﬁtﬂhnmudnﬂuﬁnundﬂmum
made more than two months after the initial decision would, standing alone, be an uatimely petition
for reconsideration under 10 CFR 2.771 and beyond the Board's jurisdiction.

D Having retained jurisdiction to approve implementation plan,
admuadmmwmmuauunuummhmmumu

i
?
:

Commission on review.

E Having retained jurisdiction to approve impiementation plan, a request
purpose of & Miwwmummmhu-muuumu-u'

within the Board's jurisdiction.

LBP-82-28 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (MIDLAND PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos.
$0-3129 OM & OL, 50-330 OM & OL; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION
OPERATING LICENSE; April 12, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A mmm“num'-mhmdmm
m;nmd--uﬁymmdaymmmmm
electromagnetic pulse (EMP) on nuclear power plants.

B A contention concerning the efiect on & nuciear plant of electromagnetic pulses (EMP)
resulting from a nuclear detonation at & high aititude cannot be considered in an operating license
proceeding, as a result of 10 CFR |m,|).deaM“nmm”muﬁa-cm
wmwhmuahmlwmwmﬂmd-ymntum

t of weapons incident o national defense activities.

LBP-32.29 NORTHERN INDIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY (BAILLY GENERATING
STATION, NUCLEAR-1), Docket No. 50-367; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; April
12, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A LmhdbumakwwmthMMumﬁulw
extension of the construction permit's comstruction completion uate. The ‘ermination would be

- conditioned upon applicant’s implemen ing & Board-approved site restoration plan under Staff
supervision, but no. upon applicant’s -~ ~.g intervenor’s attorneys’ fees and expeuses.

B Iud-d.bm'vnnigwninﬁummwmddu
mmxmﬂ.nwthm':muimmmwmmmm’m-“u
conditional termination.

Absent statutory - aception, the *Aserican Rule” of not awarding attorneys' fees and expenses
is binding upon sdministrative agencies. Turner v. FCC, 514 Fed, 1354 (D.C. Cir 1975).

Even if the Commission has the suthority to do 8o, it has not adopted a policy of awarding
attorneys’ feer and expenses.

The exception to the “American Rule” of not awarding attorneys’ fees and expenses embodied
in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, which permits the award to prevent & duplication of expenses
where the dismissal is without prejudice, does not apply 10 the termination of a construction permit
extension procseding.

LBP-82-30 PENNSYLVANIA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY and ALLEGHENY ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE. INC. (SUSQUEHANNA STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2),
Docket Nos. 50-387-OL., $0-388-OL; OPERATING LICENSE; April 12, 1982, INITIAL DECISION

A mmmmmlmlmmuumdmmmud
law on the matters in controversy and suthorizing the issuance of an operating license consistent with
the conclusions of the Board The issuance of a license is made subject to certain conditions which
mmmmmderlmmwhuhMlﬂu-mdmm
matters. The license is also subject to the outcome of radon proceedings pending before the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board.

B TM“MW'mthmﬂmmem“
hmmmmmummmwudmw
bealth effects of transmission lines; emergency planning. scram discharge volume breaks.

L
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LBP-82-31 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, PROJECT MANAGEMENT

A

CORPORATION, TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (CLINCH RIVER BREEDER
REACTOR PLANT), Docket No. %0-537; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 14, 1982, ORDER
FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WITH PARTIES

The Licensing Board confirms its rulings made during a confersnce of counse! for the parties
and sets forth a list of contentions admitted for

bearing.
LBP-82-32 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT), Docket No. 50-155;

A

SPENT FUEL POOL AMENDMENT; April 20, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

After the close of wiscovery, the Board rules that several subcontentions dealing with emergency
planning bave s basis and should be admitted for bearing. Previously, a broad emergency planning
contention bad been admitted for purposes of discovery, subject to a requirement that intervenors show
further “specificity” before the bearing. The Board found that with respect (o several subcontentions
the intervenors bad met that requirement.

required
mphunpndmddmmw

If & power reactor represents an increased risk 1o bealth and safety as the result of & proposed
license amendment, then the adequacy of emergency plans to deal with that risk may be examined in a
bearing. There is no requirement that there be some special feature of the proposed amendment which
affects previously adopted emergency plans

M!ml&l‘mﬁnmhm within each EPZ to protect bealth
and safety in the event of an accident.” This general wmcmwm-m
uupﬁa-nnh-uhm-h‘b’luhrlh-ﬁymﬁmdwﬂt-ulm-m

during an -Ev:y
LBP-82-33 WISCONSIN ELECTR.C POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS 1 AND 2), Dochl Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE

mumﬁ—dwmmhn-urhduluhmm

i ‘s quest for information about quality assurance in & tube-sieeving

demonstration project. Since applicants have m”uy.-aﬂcmmwfwthlw-m
ir names should be disclosed s0 that intervenors may seek their voluntary

H
!
|

|
|
|
!
il
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LBP-82-3¢ CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT NO.

A

2), POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIA® POINT, UNIT NO. 3)
Docke: N&»unr. 50-286-SP, SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 27, 1982, MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER

The ing Board sets forth the final formulation of all contentions to be litigated in this
investigative mmmmmmwmmumm
and » for discovery and

LBP-82-34A METROPOLITAN EDISON a.MPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

A

UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart), SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 26, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
mnmmum'mummmmmm
.muqmwm-wmuwwmmuuumm
the proffered evidence
Amwmmmmnnulh-mdmmmdn
NRC Staff inspection group must establish the existence of iffering technical bases for the
m.mmdmmmun_nummmmnmymd
the record

LBP.82-34B METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

A

UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart) m Proceeding); SPECIAL PROCEEDING;
April 28, 1982, REPORT OF THE SPECIAL M

The Special Masier, who was appointed bylhmuvdhmor-nn
proceeding on issues connected with cheating on examinations, reports his usions and
recommendations to the Licensing Board. The conclusions and recommendations concern sctions by
uamu»mmmv,mnncsunwmwwmmw Master

Master finds that the Licensee failed to review the NRC examination in good faith, that the overall
integrity of the Licensee's operations staff was insdequate, that the Licensee was responsible for
conditions which caused cheating to occur, that the Luﬂ'amblﬁcﬁuliﬂs;u inadequate,
and that the Licensee's training program was inadequa.c. With respect to the NRC Stall, the Special
Master found that the NRC examination was insdequately proctored snd graded, that the content of
the NRC examination was inadequate, and that the NRC StafT's investigation was sdequate
m’mwmdmchmhibﬁuumwwm*m.mwu
recommends that the Commission take steps to assure itself that the NRC examination does in
est the type of know which reactor tors should have

LBP-82.35 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (MIDLAND PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos.

A

C

$0-329 OM & OL. %0-330 OM & OL; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION,
OPERATING LICENSE, April 30, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

mmuunmuuumm-uummﬁmu
construction activities. The conditions, which are 1o remain in effect ing issuance by the Board of
anhMM-.mMMM&.MNCMW“
wmmmmmmm.ummuwu
Staff-approved quality assurance program.

Under normal circumstances, the holder of a construction permit may engage in construction
activities in wocordance with the principal architectural and engineering criteria and environmenta
commitments set forth in the tion for the facility and the comstruction-permit hearing record,
without seeking prior approval of the NRC Staff

When a construction permit holder undertakes construction activities, it does 0 at its own risk,
Ehﬂwn-wnmnmlﬂmnwmmﬂyhm 10

)
Technical issue discussed ity assurance.

D
LBP-§2-36 NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC, AND NEW YORK STATE ENERGY RESEARCH

AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (WESTERN NEW YORK NUCLEAR SERVICE
CENTER), Docket No. 30-201 OLA; OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; April 30, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Li Board 1ules on (wo independent hearing requests on license amendment No. 31
The Board grants motion of Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc to withdraw its request for bearing,
concluding that even though subsequently issued license amendment No 32 clearly affected the same
subject matter as license amendment No 31, the Board's exercise of its power to modify amendment
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No. )l.'unnnoIOCF!.:.7I7(U)~MnMpﬂmmmﬁ-h

B Pursuant 10 10 CFR §2.717(b), & licensing board may modify, as appropriate for purposes of
peading proceeding, any order or action of +.aff related to the proceeding’s subject matter (Cincinnati
Gas and Electric Co. (Wm. H. Zimmer Nuclear Station), LBP-78-24, 10 NRC 226, 229-230 (1979).

in
adjudicatory proceeding. Such  licensing amendment is integrally related o the subject matter of
pending adjudicatory proceeding and may be modified by the Licensing Board bearing that proceeding,
as it deems appropriate.
D Where it bas been beld that 10 CFR §2.717(b) applies, & notice of bearing relating

E In determining hearing and intervention rights under section 189(a) of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, the Commission will apply judicial concepts of standing. Public Service Company of Indiana
(Marbie Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 11 NRC 438, 439 (1980).

F 10 bave “standing” in a court, one must allege both an interest arguabiy within the zone of
mmnmmmunm-nmmuumnnammmmm
the action complained of. Under this “injury in fact™ test, & mere academic interest in & matter,
without any real impact on the person asserting it, will not confer standing. Portland General Electric
Company (Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 613 (1976)

G The NRC lacks subject matter jurisdiction to consider the conduct of the West Valley
mmmmumwdmhwmm.n-mu
Section 2(c) of the West Valley Demonstration Project Act, Pub. L. No. 96-368, 94 Stat. 1347 (1980),
NRC's review of the Department of Energy's conduct of the demonstration project is to be conducted
on an informal basis.

H Section 202 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 specifically limits NRC jurisdiction over
DOEmum-hdm'nmwwﬁ.w&mvﬂa'ﬂlhnﬂuu
“long-term™ basis, meaning “tens to hundreds of years.”

] 'IhileDOE':WG!MW.!VMMMMM-’&&N-W
of formal NRC licensing proceedings, DOE's conduct of th: subsequent decontamination and
mmdeuVMMmy-yh-ﬁuwMNlthﬁnu‘m
requirements. West Valley Demonstration Project Act, §2(a)(5), Pub. L. No. 96-368, 94 Stat. 1347
{1980)

LBP-82-37 NORTHERN INDIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY (BAILLY GENERATING
STATION, NUCLEAR-1), Docket No. 50-367; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; May 6,
1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A mmumm.wmmmmmmm
proceeding. The Board modifies its proposed order (LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762) by assigning the NRC
MnmwﬂuMmﬁnd&MﬁudhhmhMﬂw
sllowing the parties more frequent inspections of the site restoration, the presence of experts at
inspections and testing a' inspections.

LBP-82-38 HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, et al. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT,
UNITS 1| AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-498A, 50-499A; TEXAS UTILITIFS GENERATING
COMPANY, et al. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2),
Docket Nos. S0-445A, 50-446A; ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; May 6, 1982, MEMORANDUM
AND ORDER

A The Administrative Law Judge approves a settiement of all outstanding antitrust issues and
B Where no party 10 an antitrust proceeding opprees a settiement proposal, consisting of the

attachment of agreed conditions to operating licenses, the settiement will be approved as being fair and
reasonable and in the public interest.
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LBP-82-39 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISCN COMPANY, et al. (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; OPERATING

LICENSE; May 14, 1982; INITIAL DECISION
A This Initial decision decides the emergency pianning issues the only issues remaining in this
n-.hm‘y.inthA”ﬁan'hvumwuadN-dm!mlunmiﬁunm
10 wsue licenses for San Onofre Units 2 and 3, subjec: to in conditions. The conditions
| relate 0 e hw“lumwm“k“m:wmwm'

4
£
5
.g
i
:
|

need

D A Federal Emergency Management Agency ing with respect to an offsite plan carries with
it & rebuitable presumption of correctness, whether la & “final® or “intenm" finding. However,
Mlmmhnmmdmlmmumwyhmcmd
persuasive contrary evidence.

E It is not necessary to resolve ai, contested matiers on the record and subject cross-examination.
Cuuinunaluyhhﬂhm-bﬁuﬂmﬁnh&c&nﬂiﬂhmﬁinwyuh
affected by on-the-record including cross-examination.

LBP-82-40 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, et al. (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; OPERATING
LICENSE, May 25, 1982, ORDER

LBP-82-41 LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY (SHOREHAM NUCLEAR POWER STATION,
UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-322-CPA, CONSTRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION; May 14, 1982,

- MEMORANDUM AND ORDER RULING ON SOC'S CONSTRUCTION PERMIT
EXTENSION CONTENTIONS AND REQUEST FOR HEARING OF SHOREHAM
OPPONENTS COALITION

A l-lmnmmu-h-mmummgmm
Board determines that the Shoreham Opponents Coalition has failed to raise one contention litigable in
such a proceeding and therefore denies that 's request for hearing.

8 Pursuant 1o Section 185 of the Atomic Act, 42 US.C. §2235, and 10 CFR §50.55(b)
of the Commission’s regulations, should construction of & nuciear facility not be compieted by the date

and (2) could not appropriately abide the event of the operating license hearing. Northern Indiana
Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear 1), ALAB-619, 12 NRC 558 (1980).
D Issues which neither arise from the reasons sssigned by the applicant in justification of its
permit extension nor evolve naturally from the extension may not be

request for & construction
Hﬁpu‘homnumnu.ioapm‘iu.ﬁndﬂwmdynﬁh&inuﬁn
situation is to file a request for the issuance of a show order, pursuant to 10 CFR §2202,

cause

secking to modify, suspend or revoke a license, or for other a iate relief, pursuant o 10 CFR
r 17 & 2206 remedy does not provide &
the context of a construction permit
itigable in such a proceeding under the
Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear 1),

ALAB-619, 12 NRC 558 (1980).
E Contentions related to financial qualification are no longer litigable in NRC licensing
proceedings. The Commission has eliminated all requirements for financial qualifications review and
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M*hdﬂhuiummam.mhmnm-mmmh
ion or wtilization facilities. See 47 Fed. Reg. 13750 (March 31, 1982).

production
LBP-§2-42 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, May 26, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
Tu‘mmum‘lmM|.ddeMuMmM
mmnmmmuum—uumpwgm-mnwmmn
these tests are proprietary mmwmnmm-m-mmdmuhm
decision 1o license & tube-sleeving demonstration program, are proprietary, bowever, §2.790(b)(5)
mmmanumtuhwummwmmmmmm
uhmcummwmwummnmm'mum
for protection of & competitive jon."
AplutmdthmwhhnduucumImnlonl-nnthpwedyﬂn
of the Westinghouse tests. Tests (and test results) that have been performed by Westinghouse's

wmm'-mumhmmmrymmdmm“.

The Board also rules that the balance required to be struck under §2.790(b)(5) may shift with
uuudmtiumMmmmmdMMuhmnorm\
of Information Act (FOIA) Iquuﬂhllwmlmmdnud-uladmm. It rules
that such an FOIA request should be decided by application of the balancing test in §2.790(b)(5), as

in this decision.
locnn.mmmumnwauuumuhumdmmpwcum
nmimmwmhtm&hdmhmwatmmmumh

euamadinmmdm&i-duhm-q.mumth-yhrd-dmhlo
CFR §2.79%0.

St:u'nl’ﬂlh)(i).vlﬂpwi‘.nhhndnmmﬁuthﬁ&nluw&hpﬂk
dpvwiﬂuyhfwuﬁu.obuﬂhmﬁhhirnduunl..nh..l“pm‘.!“
not require a restricted application of the balancing test.

Ammummﬂmmmumwrmmnukmuuw
cﬂ-:tluunin‘nanluu’mddm,mhrduuwiu;dumlw“mmd
unm-h-cllumwhndha;mumtum.mwywmdlmlm
if there are Freedom of Information Act requests for the documents.

10 CFR §2.790(b)(5), which cstablishes s balancing test for the release of proprietary
information in the public interest, is & valid regulation pursuant to authority granted to the
Commission under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954.

Miumwle-mmfamehlhtMldo
pruprietor to protect its secrets from public disclosure. Failure to protect such interests may adversely
-Nm-mmwMW;ln,Mfw“mn‘-y—unm
difficult for the Commission to collect important data.

m--muplum“-mmmldmpuunmmm-hw
and agency action mpun'.mmm-nmmdmmmg.nhun
pnwlhudfanodp‘bnuwumm&&nbuhnpﬂkmﬁwu‘huﬂﬁ
information as & symbol of responsibility to the public.

wmulmvymmmmumuuuc“mmumu
m-idbyn!ullutmdmmﬂym-bmlwvihmdm&ubh
withheld from the public The statement should be sufficient in itsell 10 be the basis for & decision
whether to grant the request for confidentiality

' Boards which decide that proprietary information should be relcased to the public
MnlﬂmtwvmnuthnWUhﬂuNanu‘ be
released

llhuumﬁumm-mmfmdmuilymwth-w:mcdl
dlhinformtm-mhilmehxluwhmmummmdwhnmwmm
public Amunymdinhlumani\nymm.
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LBP-82-43 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (PALISADES NUCLEAR POWER FA b

A

Docket No. 50-255-SP; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; May 28, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND
APPROVING JOINT MOTION TO TERMINATE PROCEEDING
The Administrative Law Judge grants the joint motion of the Union and Staff to termunate this
muiali.ltdthlwthlmnmﬁuwtdlma.dmmm»h
of Inspection and Enforcement bave been rescinded by the Administrator of NRC Region I11.

LBP-82-4)A PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY (LIMERICK GENERATING STATION,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. $0-352 OL, 50-353 OL; OPERATING LICENSE; June 1. 1982;

SPECIAL PREHEARING CONFERENCE ORDER
u.mmm.-ummmwnmu

admissibility of contentions in &n opersting license proceeding.
Nimvumuuxnumuumum;mmm

To be granted intervenor status, & petiti must advance at ieast one admissible contention

An alieged injury to health and ety may satisfy the requirement of injury in fact although it
is shared equally by all those residing near the reactor.

It is within the Licensing Board's discretion to
lnww-wymdmlwhwmmulutudm.WMM&&
(Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Units | ard 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 6'6 (1976).

For an organization to have standing, it must show injury either to i
or 10 the interests of members who have suthorized it 10 act for them.
members' interests, the organization must provide the identity of at
descriptiocc of the injury, and an a ization for the organization to represent the member
proceeding. Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek ) i
ALAB 535, 9 NRC 177, 390-96 (1976).

The possibility that s Licensing Board would
opposed o 8 nuclear power plant as & condition for granting an operating license is %0
it will not satisfy the requirement of injury in fact.

An injury to First Amendment rights due to Licensing Board spproval of surveillance of
opponents of nuclear power would be within the zone of interests of the statutes involved in nuciear

tent

120 miles from a nuclear coupled with intermittent visits
site does not establish an interest sufficient for intervention as & matter of nght.
Allegations of injury resulting from radon emissions attributable to 1
operations over & thousand miles from petitioner's residence are insufficient to establish standing.
A contention concerning the health effects of radon emissions will be !
Licensing Board is provided the documented opinion of one or
incremental effects of fuel-cycle related emissions will be greater than those determined by the Appeal
Board in its consolidated radon proceeding Philadelphia Electric Co. )
Suuu.lu-m 2 and 3), ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632, 635 (198]).

contentions. They may raise, in & timely manner and with sufficient specificity and detail to permit

evidentiary determinations, issues which concern them. They need not take a position on such issues.
NEPA does not mandate that cnvironmental issues considered in the construction permit

proceeding be corsidered again in the operating license proceedings, absent new information.
Reconsideration st the operating license stage of matters considered under NEPA at the

the NEPA review done by anotber federal agency The NRC must exercise t )
mwmm.hmnvimunmpmuumuudmhnfm
Thpniondunwunlylyumuuhuldclybyuhulmmum-duh
considered by NRC in its environmental review However, all impacts of jointly utilized parts of the
|m-mhwanCul~|nuoulehWhmM
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impacts are attributable solely to the plant. Parts of the system utilized solely by the plant must be

R Amluuidu have junisdiction 10 cons.der in an operating license the
M.mdmwuﬁ-hnm«mbum

s A Licensing Board has jurisdiction 10 consider contentions concerning & probabilistic risk
u-—mmleCunu-Mlmhmmdunr-h

LBP-82-44 THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA (UCLA RESEARCH
REACTOR), Docket No. 50-142 OL; OPERATING LICENSE RENEWAL; June 4, 1982;

P

A Cwaummmmmmamm.-mm
o 10 CFR §2.715(c).

B Participants in NRC tions under §2.715(c) are entitled to discovery.

= Participants in NRC Mulh.n‘ul)?l!(c)mmmm-mmhh

petitions 1o intervene under §2.714 must take the proceeding as they find it
LBP-8245 ARIZUNA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY, et al. (PALO VERDE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1, 2 AND 1), Docket Nos. STN-50-528-OL, STN-50-529-OL,
STN-50-530-OL; OPERATING LICENSE; June 4, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
A mmmaummamdmyu.mz.-mmMn

reconsider its ruling of April 27 mz.-..mmum,ammummrm
District Court suit filed by the Pima nmmwy-mwmdm
and the legaiity of Applicants’

B The ruling of the D.C. Circuit in Natural Resources Defense Council v. NRC, No. 74-1586

(D.C. Cir April 27, 1982), does not require the Licensing Board to consider, in its NEPA balancing,
lega! uncertainties which may in the future environmental effects.

LBP-82-46 SOUTHERN CALI NIA EDISON COMPANY, et al. (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL; OPERATING
LICENSE, June 16, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

siren 1
B Reopening for further hearings is within the Board's discretion and need not be done absent &
showing that the outcome of the ing might be affected.

LBP-82-47 THE CINCINNATI GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. (WM. H. ZIMMER
NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-358; SPECIAL PROCEEDING:; June 21,
1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A Ruling upon a motion for discovery sanctions after Applicants' attorney terminated the

i F‘d"
or attorneys’ fees against & party, where such costs or fees are not to be paid out of N
The procedure for conducting a m-ﬂ.NlCm-"ﬁnlo
§2.740u(d), which is adapted from Rule 30(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
While the Federsl Rules of Civil Procedure are not themselves directly applicable to practice
Nmmm;ulwmm-d.ﬁi-ﬂnhm-nuaahuhm
& similar or analogous NRC discovery rule.

1 Mwm-hmumhmmuummh
shown 10 have had actual knowledge of such decisions.

F Having selected some, but not all, of the discovery provisions set out iv the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, the Commission did not intend for the unselected Federal Rules to control its
proceedings. General Electric Company (General Electric Test Reactor), LBP-78-3), 8 NRC 465
S:?)1?us?‘ Bd;-oa-'uy et al. (Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant, Unit 2), LBP-78-37, 8

s 1(1978)

G While 10 CFR §2.707 invests broad discretion to enter such orders “as are just” with respect to
& default by a party, it specifically tes, with respect to discovery, that such orders are to be
entered upon the failure of & party o with an earlier order.
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LBP-32-48 THE CINCINNATI GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al (WM. H ZIMMER

A

J

NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-358; OPERATING LICENSE; June 21,
1982, INITIAL DECISION
msnmmlmumﬂwmmmm.mmnnmm
current Board raised questions and health and safety contentions in favor of Applicants and orders that
conditions be placed on A icants' license with respect to certain off-site emergency planning matters.
The Board also holds that further ings are necessary with respect to school evacuation and that
no operating license will be issued prior 1o MA's filing of at least those of its findings that relate to
admitted contentions, the Stafl’s issuance of its supplement to the Safety Evaluation Report on those
ﬁadinp.audthpnhhﬁudmnmmbkmnﬂvwml.T\tmm
jurisdiction to rule on an outstanding motion to admit late-filed ::lity assurance contentions.

Pursuant 10 10 CFR §2.760s and Appendix A to 10 CFR Part 2, Section VIII, the Board in
uepnun‘h‘augnudiu-audlpuwhﬁdenlymm'-uinmyum\h
:f.uu. and any serious safety, environmental, or common defense and security matters raised by the

rd

Pursuant to 10 CFR §2.754(a), ¢ ntentions as i which an intervenor submits no proposed
findings may be deemed 1o have been abandoned.

When clesr courses of corrective action are present, deficiencies identified in an emergency plan
may be dealt with by means of a license condition. With such conditions in place, findings of
reasonsble assurance on the state of emergency planning can be made.

The mech-nism of post-hearing resolution through the use of licensing conditions should be
used sparingly and only in clear cases. In doubtful cases, such matters should be resolved in an
adversary framework prior 1o the issuance of licenses, reopening hearings if necessary.

A radiological emergency response plan is not invalid solely because it relies for its
implementation upon referenced standard operating res, not included in the plan itsell.
Pursuant 1o NUREG-0654, there is no single format for an emergency response plan, so long as it
mall.memtm,m*mMMHNnMMpd&vinm
materials incorporated by reference.

Pursuant to 10 CFR §50.47(c)(2), the exact size and configuration of the EPZ surrounding s
particular nuclear power reactor shall be determined in relation to local emergency response needs and
capabilities as they are affected by such conditions as phy, topography, land characteristics
access routes and jurisdictional boundaries. Absent evidence that conditions such as those enumerated
in 10 CFR §50 47(c)(2) require otherwise, the EPZ should generally be about 10 miles in diameter.

The evacuation plan is not inadequate or incapable of implementation solely because locations
pnlmhletolhmenhudbylhphnfwthwhlnlmldnhauonmmniu.m
locations selected must themselves be shown to fail to comply with regulatory requirements before the
establishment of relocation centers at preferable locations could be ordered.

Lilmtmdlhmdthublicuiﬁudonnwcm-dmob‘cthmudthl
system. This is common practice in nuclear licensing. Any deficiencies revesled by operational tests
must be corrrected prior to operation

10 CFR Part 50, Appendix I, 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix | (Cost-Benefit Balance); welds on
cable tray transition fittings, fire insulation matters for cable trays.

v
LBP-82-49 OFFSHORE POWER SYSTEMS (MANUFACTURING LICENSE FOR FLOATING

A

NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS), Docket No. STN 50-437 ML; MANUFACTURING LICENSE,
June 30, 1982, INITIAL DECISION

The Licensing Board's Initial Decision authorizes the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
to issue & manufacturing licezse, subject to & condition, to Offshore Power Systems for the
manufacturing by the end of 1999 of eight standardized floating nuclear plants at its manufacturing
facility located on Blount Island, in Jacksonville, Florida

The Board did not conduct & compiete de novo independent review of uncontested bealth and
safety, and environmental matters. With respect to its of
suthorized by the Rules of Practice and pursuant to decisions of the Al
Board relied upon the testimony of the Applicant and the Staff, and the conclusion of
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, end it decided that the StafT's review had been adequate to support
such findings 10 CFR Part 2, Appendix A, V(N(1); Consumers Power Co. (Midland Plant, Units |
and 2), ALAB-123, 6 A C 331, 335 (1973); Gulf States Utilities Co. (River Bend Station, Units |
and 2), AL AB-444, 6 NRC 760, 774 n. 26 (1977).

Technical issues discussed include. Transmission lines; corrosion; protection during
transportation of radioactive material; aircraft crash risk. probability d.-rtlhld LNG tanker
scordent which could affect the plant; turbine missiles; marine entrainment impingement. effects of
thermal discharge: discharge structure. dredging program, impact of plant apon tourism, sbnormal
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occurrences, low level radiation releases. fire protection measures; consideration of generic safety
in safety eval report; fi | qualifications; technical qualifications
LBP-82.% DUKE POWER COMPANY, et al (CATAWBA NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS | AND
&Mﬂ Nos. 50-413, 50-414, SPECIAL PROCEEDING; June 30, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND
DER
A The Licensing Board overrules certain objections to its prehearing conference order and certifies
certain questions concerning specificity of contentions to the Appeal Board.

41



DIRECTORS' DECISIONS

DD-82-1 PETITION REQUES NG "CLOSEDOWN (OF) ALL SUSPECT REACTORS"

PENDING RESOLUTION OF ALL PRESSURIZED - THERMAL-SHOCK
NON-CONSERVATISMS, SPECIAL PROCEEDING: March 31, 1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION
UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Rogulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 which
requested that all reactors potentially subject 10 pressurized thermal shock be shut down until all areas
of nonconservatism in the analysis of the pressurized thermal shock issue are resolved

Technical issues discussed include the potential role of seismic loads, hydrodynamic loads and
vibratory loads in analysis of pressurized thermal shock

DD 822 FLORIDA POWER & L'GHT CO. (TURKEY POINT POWER PLANT. UNIT NG5 : &

4), Docket Nos. 50-250, 50-251 (10 CFR 2.206), OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, May §,
1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies & petition under (0 CFR 2206 that
requestec suspension of license amendments authorizing steam generator repairs.

A potential party to agency proceedings must act affirmatively to protect his rights to
participate in # proceeding. He may not await the outcome of the proceeding and only then attempt to
take part in the process by invoking 10 CFR 2.206 or 10 CFR 2802,

DD-82.3  ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORPORATION (R E GINNA NUCLEAR

POWLR PLANT), Docket No. 50-244 (10 CFR 2.206); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; May 22, 1982,
DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR SECTION 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation grants in part and denies in part & petition under
10 CFR 2206 The petition was granted insofar as it requested a review of various safety issues o0
ensure that necessary actions to protect public health and safety were taken prior to resumed operation
of the reactor. The petition's request for a formal order to require such a review and to prevent restart
of the reactor was denied

The Director of NRR declined 1o formally order suspension of an operating license when such
action was unnecessary (o ensure that the licensee did not resume plant operation pending stafT review
and approval of resumed operation

DD-82.4  BOSTON EDISON COMPANY (PILGRIM NUCLEAR STATION), Docket No. $0-293 (10

C

CFR 2.206), SPECIAL PROCEEDING; May 28, 1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10
CFR 2206

The Director of the Office of Inspection and Enforcement d . petiti bmitted by the
C Ith of M h Executive Office of Energy Resources, requesting that moneys from
a fine imposed on, and collected from the Boston Edison Company be turned over to it for use in &
conservation/weatherization program

The Commission’s authority, limitea primarily 1o areas of the public bealth and safety in
regard to radiologicai concerns, is not so extensive as to permit the Commission to grant
Massachusetts’ request

Penalties imposed and collected by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission must be turned over to
the US Treasury

DD-82.5  CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT), Docket No. $0-155 (10

CFR 2206), SPECIAL PROCEEDING; June 15, 1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10
CFR SECTION 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 to suspend
plant operations because of insufficient capacity in the spent fuel pool to allow complete defueling of
the reactor
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DD-82-6 WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM (WNP NOS. 4 & 5), Docket Nos.
$0-509. $0-513 (10 CFR 2.206); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; June 16, 1982, DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

A The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies two petitions filed the Coalition for Safe
Power which w.mmdmmmtu No. 4 on the basis
and revocation of the construction permits for WNP Nos. 4 and S on the

of a material false statement
basis fo WPPSS' termination of its participation in the projects.

Omission of reference to financial comstraints in application for extension of a
construction permit not constitute & material false statement in view of circumstances surrounding

C mo&mw»mum»nmmmhw
facilities where the licensee intended to retain the permits i bopes of finding & new owner and where

g
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(1982)
Nul;n River Consumers Coop., Inc. v Associated Grocers of Harlem, Inc., 64 F.R.D. 459, 463 (SDNY
1974)
specificity required in answers 1o interrogatories. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1421 (1982)
Health Research Group v Kennedy, 82 FR D 21 (DC. 1979)
lack of standing, indicia of membership not provided. LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 728, 730, 733734, 736 (1982)
Henry v Federal Power Commission, 513 F.2d 195, 406, 407 (D.C. Cir. 197%)
federal agency responsibility 19 consider vavironmental consequences st every stage of its decision,
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1465, 1472, 1474 (1982)
Hochstadt v. Worcester Foundation for Experimental Biology, 545 F.2d 222, 226 a4 (Ist Cir 197%)
error in exclusion of evidence: ALAB-673, 15 NRC 698 (1982)
Houston Lighting & Power Co. (South Texas Project, Units | and 2), ALAB-6)7, 13 NRC 367, 172.373
(1981)
denial of directed certification of & ruling that conflicts with case law; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1112 (1982)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (South Texas Project, Units | and 2), LBP-79-27, 10 NRC 563, 566, 572
(1979), affd, ALAB-S75, 11 NRC 14 (1980)
spphication of principles of res judicata and collaters! eszuppel in NRC proceedings. LBP-82-3, 15 NRC
B0 (1982). ALAB-673, 15 NRC 695 (1982), LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1460 (1982)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Genersting Station Unit 1), January 12, 1982
(unpublished) at }-4
genersl newspaper article not an scceptable encuse for late-files contention. LBP-82-15, 15 NRC $%7
(1982)
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and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1) ALAB-590, 11 NRC

Houston
$42 &1 550 (1980)
reasons for wsing summary procedures, LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 302 (1982)

wse of summary disposition procedure 10 avoid of time-consuming bearings, LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 5%

(1982)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB 535, 9 NRC
377, 390 (:979)
sanding of an organization 1o intervene: LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 658 (1952)
MW&MQ(A&CI‘NWMMU&I),M”IJNIC
I (1979)
consideration of personal standing of & representative of an organization, some of whose members have
sanding, 83-25, 15 NRC 734 (1982)
Houston and Power Co. {Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-535, 9 NRC
)

ot (197
for demonstroting standing of an organization through injury to one of its members; LBP-82-43A,
15 NRu Iau7, 1439 (1922)
Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-535, 9 NRC
377, 396-397 (1979)

intervention by an organization whose sole purpose is opposition to nuclear power, LBP-82-25, 15 NRC

732 (1982)

Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-582, 11 NRC
239, 242 (1980)

threatened economic injury as basis for standing to intervene, ALAB-670, 15 NRC 507 (1982)

economic injury as basis for standing in NRC proceedings. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1436, 1449 (1982)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Uit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC

mn,

s

i

d & forth contentions, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 206 (1982)
Co ( Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), January 12, 1982

amendment dlﬂ::unl contention acceptable. LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 563 (1942)
and Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Suation, Unit No. 1), ALAB-625, 12

scope of appellate review; ALAB-669, |5 NRC 467 (1982)
(Allens Creek Station), ALAB-635, 13 NRC 309, 310
Iduha- LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1754 (1982)
Houston L":un. and Power (South Texas Project, Units | and 2), LBP-81-54, 14 NRC 918, 922.92)
1)
limitations on m-qp;.'lmu issues, ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1115 (19%2)
Houston Lighting and Co. (South Texas Units | and 2), ALAB-381, 5 NRC 582 (1977)
licensing board lacks authority 1o order a stay: LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 649 (1982)
Humana of Virginia v. Blue Cross of Virginia, 622 F 24 76 (1980)
suthority for release of proprietary information; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1314 (1982)
v. Pennaylvania Railroad Co, 14 FRD 177 (N.D Ohio 1953)
intervention petitioner seeks discovery against nonparties; LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 519 (1982)
Hunt v. Washington State Apple Advertising Comm'n, 452 US 333 (1977)
Mnnq”:nﬁq of an organization without individual member identification; LBP-8243A, 15 NRC
1439 (1982)

ICC v Jersey City, 322 US 503, 514 (1944)
record basis for deciding an appeal of & licensing board decision. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 480-481 (1982)
Independent Bankers Ass'n v. Bd of Governors, 516 F.2d 1206, 1217-19 (D C. Cir. 1975)
u-m::h statutory requirement of & bearing. CL1-82-2, 15 NRC 255 (1942)
Indian Alliance v Volpe, 484 F 24 11 (8th Cir 1973)
w:—deumqm“mmm. 15 NRC 7 (1982)
Indiana and Michigan Electric Co. (Donald C. Cook Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-129, 6 AEC
414, 418420 (197))
scope of construction permit extension proceeding. LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1301, 1303 (1982)
In re International Business Machines Corporation, 6§18 F.2d 923, 927, 928-930, n.6, 932, 934 (2d Cir.
1980)

standard for determining disqualifying bias or prejudice of & trial judge; CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1365, 1366,
1367 (1982)
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Union of Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers v V-‘P.’I FRD 277 (DC. 1981)
awards as sanctions for violauon of discovery rule; LBP-82-47, 15 NRC 1547 (1982)

lzank Walton League of America v. Marsh, 655 F.2d 346, 361 (D.C. Cir. 1981)

interests subject 10 due process protection; CLI-82-2,

“mc' o e (D“C'. g‘w B2 2,15 NRC |()°: 1154:'(.1'0)111
denial of ion for review, ing. - y
' United Mine Workers, 125 US. 897 (1945)
my for disqualification decisions; ALAB-672, 15 NRC 585 (1982)
Morton, 471 F 24 1275, 1280 (%th Cir. 1973)
u-rnnu.c d.h.lln requirement for determining environmental impact of » project. LBP-82-45, 15
N 1529

Johnson v. Trueblood, 629 F.2d 287, 29192 (3rd Cir. 1980)
reasons for limiting recusal of licensing board member to extrs-judicial conduct; CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1367

(
Jones v. District of Columbia Redevelopment Land Agency, 499 F.2d 502, 510 (D.C. Cir. 1974), cert.
denied, 424 US. 937 (1979)
effect 10 determinations by agencies other than NRC, concerning NEPA issues; LBP-82-43A, 15
NRC 1464 (1982)
Joy v. Duniels, 479 F.2d 1236, 1240-41 (4th Cir 1973)

determining the existence of y interest for due process purposes; CLIE2-2, 1S NRC 257 (1982)
wuv,wn.ns&.m.
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672 (1925)
limitation on length of application for stay, LBP-82-2), 15 NRC 648 (1982)
Kansas Gas and Electric Co (Wolf Creek Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-279, | NRC 559, 57476

NRC pleading requirements for antitrust matters; ALAB-665, 15 NRC 29, 30-31 (1942)
Kansas Gas and Electric Co. (Wolf Cresk Generating Station, Unii No. 1), ALAB-462, 7 NRT 320, 138

burden of intervenors 1o prevail in the record, LBP-82-MA, 15 NRC 915 (1921)
considerstion of late intervention petition as motion 1o reopen record, ALAB-671, 15 NRC 511 (1982)
criteria for an evidentiary record, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 465 (1982)
Kansas Gas and Co. (Wolf Creek Nuciear Genersting S:ation, Unit 1), ALAB-307, 3 NRC 17
;I.’,?‘);’,ALAD-)I 1,INRC 85 (1976); ALAB-327. 3 NRC 408, 414, 417, 413 (1976), LBP-76-42, 4 NRC
(197%)
e considerstions test for release of proprietary information o the public; LBP-8242, 15 NRC
13190 ]

Kansas Gas and Electric Co. (Wolf Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-321, 3 NRC 293,
298 (1976), aff"d CL1-77-1, S NRC | (1977)
power 0 issue & stay Dot ted 10 licensing board by Commussion; LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 649 (1982)
l:.l’?'n u_'l,m Co. (Wolf Creek Nuclear Generating Swation, Unit 1), ALAB-391, 5 NRC 754,
56, (e
balancing test for release of information 1o the public. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1320 (1982)
u‘:.‘?.:u’a,amaa (Woll Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-327, } NRC
L 41618 (1976)

B for affidavits supporting claim of entitiement 1o protective order; ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1125
1982)
u;:.c.o;-.:’mu.u (Wolf Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-327, 3
(1976)
LBP-82-2, 15 NRC 53 (1982)

discovery by » ""F"”‘:’w‘
Kansas Gas and Co., et al (Wolf Creek Nuclear Genersting Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-327, 3
408

NRC
going forward on confidentiality issue. LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 286 (1982)
Keller v Joy, 641 F.2d 1044, 1053 (24 Cir.) (Tenney, J.. concurring), cert. denied, 102 §. C1. 390 (1981)
assesament of risk of depriving & party of its interests in due process case; CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
nee Oil Co. v Bicron Corp. 416 US 470 (1974)

i

importance ) information; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1322 (1982)
o s ] T S0
segmentation of environmental statement under NEPA, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 264, 265 (1982)

impact
Kieppe v Sserra Club, 427 US 190, 408414 0.26 (1976)
-v:u treatment, for NEPA purposes, of two intimately related projects. LBP-82.43A, 15 NRC 1474,
1475 (1982)
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Kieppe v. Sierrs Club, 427 US. 390, 410 (1976)
spportionment of eavironmental impacts, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1472 (1982)
Kiors v Broadway-Hale Stores, 359 US. 207, 211-1) (1959)
mm-dm-ry provisions of Sherman Act; ALAB-665, 15 NRC 31 (1982)
- :'wz)ahu. ALAB-672, 15 NRC 685 (1982)
y ; L}
Lrw Lighting Co. (Jamesport Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-292, 2 NRC 631,
S46-47 (1975)
mm-mum«m:mwuw&u.u
NRC 201 (1982)
Long Island Lighting Co (Shoreham Nuclear Power Station), ALAB-99, 6 AEC 5) (1973)
ummmwnvsmmdmmwn-m 15 NRC
4% 01982)
Island Lighting Co. (Shoreiam Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1), LBP-77-11, 5 NRC 48], 48384
(19717
deunwwmmbm—hmmu4u. 15 NRC 1442

(1982)
Lorsin Journal Co. v. United States, 342 US 143, 154 (1951)
violation of ant)- provisions of Sherman Act. ALAB-665, 15 NRC 3] (1982)

Louisiana Power & Light (Waterford Steam Electric Generating Station, Unit 3), CLI-73-25, 6 AEC
619, 622 03 (197))
application ¢. exemption option of §50.12. CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 380 (1982)
Louisiana Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electric Genersting Station, Uit 3), CL1-73-25, 6 AEC
619, 621 (197))
Mmdmmmhmummdmdm
ALAB-663, 18 NRC 24, 29, 3! (1982)
Louisians Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electric Generating Suation, Unit 3), CLI-73-7, 6 AEC
48, 49 (197))
NRC pleading requirements for antitrust matters. ALAB-665, 15 NRC 29 (1982)
Louisians Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Llectric Sution, Unit 3), ALAB-125, 6 AEC 371, 372 st
06 (197))
demonstration of geographical proximity to scquire standing to intervene, LBP.224, 15 NRC 204 (19¢2)
Marathon Ol Co v EPA, 564 F.2d 1253 (9th Cir 1977)
mn:h-—mmmmwmlmd““CUJI-L
15 NRC 255 (19%2)
Marsthon ON v. Environmental Protection Agency, $6« F.2d 1253, 1262-3 (%th Cir. 1977)

satutory wording required 1o formal adjudicatory procedures, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 274 (1982)
Marine Space Enclosures, Inc v C, 420 F 24 577, 58990 (D.C Cir. 1969)

interpretation of the word 'uwwn{a‘mm L1-82-2, 15 NRC 254 (1982)
Martin v Easton Publishing Co., 85 FR.D 312, 315 (ED Pa 1980)

specificity required in ans interrogatories. ALAB-678, 13 NRC 1421 (1982)
Martinez v California, 444 US 277, 281 (1980)
application of due provision of Sth Amendment to adverse effects of governmental action,
CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 258 (1982)
m&hd-NomI Capital Park and Planning Commission v. United States Postal Service, 487 F 24 1029,
| (1973)
mu: for courts' disfavoring consideration of psychological effects under NEPA, CL1-82-6, 15 NRC 417
(1982)
Mathews v Eldridge, 424 US 319, 134, 344 (1976)
¢. wiption of constitutiona! due process; CL1-82-2, 15 NRC 256, 261 (1982)
Mathe 3 v Eldndge, 424 US )19, J44-45, 347 (1976)
factors considered in deter aining the need for & trial-type bearing; CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 259-261 (1982)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (i aree Mile Island Nuclear Station), LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
intes pretation of emergency ’hnnt:: LBP-82.39 15 NRC 1195 (1982)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Nuclear Station, Unit No 1) (Restart), Memorandum and
Order Ruling on Petitions and Setting Special Prebearing Conference (unpublished, September 21, 1979)
sdmission of intervenor on the basis of standing of its sponsors; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 736 (1982)
u-u:u-dun than one “interested state” 10 participate in investigative proceeding, LBP-42-25, 15
NRC 719 (1982)
issuance of license while rulemaking s pending. LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 614 (1982)
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Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-16, 11 NRC 674, 675
(1980)

context for consideration of hydrogen control measures; ALAB-669, |5 NRC 481 (1982)
Metropolitan Edison Co (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-16, 11 NRC 674, 675,
676 (1980)

svatems overridden by operstor action; ALAB-669, |£ NRC 460 (1982); LBP-82-15, 15 NRC
(1982)
denial of admisaion of control contention, ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1107, 1108, 1114, 1115 (1982)
Edison Co. Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), Docket No, 50-289,
order dated March 23, 1981
mau—w-wmmmquza 1S NRC 1579
(1982)
itan Bdison Co. (Three Mile lsland Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), LBP-§1-59 14 NRC 1211, 138)
(1981)

Stall methods for deciding which events are design basis; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1507 (1982)
Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2). ALAB-486, 8 NRC 9, 46 (1978)
. r-mmnmqunmmmmun 15 NRC
Q

~ Edison Co. (Three Mile laland, Unit 1), Docket No. 50-289 {restart), slip op. at p. 4 (March
12, 1981)

admissibility of contention that is the subject of rulemaking. LBP-82.-19, 15 NRC 613 (1982)
Metropolian Edison Co. (Three Mile lsland, Unit 1), LBP-79.34, 10 NRC 828, 832-35 (1979)
historical treatment of class 9 sccidents; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 607 (1982)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island, Unit 1), LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 918 (1982)
inadequacies in Stafl sdministration of reactor operator examinations, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1511 (1982)
Meyer v Nebraska, 262 US. 390 (1933)
denial of due 10 residents near nuclear power plant; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1519 (1982)
Minnesota v NRC, 602 F2d 412 (DC. Cir. 1979)
waste confidence wontentions denied because of pendency of rulemaking. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1453
(1982)
Minnesota v Nuclear lquhug Commission, 602 F 2d 412 417418 (DC Cir 1979)
subjects 10 be covered in NRC environmental assessment of plan for onsite storage of low-level radioactive
wastes, ALAB-664, |5 NRC 19 (1982)
Mun’.'"l Power and Light Co. (Grand Oulf Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-130, § AEC 423, 424
(197
contention requirement for standing to intervene. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1432 (1982)
Nn’n’mm Power and Light Co. (Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-130, 6 AEC 423, 426
(197
wse of summary disposition procedures 10 avoid time-consuming hearings. LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 596 (1982)
Montana v United States, 440 US 147 153 (1979)
uﬂ:t;. of collateral estoppel 10 previousiy litigated environments! issues, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1459
(1982)
Monumental Health Plan, Inc v HHS, 510 F Supp 244, 249 (D Md 1981)
m-at:: written evidence s appropriste. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 260 (1982)
Morriasey v L 408 US 471 481 (1972)
procedurs! actions called for by due process, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 256 (19%2)
Morton v Ruiz, 441 US 199, 232 (i974)
definition of substantive rule, LBP-82-24A, 15 NRC 66), 664 (1982)
Moser v United States M! US 41 a1 47, 71 SCr 553, 95 L. Ed 729 (1951)
action of Stafl an estoppel on the irsue of timeliness of intervention petition. L 8P-82.24 15 NRC 658
(1982)
in re Murchison, 349 US 133, 136 (195%)
eatablishing bias by an up‘nnr ALAB-672, 15 NRC 681 (1982)
NY M happy) Voor Industriele Waarden v. A O. Smith Corp., 590 F.2d 415, 418 (24 Cir 1978)
licensing board's refusal 1o bear opinion evidence on containment strength and hydrogen generstion not an
abuse of its discretion, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 475 (1982)
NAACP v FPC 425 US 662 (197%)
agency considerstion of orastitutional claims; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1445 (1982)
NAACP v Wilmington Medical Center, Inc, 45) F Supp 330, M) (D Del 1978)
determining whether evidence should be presented orally or in writing, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 259 (1982)
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Nagier v. Admiral Corp., 167 F Supp 413 (SDNY. 1958)
specificity required in answering 1 lerTogatones, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
Council v Callaway, 524 F.2d 79, 86 (24 Cir. 1975)
agency on another agency's EIS; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1464 (1982)
Naturs! Resources Defense Council v Costle, 361 F.2d 904, 912 n.41 (D.C. Cir. 1977)
burden d‘-mu:‘quq of representation; ALAB-673, 15 NRC 696 (1982)
Natursl Resources Council, Inc. v. Costle, 561 F 24 904, 909 0.27 (1977)
pmammw-munm ALAB-665, 15 NRC 34 (1982)
Natural Resources Defense Council v. Morton, 458 F 2d 827, 834, 837 (D.C. Cir 1972)
mmdnhdmmvhdﬂq-uddiunmlm'omw-n4u. 15
NRC 1464 (1982)
Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Morton, 458 F.2d 827, 838 (D.C. Cir. 1972)
NRC “muhdnwwd“wdh-wm“.
ALAB-664, |5 NRC 15 (1982)
NRDC v NRC 547 F2ds 63), 641 (1978)
basis for waste disposal contention; LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 350, 351 (1982)
Natural Resources Defense Council v. NRC, 382 F 24 166 (2d Cir. 1978)
denial of waste confidence contention because of pendency of rulemaking, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1455
(1982)
Natursl Resources Defense Council v. NRC, No. 74-1586, slip op. st 36-7, 69 (D.C. Cir. April 27, 1982)
extent of environmental costs to be considered under NEPA; 1.BP.82-45, 15 NRC 1529-1530 (1982)
Neshaminy Water Resources Authority (Nesbaminy Watersoed #lan - Water Supply) DRBC No
D-65-76-CP(8), slip op. st 3 (Feb. 18, 1981)
need for Neshaminy water supply for supplementary cooling water. LBP-82.43A, 15 NRC 1471 (1982)
New England Coalition on Nuclear Pollution v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 382 F.2d 87, 99 (1m Cir.
197%)
-mwhmanCMmdﬁnhmwdh—hdM
wastes, ALAB-664, 15 NRC 19 (1982)
New England Coalition on Nuclear Power v NRC, 82 F 24 87, 98-99 (Ist Cir. 1978)
relitigation of environmental matters before & second forum not required, LBP-82-43A, 1S NRC 1466
(1982)
New England Power and Light Co. (NEP, Units | and 2), LBP-78-18, 7 NRC 932, 933-34 (1978)
utnnﬂywhmmmﬁﬂd"kﬁnd“nm‘uwm& LBP-82-1, 15
NRC 46 (1982); LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 201 (1982)
New England Power Co., et al. (NEP Units | and 2), ALAB- 390, $ NRC 733, 747 (1977)
evacustion considerstions beyond low-population zone, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 780 (1982)
New Hampshire v Atomic Energy Commission (1st Cir.), 406 F.2d 170, 173175, (ist Cir) cert. denied,
95 US 911, 962 (1969)
scope of Commussion suthority 1o protect public health and safety. CLI-82-6, 15 NRC 410412 (1982),
DD-f24, 15 NRC 1360 (1982)
Niagara Mohawk Power Co (Nine Mile Point Nuciear Station, Unit 2), ALAB-264, | NRC 347, 354
(s
legitimacy of contention desling with schooi evacuation plans. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 782 (1982)
Nizon v Warner Communications, Inc., 435 US $80-581, 589, 597, 55 L Ed 24 570, 98 S. Cv. 1306
()
tradition supporting right of access tc public records; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1316, 1326 (1982)
Nofelco Realty Corp v United States, 521 FSupp 458 (SDNY 1981)
interpreting the statutory requirement of & heanng. CLI-82-2. 15 NRC 254 (1982)
North Anns Environmental Coalition v NRC, 533 F.2d 655, 658-59 (1976)
NRC discretion 1o interpret scope of 113 responsibilies concerning public bealth and safety, CLI-82-6, 15
NRC 415 (1982)
Northeast Nuclear Energy Co. (Montague Nuciear Power Station, Units | and 2), | NRC 436 (1979)
NRC jurisdiction 10 entertain motion of intervention petitioner 10 observe emergency pla: Jing exercises,
LBPR2-12A, 15 NRC 517 (1982)
Northern Indiana Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear 1), ALAB-249, § AEC 980, 987
(197

ii
i

licensing board lacks authority 10 order & stay. LBP-82-2), 15 NRC 649 (1982)
Northern Indiana Public Service Co (Bailly Generating Station Nuciear 1), ALAB-192, 7 AEC 420 (1974)
criteria for determining whether to grant & stay pending appeal. ALAB-673, 15 NRC 691 (1982)
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Northern Indians Public Service Co. (Bailly Genersting Station, Nuclear 1), ALAB-619, 12 NRC 558, 61,
567, 568, 570, 572, 573 (1980)
determining litigability of an issue, within the context of & comstruction permit extension proceeding:

LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1300, 1301, 1303, 1304 (1982)

Northern Indians Public Service Co. (Bailly Genersting Station, Nuclear 1), ALAB-619, 12 NRC 558, 570
(1980)
recourse of petitioners regarding inadequate Staff environmental assessment; ALAB-664, 15 NRC 20

(1982)

Northern Indians Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclesr-1), CL1-78-7, 7 NRC 429, 433
(1978), afT'd sub nom. Porter County Chap. of the lzank Walton League, Inc. v. NRC, 606 F.2d 1363
(DC Cir. 1979)
requirement for wsuance of show cause order concerning termination of & project; DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1767

(1982)

Northern Indiana Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear-1), CLI-79-11, 10 NRC 733
(1979), reversed on other grounds, sub som. Peopie of the State of Illinois v. NRC (D.C. Cir. No.
80-1163, July 1, 1981)
risks 1o construction permit holder; LBP-82-35 4, |5 NRC 1062 (1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-10, 4 AEC 390, 399,
409, 410 (1970)
fashioning & licensing board order for reiease of proprietary information; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1319

(1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Monticello Nuciear Genersting Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-16, 4 AEC 435, 439
(footnote 1) (1970)
limitations on Board's sua sponte authority 1o consider confidentiality issues; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 284, 286

(19%82)

Northern States Power Co (Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-620, 12 NRC 574 (1980)
Board ovligation 1o address unresolved safety issues. LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 559 (1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Prainie Island Nuclear Genersting Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-107, 6 AEC
188, 190 (1973)
residency and recrestion close 10 site as grounds for standing LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1448 (1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Prairie Island Nuclear Generating Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-455, 7 NRC
41, 4 (197
NRC obligation to look st environmental consequences of onsite storage of low-level radicactive wastes.

ALAB-664, 15 NRC 16 (1982)

Nc;!hnSm-M-Co (Prairie lsland Nuclear Generating Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-4355, 7 NRC
47.51 (197M)

Mm‘-“ & segment of & project under NEPA has independent utility, LBP-§2-43A, 15 NRC
1473 (1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Prairie Island Nuclear Genersting Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-75-1, | NRC 1, 2
(197%)
reasons for imporing higher standards of conduct for licensing board members; CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1374

(1782)

Northern States Power Co. (Prairie lsland Plant), ALAB-107, 6 AEC 188 (1973), aff'd, BPI v. AEC, 502
FU Q4 (CADC 197)
requirement for filing contentions before first prebearing conferencs, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC $7) (1982)

Northern States Power Co. (Tyrone Energy Park, Unit 1), CLI-80-36, 12 NRC 523 (1980)
procedence for revocation of construction permit, DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1767 (1982)

Northern States Power Co (Tyrone Energy Park, Unit 1), LBP-77.37, § NRC 1298, 1300-01 (1977}
effects of failure 1o comply with discovery order. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1417 (1982)

Nuclear Engineering Co. (Sheffield Low Level Radicactive Waste Disposal Site), ALAB-473, 7 NRC 737,
745 (1978
burden 10 demonstrate a tencss of discretionary intervention, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 206 (1982)

Nuclear Engineering Co. ( [llinots, Low-Level Radicactive Waste Disposal Site), ALAB-494, 8
NRC 299, 301 (197%)
motion for recusal of appeal board member determined by Board quorum, ALAB-672, 15 NRC 684

(1982)

Nuclear Engineenag C;x‘ Inc (Sheffield, llinois, L-w-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal Site), ALAB-494,
§ NRC 299,30} (197%)
disqualification of judge under “reasonable factual basi: —reasonable person”™ test; CLI-82.9, 15 NRC

1366 (1982)
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Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. (West Valley Reprocessing Plant), CLI-75-4, | NRC 273 (1975)
rules concerning contentions filed after first prebearing conference; LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1749, 1752
(1982)
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc. CLI-80-27, 11 NRC 199, 802, 809, n.2-4 (1980)
Commission position regarding adjudicatory bearings in materials license cases; CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 273,
275 (19%2)
O'Bannon v. Town Court Nursing Center, 447 US. 773, 789 (1980)
application of due process provision of Sth Amendment 1o adverse effects of governmenial action
CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 258 (1982)
Offshore Power Systems (Floating Nuclear Power Plants), CL1-79-9, 10 NRC 257, 261 (1979)
conditioning termination upon reimbursement of contesied expenses, LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 768 (1982)
In re Oliver, 333 US 257, 270-271, 92 L. Ed 682 (1948)
importance of public's right 1o know, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1327 (1982)
Orvis v Brickman, 95 F Sepp 605 (D DC. 1951)
appropriate means of opposing summary disposition motions; LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 596 (1982)
Otter Tail Power Co. v United States, 410 US. 366 (197)), affirming, 331 F. Supp. 54 (D. Minn 1971)
vio'ation of anti-monopoly provisions of Sherman Act, ALAB-665, 15 NRC 31 (1982)
Otter Tail Power Co. v United States, 410 US 366, 368 (197))
definition of “wheeling” power, ALAB-665, 15 NRC 26 (1982)
Owens v. Hills, 450 F. Supp 218, 223 (N.D. 1L 1978)
determining whether evidence should be presented orally or in writing, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 260 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Plant), LBP-81.21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
emergency preparedness 1o allow for low-power testing. LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 185 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant), ALAB-410, § NRC 1398, 1400 (1977)
effect of lack of documentation on fabrication of comtentions, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 573 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 1), CLI-81-30, |14 NRC 950
(1981)
requirement for showing of irreparable injury for stay of low-power license, ALAB-67), 15 NRC 698-699
(1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | & 2), ALAB-644, 13 NRC 903,
913 (1981)
motion for stay of low-power license based on safe shutdown earthquake, ALAB-67), 15 NRC 691 (1982)
purpes~ of sefe shutdown earthquake determination, LBP-82-1 15 NRC 69, 12) (1982)
Pacific Gas and Eleciric Co (Duablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | & 2), ALAB-644, 13 NRC 903,
92325, and nn 40, 4) (198)
determining design response spectrum for SONGS. ALAB-67), 15 NRC 710 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diuablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB- 598, 11 NRC
876 879 (1980)
considerstion of late intervention petition as motion 10 reopen record, ALAB-671, 15 NRC 511 (19%2)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclea: Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-600, 12 NRC 3
(1980)
release of proprietary information to the public, LBP-82-42 15 NRC 1319, 1320 (1942)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co (Duablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-600, 12 NRC 3,
10 (19%0)
limitations on Board’s sua sponte authority 10 conssder confidentiality wsues, LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 284, 286
(1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co (Diablo Canyon Nuclear .ower Plant Units | and 2), ALAB-644, 13 NRC
903, 924 n 40 (198))
select,on of a response spectrum for determining ground motion representative of » plant’s SSE,
ALAB-S6T 15 NRC 445 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-80-6, 11 NRC 41}
(1980), CLI-BOS, 1] NRC 436, 417 (1980)
motion seeking recusal of appeal board member determined by that member, ALAB-672, 15 NR(
681685 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Duablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant. Usits | and 2), CLI-B1-22, 14 NRC
$98. 600 (198))
interpretation of the word “several” found in 10 CFR 73 1{a )1 M1) in reference 10 design basis threats
CLIS2-7, 1S NRC 674 (1992)
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Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-81-22, 14 NRC
) 598, 501 (1981)
purpose for considering updated FEMA findings on emergency planning. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1218-1219
(1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Plant), ALAB-644, 13 NRC 903, 929-934 (1981)
saturation of peak rround acceleration at SONGS, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 147 (1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diable Canyon Nuclear Power Plant), CLI-76-1, 3 NRC 73, 74, note |
(1978)
establishment of licensing board’s jurisdiction; LBP-32-16, 15 NRC 580 (1982)
power of presiding officer of pending proceeding to modify orders related to proceeding’s subject matter;
LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1082, 1085 (1982)
i Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon, Units | and 2), CLI-81-5, 13 NRC 361, 363 (1981)
sdmissibility of contentions on TMI-related issues not listed in NUREG-0737; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 607
(1982)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Stanislaus, Unit 1), ALAB-400, $ NRC 1175, 1177 (1977)
! commencement of Board's jurisdiction over a proposed action, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1477 (1982)
Pacific Legal Foundation v. State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, 659 F 2d
%33 (5th Cir. 1981)
support of admission of waste confidence conizntion. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1455 (1982)
Pacific Legal Foundation v State Energy Resovrces Conservation and Development Commission, 659 F.2d
903, 913-14 (9th Cir 1981)
necessity of establishing link between “injury in fact™ and chalienged sction, 1 sttain standing:
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1441, 1459 (1982)
Parklane Husiery Co. v. Shore, 439 US. 322, 327 n 7 (1979)
reason for requiring, for purpose of collateral escoppel application. that & party . a second litigation have
been involved in earlier litigation on the same subject, LBP-82.43A, |5 NRC 1460 (1982)
Parklane Hosiery Co, Inc v. Shore, 439 US. 322 326 0.5 (1979)
application of principles of res judicata and collaters! estoppel in NRC proceedings; LBP-82-3, 15 NRC
79 (1982); ALAB-673, 15 NRC 695 (1982)
Funce v. Kleppe, 529 F.2d 135, 140-42 (9th Cir. 1976)
determining the existence of property intarest for due process purposes. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 257 (1982)
M:z'nmhntl Light Co. (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-641, 1}
N 550, 552 (198))
denial of directed certification of & ruling that conflicts with case law; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1113, 1114
(1982)
Pennaylvzaia Power and Light Co (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station), LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
interpretation of emergency planning rule, LBP-§2-39, 15 NRC 1195 (1982)
Pennsylva~‘s Power and Light Co (Susquehanne Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-613, 12
NRC 317, 33435, 338 (1980)
effects of failure to comply with disccvery order. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1417 (1982)
Pennsyivania Power and Light Co. (Susquebanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-613, 12
NRC 317, 338-40 (1980)
responsibilities of NRC Staff as & full party 1o an adjudicatory proceeding. CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1370
(1982)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Co. and Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Susquehanna Steam Electric
Statin, Units | and 7). ALAB-#"3, 12 NRC 317 (1980) at 322
principies apphcable 0 motions 10 compel, LBP-82-3), 15 NRC 889 (1982)
f People of the State of |ilinois v+ NRC 591 F.24 12 (1979)
need 1o bold bearing before materials license is remewed, LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 657 (1982)
Peshiskai v Duncan, 476 F Supp 1247, 1260 (DD C 1979)
ssuance of mater.als license amendment prior to completion of draft EIS, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 265 (1982)
Philadeiphia Elec ¢ Co. (Bradshaw Reservoir, Pumping Station and Trensmission Main), DRBC No.
D-79-52CP. o pop at ) 4 5 (Feb 18, 198))
NRC relis ce on EJS of State agency, LBP-82-434, 15 NRC 1467 (1982)
Philadeiphia Electric Co. (Fulton Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-657, 14 NRC 967 (1981)
determin.. . »h='her termination of & proceeding should be with prejudice; ALAB-668, 15 NRC 451
(1982)
termunation of proceeding with or without prejudice; LBP-82-29 15 NRC 765 (1982)
treatment of request to withdraw from antitrust proceeding. CLI-82-5, 15 NRC 406 (1982)



Ph. deiphia Electric Co. (Limerick Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-262, | NRC 163, 185, 189,
190, 192-9%, 197-8, 200 n.56, 202-0), 208, 206 (1975)
mmudwb—muhmﬂunuu. 15 NRC

14571458, 1462, 147) (1982)
Electric Co. (Limerick Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-262, | NRC 171, 186, 189

(197%)
NRC reliance on EIS orepared by State agency; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1465 (1982)
Philadeipbia Electric Co (Limerick Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-262, | NRC 187 (1975)
agency status of Dels are River Basin Commission for purpases of preparing EIS; LBP-82-43A, 15 NPC
1468 (1982)
Philadeiphia Electric C. (Limerick Generating Station, Units | am *, ALAB-262, | NRC 191-92 (1975)
functions of Delaware Rver Basin Commission; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1469 (1982)
Philadelphia Electric Co  Limenick Generating Station, Units | and 2), LBP-74-44, 7 AEC 1098, 1114,
IS, 1117, 1009, 1120, (127-28, 1147 (1974)
necessity for supplemental cooling water system; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1456-1457 (1982)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 & 3), ALAB-216, 8 AEC 13, 2021
(1974)
amount of detail requirsd in setting forth contentions; LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 206 (1982)
standard for granting intervention; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 568, 570 (1982)
wdm.muqmw'vﬂhwnmwdb—hd
radioactive wastes, ALAB-664, 14 NRC 16 (1982)
' Electric Co. (Peach Botiom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-640, 13 NRC 487
(1981)
effect of vacated partia! initial decisions on other decisions; ALAB-668, 15 NRC 452 (1982)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632,
635 (1981)
criteria for admission of contention concernirg bealth effects of radon; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1454 (1982)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), CL1-73-10, 6 AEC 173
(1973)
recreation close 1o facility site as factor contributing ‘o standing, LBP-82-43A, |5 NRC 1443 (1982)
Philadelphis E'ectric Co., et al (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-654, 14 NRC
632, 634 (1981)
factors determining necessity of holding a bearing on & contention; LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 596 (1982)
Philodelphia Television Broadcasting Co. v. FCC, 359 F.2d 282, 283-284 (D.C. Cir. 1966)
requirements for formal beirings in materisls license amendment cases, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 252 (1582)
Phillips v Joint | egislative Commitiee on Performance and Expenditure Review of the State of Mississippi,
637 F.2d 1014, 1020 (5th Cir 1981)
exception 1o rule that bias by presiding officer must be extra-judicial not warranted, CL1-82-9, 15 NRC
1366, 1367 (1982)
Pittsburg Hotels Association, Inc. v. Urban Redevelopment Authority of Pittsburg, 202 F. Supp. 486 (W. D
Pa. 1962), aff'd 309 F. 2d 186 (3rd Cir. 1962)
requirements for defeating summary disposition motions; LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 595 (1982)
Pollard v. Cockrell, 578 F.2d 1002, 1008-09 (5th Cir 1978)
application of the privity standard. ALAB-67), 15 NRC 696 (1982)
Porter County Chapter of the lzask Walton League. Inc. v. NRC, 606 F 24 1363, 1369 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
reason behind decision not to ins tute proceedings to suspend construction permit, LBP-82-4i, 15 NRC
1298 (1982)
Portland General Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 612,
613 (197%6)
standards for judging whether petitioner's interests are sufficient for intervention of right, LBF-82-43A, 13
NRC 1432 (1982)
Portland General Electric Co (Pebble Springs Nuciear Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 613
{(197¢)
“injury in “sct” test for standing: LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1083 (1982)
Portland General Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuciear Plari, Units | and 2), CL:-75-27, 4 NRC 610, 613,
614 (1976)
standing concep: s to be applied in determining whether to admit tardy petitioner for intervention.
LBP-82-4 15 NRC 204 (1982)
rone of interests to show standing. LBP-82-26, 15 NRC 743, 744 (1982)
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Portiand Genersl Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610,
613614, 616 (1976)
intervention by petitioners who do not meet judicial standing test; ALAS-670, |5 NRC
494-495, 498499, 507 (1982); LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 206 (1982}
WMM&(MWMMU&I-‘:)CU?&” 4 NRC 610, 614
(197)
factors considered for discretionary intervention; LBP-82-26, 15 NRCT 744, 745 (1982)
interest of petitioners 10 intervene as ratepayers not within NEPA zone of interests, LBP-82-43A, 15
NRC 1430, 1442, 1449 (1982)
Portland Genersl Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 616
(197%)
factors 1o be considered for admitting untimely filings; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 720 (1982)
Portiend General Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuclear Plant, Unita | and 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 616,
617 (1976)
criteria for granting discretionary intervention, LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1435 (1982)
Portland Genera! Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant). ALAB-451. 6 NRC 889, 891 at 0.3 (1977)
requests. during operating license stage, for relief from construction impacts, LBP-82-43A, |5 NRC 1479
(I”Z)
Portland Geaeral Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Mant), ALAB-534, 9 NRC 287, 289-290 at 0. 6 (1979)
licensing board lacks authority 10 order stay, LBF 32-23 15 NRC 649 (1982)
Portland General Electric Co., et al. (Trojan Nuclesr Plant), ALAB-496, § NRC 308 (197%)
demonstration of geographical proximity ‘o scquire standing to intervene, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 204 (1982)
Portland Genersl Electric Co., uu(rmnum»o’hmmhmu
Intervention Petitions (unpublished, July 27, 1978)
demonstration of geographical proximity umnﬂnmﬂ?—lb‘ 15 NRC 204 (1982)

Potomac Flectric Power Co. (Douglas Point Nuclear Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-218, § AEC
79,85 (1974)
of contentions that are the subject of rulemaking: LBP-82-1A, 15 NRC 44 (1982); LBP-82-19,
13 NRC 613 (1982)
waste disposal contention rejecte because it is the su. "<t of rulemaking, LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 350
(1982)
litigability of isswes that are the subject of ongoing rulemakings; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1111, 1112 (1982)

Power Reactor Development Co v Electrical Union, 367 US. 396, 417 (1961)
effect on safety and environmental reviews of increasing financial commitments (0 power reactors,
CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 372 (1982)
Power Reactor Development Co. v. international Union of Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers, 367 US
396 (1961)
risk in pursuing constrection work pending approval of construction permit application; LBP-8241, 15
NRC 1298 (1982)
Power Reactor Development Corp. v. Internations) Union of Electrical Workers, 367 US. 396, 409 (1961)
Commission authority 10 regulate radistion hazards, CLI-82-6, 15 NRC 410 (19%2)
Project Management Corporation (Clinch River Breeder Reactor Plant), ALAB-354, 4 NRC 383, 192-93
(197)
participation by County as full intervency and interested governmental agency: LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 617
(1982)
Public Service Co. of Indians ‘Marble Hill Nuclear Geaersting Plant, Units | and 2), LBP-76-25, 3 NRC

847 8545 (1976)

reliance on pendency of another proceeding to excese untimely intervention; LBP-82-1, 15 NRC 40 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indians (Marbie Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-437, 6 NRC
63 (1977)

criteria for determining whether to grant & stay pending appeal, ALAB-673, 15 NRC 691 (1982)
Public Service Co of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-461, 7 NRC
33, NS (March |, 1978)

treatment of unbriefed issues as waived. ALAB-664, 15 NRC 20 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marb. Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-493, § NRC
253, 26768 (1970)

Juriadiction for che'lenges 10 TVA's compliance with environmental responsibilivies; ALAS 664, 15 1.4C

11 (1942)
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u?mzdm(mmnwmmmumnuz).cu-»lo.n
NRC 438 (1980)
conditions that could be imposed on construction activities under a modification order, LBP-82-35, 15

NRC 1066 (1982)
intervention in cas< where avenues of public participstion are ot available as & matter of
. ALAB-670, 15 NRC 499 (1942)
b Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Statios, Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 11
NRC 438, 439 (1980)
u-pnrnd in determining bearing and intervention rights under AEA. LBP-§2-36, 15
NRC 1083 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marbie Hill, Units | and 2), ALAR-40S5, S NRC 1190, 1192 (1977)
bass for di interlocutory review of Special Master's order inquiring tnto Staff attitude,
LBP82-TA, 15 NRC 297 (1982)
reasons for referral of rulings; LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1754 (1982;
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc (Marble Hill Nuciear Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3
NRC 167 (1967)
subject matter jurisdiction of licensing board; LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1082 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc. (Marbie Hill Nuclear Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3
NRC 167, 170 (1976)
licensing board lacks autbority to order & stay. LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 649 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc. (Martle Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-322, )
NRC 328, 330 (1976)
demonstrating membership in an organization for purposes of acquiring standing. LBP-82 4, 15 NRC 205
(1982); LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1438 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indisna, Inc. (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-459, 7
NRC 179, 19698 (197%)
portion of Neshaminy water supply system to be consdered by NRC for environmental impacts,
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1472 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc. (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-46!1 7
NRC 313 a1 318 (1978)
adoption of license conditions 10 dea! with emergency planning deficiencies; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1579
(1982)
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc (Marble Hill, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3 NRC 167, 170-71 (1976)
commencement of Board's jurisGiction over a proposed action, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1475 (1982)
Public Service Co of Indiana, Inc. (Marble Hill, Units . and 2), ALAB-530, 9 NRC 261 (1979)
forum, during operating license stage, for alieging changes in construction impacts. LBP-8243A, 15 NRC
1479 (1982)
Public Service Co or New Hampshire (Seabrook Station), ALAB-422, 6 NRC 13, 64, 035 (1977)
criteria for raopening & reocrd, LBP-82.46, 15 NRC 1535 (1982)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station), CLI-77-8, 5 NRC 503, 530-536 (1977)
consideration, st ting license stage. of increased comstruction costs in cast/benefit snalysis,
L8P.82.16, 15 NRC 584 (1982)
r-ufnm Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-77-8, 5 NRC 503, 545, .52
(1977
issuance of construction permit on basis of “worst case”™ analysis. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1458 (1982)
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2). ALAB-422, 6 NRC 33, 41
(1977), affirmed, CLI-78-1, 7 NRC 1 (1978), affirmed sub nom New England Coalition on Nuclear
Pollution v. NRC, 582 F 2d 87 {1st Cir. 1978)
licensing board's obligation to explain its reasons for finding that & witness does not qualify as an expert,
ALAB-669 1S NRC 474 (1982)
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-76-17, 4 NRC 451 (1976)
status of NRC Swff, CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1370 (1982)
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-77-27, 6 NRC 715 (1977)
jurisdiction of an operating license board over authorized, ongoing construction, ALAB-674, 15 NRC
1103 (1982)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-78-1, 7 NRC 1, 17:23 (1978)
bearing of applicant’s bond rating on its financial qualifications; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 512 (1982)
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-78-1, 7 NRC 1, 24, 26
(1978), aff'd sub nom New England Coalition on Nuciear Power v. NRC, 582 F.2d 87, 98 (1st Cir 1978}
effect given 1o EPA findings on aquatic impects of once-through cooling system, LBP-82-43A. 15 NRC
1466 (1982)
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Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), LBP-74-36, 7 AEC 877, §78-79
(1974)
reliance. :;l'lscm”z on federal court decisions interpreting summary judgment rule, LBP-82-17,
15 NR (1982)
Public Service Co. of New et al. (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), ALAB- 366, 5 NRC 39,
aiT'd with modification, CLI-7 -l.!NlC 503 (1977)
Jurisdiction of an operating license board over suthorized, ongoing construction, ALAB-674, 17 NRC
1103 (1982)
MWQ.JNQ-Mv.NIC.”IF.UTI(IQC‘I. 1978)
breadth of Commission suthority to regulate nuclear activities; DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1360 (1982)

Public Service Co of Oklshoma ( Fox S ~tion), ALAB-573, 10 NRC 775, 804 (1978)
oﬂmumdmm.. ~f reopening licensing proceeding. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1219 (1982)

criteris for reapening & record, LBP-82-46, |5 NRC 1535 (1982)
reopening record on basis of offshore earthquake swarm, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 184 (1982)
chs-mnCo of Oklaboma (Black Fox Swution Units | & 2), CLI-80-31, 12 NRC 264, 277 (1980)

bur of contentions long-term bealth effects of radiation; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 576 (1982).
BP-82-4)A, 15 NRC 1415 (Ikl)

Public Service Co. of Oklaboma (Biack Fox Station), CLI-80-8, 11 NRC 43) (1980)
considerstion of effects of beyond-design-basis accidents; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 576 (1982)
requirements for admission of “serious accident™ contention, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 583-584 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Oklaboma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-397, 5 NRC 1143, 1145 (1977)
admission of s party lacking starding to intervene, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 206 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Okiab-ma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), LBP-78-28, 8 NRC 281, 282 (197%)
extent of reliance by & fegeral agency on a State agency's EIS; LBP-B2-43A, 15 NRC 1465 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Oklaboma (Black Fox Units | and 2), ALAB-397, § NRC 1143, 1150 (1977)
residency requirements for intervention of L LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 143, 1447, 1448 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Oklaboma, et al. (Black Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-397, 5§ NRC 1143,
1144-45 (1977)
standing concepts 10 be applied in determining whetber 1o admit tardy petitioner for intervention,
LBP-82.4, 15 NRC 204 (1982)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, et al (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-505, 8 NRC 527, 532
(1978)
lack of candor by Staff, LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 735 (1982)
Public Service Electric and Gas Co. (Hope Creek Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-394, § NRC
769 (1977)
treatment of unbriefed issues as waived, ALAB-664, |5 NRC 20 (1982)
Public S-;vm’ﬁham and Gas Co. (Hope Creek Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-429, 6 NRC
229, 237 (1977)
licensing board obligation 1o explain its reasons for finding that & witness doss not qualify as an expert;
ALAB-669 15 NRC 474 (1982)
P::l.ncw” Electric and Gas Co,, et al. (Hope Croek Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-429, 6
229 (1977;
genuine issue of fact found concerning safety of plant and expanded spent fuel pool from wircraft crashes,
LBP-82.8, 15 NRC 330 (1982)
Public Service Electric and Gas Co (Salem Nuclear Generating Station), ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43, 68-69
(198))
spent fuel caretaking contention rejected as attack on rulemaking, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 579 (1982)
Public %ﬂl Electric and Gas Co (Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-S88, 11 NRC 533,
536 (1980)
hfiu!-:.my invoking interlocutory review via directad certification; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1110, 1112,
113 (i982)
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Vu:nu Yankee Nuclear Power Corp (Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station). ALAB-%6, 4 AEC 930
(I 72)
rgument opposing dismissal of ATWS contention because of proposed rulemaking, LBP-82-1A. 15 NRC
CS (1982)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp (Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station), ALAB-211, 7 AEC 982,
"4 (197
o compelling reason found for certification, LBP-82-2), 15 NRC 650 (1982)
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Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. (Vermont Yankee Nuciear Power Station), ALAB-138, 6 AEC 520,
$32 (197))
status of NRC Staff in sdjedicatory proceedings; CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1370 (1982)
Vermont Yankee Nuciear Power Corp. (Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station), ALAB-138, 6 AEC 520,
533, 06 (1973)
of parties 10 notify Board of material changes in evidence, ALAB-677, 15 NRC 1393, 1394
(1982)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power . (Vermont Yankee Station), ALAB-138, 6 AEC 520, 523 (197))
criteria for reopening & record; LBP-82-46, 15 NRC 1535 (1982)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v NRDC 435 US. 519 (1978)
basis for contention disposal of radicactive wastes POBSS SETIOUS CONCErnS O INLETVenors,
LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 349, 351 (1982)
hearing req-.irements for matenals hicense amendment cases. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 253 (1982)
Vermont Yankee Nuciear Power Corp. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. 435 US 519, at 543, 98
S Cu 1197, at 211, 55 L Ed 2d 4601 (1978)
ing representations from Staff constitute good cause for late filing. LBP-82-24, 15 NRC .58
(1982)

Nucm-quuwwp&mum;auuu
NRC 415 (1982)
Village of Arlington Heights v. Metropolitan Housing Development Corp., 429 US. 252, 261 (1977)
necessity of establish link between “injury in fact” and challenged action, to attain standing.
LBP-B243A, 15 NRC 1443 (1982)
VWM.MQ(MA-N“MMU&ICZ).AMML.NICIAS
(1w
cmﬂ““h“homﬂhnmmdwﬁdm
wsue, LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 613 (1982)
Board responsibility to resolve safety issues not in controversy, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1557 (1982)
ssuance of low-power license 1o resolution of all safety issues; LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 198 (1982)
Virginia Electric & Power Co. ( Anna Power Station, Units | & 2), CLI-76-22, 4 NRC 480, 486,
487, 489-9] (1976), alf'd, 571 F.2d 1289 (#b Cir. 1978)
. d”!:h term “material false statement™, CLI-82-1, 15 NRC 226, 228 (1982); DD-82-6, 15 NRC
1764 (1982)
v %Mh&.(MMN“MMMIMILMIW.HNlC
451, &85 () )
Board obligation 1o follow Commission precedient. LBP-82.2), 15 NRC 650 (1982)
V;m H’MMC&(MMN-GN Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-522, 9 NRC
, 36, 57 (1979)
demonstration d"nrk proximity to scquire standing (o intervene; LBP-82-4, |5 NRC 204 (1982);
LBP-S243A, 15 NRC 1433, 1448 (1982)
vzsh'l’l'umﬂhumﬂh—ﬂumhmu-uluil).AlAD”CJNIC
(1979)
basis for representational stunding of an organization; LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 735 (1982)
V" '“Duvk’ n.-inMCo (North Anns Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-584, 11 NRC
1, 453, 463 (1980)
ml.”‘ "ﬂl- of summary disposition procedure; LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 302 (1982); LBP-82-17, 15 NRT
(1982)
v.;::-m.un—c« (North Anns Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-342, 4 NRC 98 105
(1976)
scceptance of matenal tions of intervention petition as true; ALAB-670, |5 NRC 500 (1982)
Virginia Electric and Power (North Anns Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-36), 4 NRC 631
(1976), following deferral, ALAB-342, 4 NRC 98 (1976)

discretionary intervention where ‘s interest i outside the zone of interests encompassed by the
Atomic Act; ALAB-670, 15 NRC 503 (1982)
Virginia Electric Co. (North Anna, Units | and 2), ALAB-289, 2 NRC 395, 399 (1979)

proection of late intervention petitioner's interests; LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 202 (1982)
Vrp.n;lhanculMCo(MNWMSG_U&I»‘I).CUM.HNICQQ
( )
c.r.mu,wwmm-——gmm. 1S NRC 20
(1982)
Virginia Petroleum Jobbers Am'n v Feders! Power Commission, 259 F.2d 921, 925 (1958)
criteria for determining whether 1o grant & stay pending appeal. ALAB-673, 15 NRC 691 (1982)
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Walker Trucking Co., | AEC 55 (1958)
precedent for holding adjudicatory bearings in materials license amendment cases, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 272
(1982)
Warth v Seidin, 422 US 490, 499 (1975)
intervention when “injury in fact™ requirement is shared equally by large ¢ s of citizens; LBP-82-4)A,
1S NRC 1432 (1992)
standing of an organization to intervene, LBP.82-24, 15 NRC 658 (1982)
Warth v Saidin, 422 US 490, 501 (1975)
scceptance of material allegations of intervention petition as true, ALAB-670, |5 NRC 500 (1982)
Warth v Seldin, 422 US 490, 511 (1976) . S i L o
requirements for an organization 10 have standing. LBP-82-43A, | C 1437 (1982)
Washington Public Power Supply System (WPPSS Nuclear Project Nos. 3 and §), CLI-77-11, $ NRC 719,
723 (19M)
application of exemption option of §50. 12, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 3180 (1982)
Westinghouse Electric Corp. (Export to South Korea), CLI-80-30, 12 NRC 253, 258 (1980)
residency requirements for intervention of righ*, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1432, 1434 (1982)
Westinghouse Electric Corporation v. United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 555 F.2d 82, §8-92
(1977)
Commission authority to release proprietary inrformation. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1314-1316 (1982)
Weyerhauser Steamship Co v United States, 372 US 997, 80001, 83 S.Ci 926, 10 L.EG.3d | (i963)
application of ejustem generis rule of statutory construction to peychological stress issue; CLI-82-6, 15
NRC 41) (1982)
Whitehurst v Wright, 592 F 2d 834, 838 (5th Cir 1979)
exception 1o rule that bias by presiding officer must be extra-judicial not warranted; CLI-82-9, 15 NRC
1366 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co (Koshkonong Nuclear Plant), CLI."*-45, § AEC 928 (1974)
requirement for filing contentions before first prebearing conference; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC $71 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Koshkonong Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2) CLI-74-45, 8 AEC 928, 930

(1974)
mdeMdmhwnwdm.nwmmm.
LBP-82-4)A, 15 NRC 1470 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit 2), ALAB-78, § AEC 319, 132-31 (1972)
type of evidence calling for expert sponsorship. ALAB-669, 13 NRC 477 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), LBP-§1-45, 14 NRC 85} (1981)
st 860
basis for motion 10 compel discovery on performance of plugged steam generator tubes, LBP-82-33 15
NRC 883 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017
(198)
relevance of reactor vessel embritlement 10 steam generator tubesleeving. LBP-82-13, 15 NRC #90
(1o
Wisconsin Essctric Power Co (Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), LBP-82-10, 15 NRC 3|, S48
(1992)
allegations of construction deficiencies as basis for motion for continuance, LBP-82-13, 15 NRC $28
(1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co (Point Beach Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 623
(1982)
for purposes of subsequent motions, contention on steam generator tubesloeving restricted, LBP-82.33 15
NRC 893 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach, Unit 1), CLI-80-38, 12 NRC 547 (1980)
conditions that cculd be imposed on construction sctivities under & modification order. LBP-82-35, 1§
NRC 1066 (1982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co (Point Beach, Unit 2). RAL-73-1, p6 [CL1. 734, 6 AEC 6 (197))
post-hearing resolution of msues. LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1578 (i982)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co., et al (Point Beach Nuciear Plant, Usit 2), ALAB- 137, 6 AEC 491, 513 and
Sl 19y
limitations on Board's sus sponte suthority 10 consicer conflidenuality issues. LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 284
(1982)
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Wisconsin Electric Power Co., ot al. (Poin: Beach Nuclear Plant, Unit 2), LBP-73-9, 6 AEC 152, 155, 164

and 167 (197))
limitations on Board's sua sponte authority to consider confidentiality issues, LBP-22-6, 15 NRC 284

(1982)
Wisconsin Public Service Corporstion (Kewaunee Nuclear Power Plant), LBF 78-24, 8 NRC 78 (1978)
misieading representations from Staff constitute good cause for late filing; LBP-82.24, 15 NRC 658

(1982)
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I0CFR |
requirement for hearing on materials license amendment, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 245 (1982)
ICCFR 2
bicensing board not bound by provisions of, with regard to admission and formulation of contentions
LBP-E2-12A, 15 NRC 518 (1982)
requirement for notice of materials hoenses, LBP-42-24, 15 NRC 656 (1982)
10CFR 2100
amendment 1o materials license issued by authority of NRC Swaff. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 235 (1982)
10 CFR 2.101(a (%)
submission of antitrust information in construction permit application; CLI-82.5 15 NRC 5 (1942)
10 CFR 2,102
granting of formal hearings on materials license amendments; CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 246, 248 (1982)
NRC junsdiction to entertain intervention petitioner's motion 1o be allowed to observe emergency planning
exercises. LBP-82-12A. 15 NRC 517 (1982)
10 CFR 2.102(d)(})
apphcability of, to intervenion on by-product mate: als license renewal. LBP-82.24. 15 NRC 656 657
(1982)
I0CFR 210}
amendment 1o materials license sued by authority of NRC Staff, CLI-82-2. 15 NRC 235 (1982)
apphcation of 2.714 provisions for timeliness of intervention 10 materials licenses issued pursuant to
LBP-B2.24, 15 NRC 657 (1982)
10 CFR 2104
spplicability of 1o intervention on by-product materials license renewsl. LBP-82.24 1§ NRC 657 (1982)
Commussior interpretation of the phrase “required by the Act™, CLI-82-2. 15 NRC 245 (1982)
intervenor not afforded & right 1o formal hearing in materials licesse amendment case: CLI-82-2. 15 NR(
242, 244246 (1982)
heensees question heensing board’s jurisdiction (10 entertain intervention petitioner s motion 10 observe
emergency planning exercises. LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 517 (1982)
petition by imeresied person seeks formal adjudicatory bearing on materials license amendment, CLI-82.2
IS NRC 234,241 (1982
10 CFR 2.104(b)(1)
consideration of applicant's financial qualifications in & construction permut proceeding. ALAB-67], 15
NRC 510 (1982)
10 CFR 2 104(¢c)())
standard apphed in decyding whether to stay low power operstion pending appeal. ALAB-673, 15 NR(
698 (1982)
10 CFR 2105
apphicability of, to intervention on by-product materials license renewal. LBP-82.24. 18 NRC 657 (1982)
Commission duties in imsuing notice of hearing. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 246 (1982)
function of notice of proposed action; LBP-82-43A. 15 NRC 1477 (1982)
intervenor not afforded « right 1o formal hearing in materials license amendment case. CL1-82-2. 15 NR(
240, J44.2486 (1982)
petition by interested person seeks formal adjudicatory bean g on materials hicense amendment. CLI-82.2
15 NRC 24 (1982)
10 CFR 2 105(a)(4)
application of 2.714 provisons for timeliness of intervention in materials license renewsl LBP-87.24. 1%
NRC 657 (1982)
occasons for which Commussion ssues & notice of opportunity for bearing, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 245 (1982)
10 CFR 2 105e
Commission duty 10 issue notice of hearing. CLI-82-2. 15 NRC 246 (1982)
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10 CFR 2.10%s)
awarding of attorney’s foes and expennes, LBP-82.29, 15 NRC 767 (1982)
wdwwwwna 15 NRC 405 (1982)
2109
effect of dwmissal of proceeding without where statute of imitations on filing extension for
construction permit has rua, LBP-82-29, iS5 NRC 767 (1982)
effact of timely request for construction permit extension on life of existing permit, LBP-8241, 15 NRC

1297 (1982)
10 CFR 2201
enforcement sancuions for maierial false statements in construction permit extension proceeding. DD-82-6,
15 NRC 1766 (1982)
10 CFR 2202
of, to intervention on materials license renewsl; LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 657 (1982)
sanctions for material stalements in construction permit extension proceeding. DD-82-6,

15 NRC 1766 (1982)
right of licensee 10 & hearing prior 10 effectivencss of license amendment; LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1079

enforcement sanctions for materis| false statements in construction permit extension proceeding. DD-82-6,
15 NRC 1766 (1982)
10 CFR 2.205(b)
,cvﬂ:“dﬂl penalty prior 1o ‘ormal order imposing. DD-824, 15 NRC 1359 (1982)
e~ 2 e)
m‘.ﬁt of, 10 intervention on by-product materials license renewal, LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 657 (1982)
10 1 i)
ition of monies from civil penalties. DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1361 (1982)
ﬂmdhmMNlC‘lNhn-nh-ﬂ-*w-nAl.I!NIC 129
(198?)
consiveration of construction impacts during opersting license stage, LBP 82434, 15 NRC 1480 (1982)
critique of Stafl environmental assesament of radicactive waste storage plan; ALAB-664, 15 NRC 18, 20
(1982)
wdmwuudmﬁu“dm&m
DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1761 (1982)
denial of petition 10 suspend construction, LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1297 (1982)
denial of petition 10 suspend operations because of lack of full core offioad capacity, DD-82-5, |5 NRC

1757 (1982)

denial of request to halt construction at Byron facility; ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1406 (1982)

u--: petitioner’s right 10 intervene on by-product matenals license renewal, LBP-82-24, 15 NRC
655 (1982)

forum for sdvancing concerns about construction permit extension, LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1298, 1302-130)
(1982)

forum in which redrafted core catcher contention could be preseated. LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 352 (1982)

petition shutdown of all reactors potentially subject to pressurized thermal shock, denial of;

DD-82-1, 15 NRC 667 (1982)
petition requesting suspensic) of license amendments authorizing steam generstor repairs, DD-82-2, 15§
NRC 13431347 (1982)

petition requesting use of civil penalty monies for conservation /weatberization progran demied, DD-87-4,
15 NRC 13591362 (1982)

petitions for halting sutborized construction; ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1103-1104 (1982)

—-:.,uwa-.-nmp—u-u-mw-n-n. 15 NRC %)
(1982)

support of request 10 balt construction st Byron facility cited as basis for Board's beliel that dismissed
intervenor could contribute 1o related proceeding. ALAB-678, 1S NRC 1419 (1982)

type of action embraced by, DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1360 (1982)
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10 CFR 2208(s)

forwm s which intervenor should stiempt to halt construction pending resolution of electromagnetic pulses
contention. ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1103 (1982)
m-mu—mhm*m—mmmumuuuc
1478, 1482 (1992)

10 CFR 2.208(h)

institution of proceeding for materials license renewsl. LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 658 (1982)

10 CFR 2 208(c)
”d“%&“"i.ﬁym“m”&mm-l.
1S NRC 1358 (1982)

review of decision denying petition for suspension of license amendments, DI-82-2, 15 NRC 1347 (1982)
review of denial of petition use of civil penalty monies for conservation/ weatherization
program, DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1362 (1982)

review of Director's asnial of petition 1o suspend operstions, DD-42-5, 13 NRC 1760 (1982)

10 CFR 2, Subpant G
mun-:m-vz-noh--wbmum' under
license, LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1080 (1982)

10 CFR 2.700
applicahility of Subpart G 10 intervention an by-product materials hoense renewsl | RPR2.24 1§ NRC
657 (1982)
formal bearing on materials license amendment not required by regulations. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 246, 2%
(1982)
10 CFR 2701
criteria for filing motions in operating license procesdings. ALAB-666, 15 NRC 279 (1982)
10 CFR 2 704(c)
disqualification of appeal board panel member by co-panclists. ALAB-672, 15 NRC 684 (1982)
referral of motion for disqualification of licensing board panel member 10 appeal board, ALAB672, 15
NRC 679, 683685 (1982)
referral, 10 appeal board, of motion for recusal of licensing board member, CLI-82.9, 15 NRC 1364
(1982)
support of motion for disqualification of licensing bourd panel member, ALAB-672, 15 NRC 678, 680

monetary awards as sanctions for violations of discovery, LBP- 8247, 15 NRC 1547, 1548 (1982)
mnm,&- failure 1o comply with discovery, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1409 (1982)

10CFR 2

O?F.l‘“?‘ formal hearings on materials livense as.ondments, CLI-82.2, 15 NRC 246, 248 (1982)

| PRALY
answers (o interrogatories. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1403 (1982)

WCFR 2T
eriteris 10 be met for extension of time for discovery, LBP-82-18, |5 NRC 599 (1982)

10 CFR 271 b)
n"r‘-nunu of individuals by & person who s not an sttorney, LBP-82.25 15 NRC 726 (1982)

10c 2714

admission and cossolidation of intervenors, and designation of lead intervenor, LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 729,
731 (1982)

M’puu- for intervention meets requirement for ot least one litgable contention, LBP-82.25, 15
NRC 737 (1982)

amendmen! of regarding expansion or amendment of admitted costentions. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1'%
(1982)

board designated 1o determine \f beaning requirements for intervention on by-product materials hoense
renews! have been met, LBP.82-24, 15 NRC 654655 (1982)

contention requirement for standing. LBP-B2-4JA, 15 NRC 1432, 1433 (1982)

demonstration of geographical prosimity 1o sogquire standing 1o intervene, LBP.82.4, 15 NRC 204 (1982)

Mlﬁuuﬂywhm_mmbwhdﬂum. LBP-82-1,
3] C M4l (1982)

fatiure of intervention petitioner to exercise due diligence in apprising himsel! of proposed amendment,
LBP-82-4 |5 NRC 201 (1982)

failure of Staff and Applicant 10 support disagreement with intervention petitions, LBP-82.41A 15 NRC
1431 (1982)
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River; LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 858 (1982)

conditionally upon submission of & more specific basis for its contention, LBP-82-25,
15 NRC 730, 740 (1982)

& New York City civic association; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 732 (1982)

not-for-profit organization whose members live within 50 miles of facility; LBP-82.25, 1§

voluntary unincorporaied association of area residents; LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 731 (1982)
case; CLIB2-2, 15 NRC 272 (1982)
n investigative LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 717718 (1982)
an interested state and as an intervenor; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 722.723 (1982)
by Rockland Couniy amended 1o request s interested state in
. LBP-82:25, 15 NRC 721 (1982)
mm 'mmu--mumymmu.u
(1982)
discretionary authority regarding sdmusioc and formulation of contentions
<25, 13 NRC 739 (1982)
requirements for raising issues of compliance with NRC regulations, LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 607 (1982)
Whmmmm“—uummumunc
1512 (1982)
requirements not met for intervention on materials license remewal, LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 659 (1982)
wope of participation by interested municipality admitied after ume for filing petitions o intervene;
LBP-82-44, |5 NRC 1524 (1982)
standard for granting intervention; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 568 (1942)
standards required for revised contentions. ALAB-664, 15 NRC 12, 16 (1982)
tests for standing 1o intervene as of right, LBP-82.26, 15 NRC 74) (1982)
wnti intervention by an agency alresdy participating as an interested party, LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 724

!
|

sl
5'
I

(1982)
untimely sdmitied as pro se intervenor. LBP.82-25, 15 NRC 726 (1982)
10 CFR 2714(0)
facton of discretionary intervention; ALAB-670, 15 NRC 499 (1982);

considered in the grant
LBPB2AA, 15 NRC 1425 (1982)
late filing of intervention peiition; ALAB-664, 15 NRC 18 (1982)
petitioner’s burden under; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 511 (1982)
rejoction of untimely intervention petition based on five-factor test; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 509, 514 (1982)
significance of five criteria for late Mlings; LBP-82-50 15 NRC 1751 (1982)
" of specificity requirement for contentions. LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 187 (1982)
10 C# 27140 1)

admission of late-filed, restated hvdrogen control contention, LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 563 (1982),
ALAB-67S, 15 NRC 1108, 1109, 1110, 111) (1982)
lu.!:r.l n.:;“ by late intervention petit w, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 201 (1982); LBP-82-31, 1S NRC
(1982)
factors 10 be considered for discretionary intervention. LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 720 (1982)
five-factor test applied 10 late intervention petition, LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 725 (1982)
intervenor tod 10 raise new issues without regard for the requirements of, LBP-82.19A, 15 NRC

Justification for fling antitrust intervention petition seven years late. ALAB-665, |5 NRC 27-28 (1982)
requirement for filing timely intervention petition. LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 656 (1982)
specificity of contentions and available information. LBP-82-50, 1S NRC 1747, 1753, 1754 (1982)
termination of laxity in sdmission of late-filed contentions. LEP-82-10, 15 NRC 346 (1982)
treatment of correspondence as late petition 10 intervene, LBP-82.46, 15 NRC 1535 (1982)
10 CFR 2714 )IND)
deciding whether good cause exists for late filing of contention; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1113 (1942)
10 CFR 27140001 Mi)(v)
Bosrd invitation to file late contentions restricted 1o thase wvalving previously unavailable SER and EIA,
LBPR2.198 15 NRC 630 (1982)
critersa for judging adequacy of revised contentions. LBP-82.16, |5 NRC 575 (1982)
good cause for late filing of contentions not given, LBP-82-198, 15 NRC 622 (1982)
untimely intervention by an agency already participating as an interested party, LBP-82.25 15 NRC 722
(1982)



LEGAL CTTATIONS INDEX

10 CPR 27180 K2)
content of petitions for intervention, LBP-82-43A. 15 NRC 1431 (1982)
10 CFR 17140a)(Y)
deadiine for amendment of petitions 10 intervene. LBP-82-26, 15 NRC 746 (1542); LBP-8243A, 15 NRC

1441 (1982)
10 CFR 2.714(b)
m,dmwmp.-u— CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 256 (1982)
of specificity standard 1o contentions. 50, 15 NRC 1753 (1982)

aﬂ-h.-u about radwmctive contamination of drinking water rejected for lack of

specificity, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 588 (1982)

contention requirement for standing 10 intervene; LBP-82.43A, 15 NRC 1432 (1982)

dismissal of intervention petitions in advance of ume provided by regulation, LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1431
(1982)

factors 10 be considered in granting discretionary tervention, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1435 (1982)

filing contentions based on documents not yet available, LBP-82- 16 15 NRC $72, 574 (1982)

filing suppiemenu to contentions prior o prebearing conference. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1750, 1751
(1982)

for admissibility, contestion required to fall within scope set forth in published notice; LBP-82-4, 15 NRC
206 (1982)

nterpretation of Board ruling on specificity T—hmmm——q
planning contention. LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 876477

purpose and scope of specificity requirement for contentions; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 570, 571 (1982)

rejection of contention for lack of specificity, LBP-82.3 15 NRC 186 (1982)

requirement for filing supplement 10 petition to intervene; LBP-82-26, 15 NRC 746 (1982)

tume for on intervention petitions, ALAB-664, |5 NRC 16 (1982)

10 CFR 2.714(d
factors considered in the grant of interventior . ALAB-670, 15 NRC 499 (1982)
five-factor test for nontimely intervention; 824, 15 NRC 201, 205 (1982)

10 CFR 2714(N

admission of prisoners as consolidated party to proceeding. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1447 (1982)
participation by organization lim.led (o issues related to supplementary cooling water system,
LBP-8240A, 15 NRC 1440 (1982)
10 CFR 2714e
appeal from rejection of tardy intervention ALAB-671, 15 NRC 509 (1982)
sppeal of denial of request for hearing; -82-36, 15 NRC 1092 (1982)
mli*hn&;m!«“-oﬂnuhmnﬂ“ LBP-82-41,
IS NRC 1306 (1982)
M.Nl hm’n to conientions dealing with devistions from Regulstory Guides; LBP-8243A, !5
C 1497 () )
deadlines for filing appeals and supporting briefs. limitations on appeals; LBP-82-33A, 15 NRC 1521
(1982)
10 CFR 2.714a(c)
p-F\‘m of Board order appealable; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 912 (1982)
I0CFR 2718
late intervention petitioner's request for limited appearance statement granted, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 202
(1982)
10 CFR 2.71%4s)
1.206 petition for suspension of license amendments by non-intervenor; DD-82-2, 15 NRC 1346 (1982)
petitions to make limited appearance statements, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1430 (1982)
protection of late intervention petiioner's interests, LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 202 (1982)
10 CFR 2.7158¢c)
admission of County of Westchester as interested state ie investigative proceeding. LBP-82-25, 15 NRC
722 (1982)
of interested state and local governments. LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 155) (1982)
ﬁmdmhmmuwbmanmmmm-lzu 15 NRC
18719, 72)(l’|2)
mcd1 te of California and California Public Utilities Commission 10 seismic bearing; LBP-82-3,
IS NRC 71 (1982)
admission of the Council of the City of New York to participate as an “interested state in investigative
proceeding. LBP-82-25, 1% NlC 719721 (1982)
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of petitions 1o participats as interested siates to indicate party's designated representative,
LBPAZ-2S, 15 NRC 719722 (1982)
definition of “interested stste™, LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 718 (1982)
indicaiing sebject matter on which #n interestod state wishes 10 participate, LBP 32-25, 15 NRC 723
(1982)
mm-wdw“-uq.m.ﬁmlumu
investigative preseeding. LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 717, 718, 740 (1982)
participation as an interested state and as an intervenor, LBP-82-25, |5 NRC 722-723 (1982)
pei acipation as wr-—ul representatives. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1456 (1982)
tion by member of county legislature a1 a representative of an interested municipality.
LBP82.29, 15 NRC 725-726 (1982)
tion by New Jersey as interested state in Noating nuclear plant manufacturing license proceeding.
LOP-82-49, 15 NRC 168 (1982)
participation by State of Pennsylvania in reopened restart procesding. LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 926 (1982)
petition for ip:-vention b> Rockland County amended to request participalion as interested state in
invesiigative proceeding: LBP-82-25, 1S NRC 721.722 (19%2)
petition of State of South Carcling 10 intervene gransted, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 569 (1982)
right of County 10 participaie as full intervenor and interested governmental agency. LBP-82-19, |5 NRC
617 (1982)
scope of participation by interested mumcipality sdsutied after time for filing petitions to intervene,
LBP-82-44, 1S NRC 15231525 (1982)
untimely intervention by an agency already participating &s an interested party; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 724
(1982)
Village of Buchanan admitted as isterested municipality, LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 725 (1982)
IC CFR 2.717(s)
commencement of Board's jurisdiction over & proposed action; LBP-E2-43A, 1) NRC 1477 (1982)
10 CFR 2717(b)
suthonty of licensing board 1o take actions with respect to licensee who is party to pending proceeding.
LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1082, 1084, 1085 (1982)
I0CFR 2718
sdmission of contention that is the subject of rulemaking; LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
considerations for allowing late-filed contentions, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 572 (1982)
mlm:. trustworthinoss of intervenors to receive documents under protective order, LBP-82-2,
15 NRC 53 (1982)
wmlzvuum‘mmnmawdm‘mm—m
public; LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 355 (1982)
licensing board's jurisdiction 1o entertain intervention petilioner’s motion 1o observe emergency planning
exercises, LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 517 (1982)
licensing ooard sutiority to sdmit hydrogen control contention, ALA - 1109 (1982)
objections 10 interrogatories or document requests. ALAB-678, 15 NRC .., 1414 (1982)
sanctions for failur to comply with discovery. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1409 (1982)
sua sponte considerstion of confidentiality issues. LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 288 (1982)
10 CFR 2.718(e)
licensing board autborily 1o entertain intervention petitioner's motion 10 be aliowed to obeserve emergency
planning exe:cises, LBP-82-12A, IS NRC 518 (1982)
10 CFR 2718(1)
Board authority 1o revise order of contentions; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 592 (1982)
Board order admitting contertions and setting discovery and bearing schedules subject to interlocutory
review, LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 912 (1982)
denial of licensee's request for certification of order permi intervention petitioner’s
observe emergency planning exercises at licensee's plant; LBP-82-12B, 15 NRC 526 (1982)
distinction between the torms “certify”™ and “refer™, LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1754 (1982,
board's power to certify issues to Commussion; LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 650 (1982)
motion for interlocutory review, via directed cerufication, of a portion of a licensing board order;
ALAB-675, 1S NRC 1107 (1982)
10 CFR 2.720(s)
denial of subpoena request, for lack of evidence; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 479 (1982)
m&m that discovery be relevant (o some contention not met, LBP-82-22, 15 NRC 646 (1982)
10 CFR 2.7204d)
payment of fees for subpoenas and deponents; LBP-82-47, 15 NRC 1544 (1982)
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10 CFR 2720000 2)0)

criteris for
10 CFR 272000 )(2)1)
on by SGiT w discovery request, LBP-B2.31, 15 NRC 863 (1942)

0CFR 27
interpretazion of the term “presiding officer™, ALAB-672, |5 NRC 684 (1982)
10CFR 2722
functions of Special Master. LBP-82- 348, 15 NRC 924 (1982)
10 CFR 27%
objections 10 interrogatories or document requests. ALAB-678 15 NRC 1405, 14:4 (1982)
10 CFR 273Kb)
criteria for filing motions in operating license procesdings, ALAB-666, |5 NRC 279 (1942)
10 CFR 2.730¢)
replies 10 anawers 10 interrogatories, ALAB-678, |5 NRC 14051406 (1982)
10 CFR 2.730(1)
distinction between the terms “certify” and “refer”. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1754 (1982)
licenses. s request for referral of order permitling intervention petitioner's representatives (o observe
emergency planning exercises of licensee s piant . LEP.82-128, 15 NRC 326 (1982)
motions 10 refer rulings granted, LBP-82.50, 15 NRC 1755 (1982)
10 CFR 2 730(h)
limitations on discovery, LBP.82.25 15 NRC 74C (1982)
10CFR 273}
wse of experts as witnesses and interrogators. ALAB-66%, 15 NRC 475 (1982)
10 CFR 2740
discovery by & persor not & party 10 & procesding. LBP-82-2, 15 NR_ 52 (1582)
ions 10 interrogatories or document requests. ALAB-678, 1S NRC 1405, 1414 (1982)
sanctions for fa'lure to comply with discovery, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1409 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740(b)(1)
discovery considered adequate means for enlarging contention, LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 564 (1982)
interrogatories opposed as premature, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1410 (1982)
motion filed seeking suthorization for discovery by nonparty, LBP-82-2, 15 NRC 53 (1982)
requirement that discovery be relevant 1o & contention not met, LBP-82.22, 15 NRC 646 (1982)
P unﬁddmy. LBP-82.5, 1S NRC 212 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740(b)(1)and (2)
determining relevance of reactor pressure vessel embrittiement 1o steam generator tubesieeving project.
LBP-82 33, 1S NRC 890 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740(¢c)
protective order sought as sanction for premature termination of depositions. LBP-82.47, 15 NRC 1541

(1982)
10 CFR 2 740¢e)(})
continuing aature of interrogatonies. ALAB-678, 15 NRC (405 (1982)
10 CFR 27402742
discovery method other than interrogatones. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1406, 1411 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740u(d)
objections on questions of evidence at & deposition, LBP-82-47, 15 NRC 1545 (1982)
premature termination of depositions; LBP-82-47, |5 NRC 154) (982)
provedure for conducting & ton under NRC practice, L BP-82.47, |5 NRC 542, 1544 (1982)

NRC stall, ALAB-665, |5 NRC 478 (1982)

Mﬂn for examination and cross-examination during s deposition, LBP-82-47. 15 NRC 1543 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740a(g)
lack of proprietary interest in deposition, LBP-82-47, 15 NRC 1544 (1982)
10 CFR 2 740a(h)
payment of fees for subpoenas and deponents, LBP-82.47, 15 NRC 1544 (1982)
10 CFR 27400
objections 1o interrogatories or document requests. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1405, 1414 (1982)
10 CFR 27400(b)
«aswers 10 interrogatories, ALAB-67R, |5 NRC 140) (1982)
10 CFR 2741

licensee contends that intervention peititoner’s motion 1o be allowed to observe emergency planning
exercics o premature and lacks basis, LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC S18, 520 (1982)
objections 10 interrogatories or document requests, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1405, 1414 (1982)
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10 CFR 2.74M¢)
of hearsay evidence in NRC proceedings. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 477 (1982)
IOCFR 1744
for copies of EIS pertaining to demolition of buildings. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 265 (1982)

lo"“:Ml«) scosss 10 security plan; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 590 (,982)

'°mz--¢-u fact; LBP-82-14, 15 NRC $531-532, 535, 538, 540, 541, 543, 548, 551,
%E&rhm“d”hmmw-n 15
failure of intervenor 10 answer motion for sui. vy . LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 594, 597 (1982)

roasons for use of summary disposition procedures, 82-8, 15 NRC 302 (1982)

Mdm%pﬂh“mduﬂmw& 1S NRC
302 (1982)
use of summary procedures to save time. LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 596 (1982)
10 CFR 2.74%(s)
satement of material fact filed by applicant; LBP-82.17, 15 NRC 594 (1982)
10 CFR 2.749(b)
?ﬁlﬁydwn-ﬂ-hu—nm LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 302 (1982)
10 CFR 2751a

filing of contentions prior 1o prebearing conference. ALAB-664, 15 NRC 16 (1982)
purpose of prebearing conference; LBP-82-1€, 15 NRC 568 (1982)
reconsideration of rulings en contentions sought by spplicant, StafT, and inter-enory; LBP-82-50, 15 NRC
1746 (1982)
for delay in prebearing conference; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 569 (1982)
10 CFR 2.751a(d)
criteria for filing objections 1o admitted contentions; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 592 (1982)
deadline for filing request for reconsideration. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1521 (1982)
distinction between the terms “certify™ and “refer”, LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1754, 1755 (1982)
10 CFR 2752
fulfilling specificity requirement for contentions through discovery, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 575 (1982)
schedule for finsl prebearing conference; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 619 (1982)
10 CFR 2.752(¢c)
revision of prehearing conference order, making minor changes in contentions; LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 73
(1982)
10 CFR 2754
rights of interested municipality admitted after time for filing petiticr= to imtervene, LBP-82-44, 15 NRC
1524 (1982)
10 CFR 2.754(b)
treatment of contentions for which intervenor submits no proposed findings; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1568
(1982)
10 CFR 2.758 (1981)
denial of contention questioning environmenta! impacts of spent fuel transportation; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC
1511 (1982)
weiver of rule eliminating financial review from operating license proceedings. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC
1519 (1982)
10CFR 2758
challenge to regulations governing bydrogen control, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 464 (1982); ALAB-675, 15
NRC 1108 (1982)
eaception 10 rule barring need-for-power contentions; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 26 (1982)
method h:"‘um 10 change ten-mile feature of plume exposure pathway rule; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC
582 (1982)
varistions in rule governing size of plume EPZ, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1181 (1982)
10 CFR 2.758(a) and (b)
contention asking site-specific design for spent fuel shipping casks deemed a chalienge to regulations,
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1501 (1982)
10 CFR 2.758(a)-(d) (1981)
criteria for odtm:‘m of need-for-power contentions in operating license bearings. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC
1509, 1510 (1982)
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I0CFR 279
joint mer o8 1o terminate procesding. LBP-22.43. 15 NRC 1340 (1982)
Jurndict m of Board . roview settiement documents in antitrust proceeding. LBP-82-21, 15 NRC 641
(198
settlement of contested lcensing procesdings, LBP-82-38, |5 NRC 1145 (1982)
10 CFR 2780

effectiveneas of construction permii conditions, LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 1073 (1982)
effectiveness of order lerminating constrection permit extension proceeding. LBP-82-37, 15 NRC 1142
(1982)
10 CFR 2760(s)
limitations on Board jurisdiction in operating license proceecings. |.BP-82-30, |5 NF{ 773 (1982)
10 CFR 27608
Board sutbority 1o adopt important issues, LBP-B2-4)A 15 NRC 1454 (1982)
Board authority 10 raise sus sponte issue questioning compliance with 10 CFR 50, App. L, §I1LD;
LBP-8248, 15 NRC 1554, 1556 (1982)
confidentiality issues not within the scope of the sua sponte limitation, LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 333 (1982
isaues 10 be decided in an uperating license procesding, LRP-82-48, |5 NRC 1607 (1982)
limitations on Board's sus sponte authority concerning release of proprietary affidavit, LBP-82-5A, 13
NRC 220 (1982)
matiers that may be resolved by an opers license board, ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1103 (1982)
resirictions on licensing boards concerning ion of contentions, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 794, 851
(1982)
munymummmmw. 15 NRC 457 (1982,
10 CFR 2762
appeals of initial decision on emergency planning issues, LBP-82.39, 15 NRC 1291 (1982)
deadiines for appesl of order terminating construction permit extension proceeding. LBP-82-37, 15 NRC

1142 (1982)
rights of interested municipality admitted afier time for filing petitions to intervenc, LBP-82-44, 15 NRC
1524 (1982)
10 CFR 2.762(a)
necessity of reaching specific issue presented on . ALAB-669, 15 NRC 485 (1982)
nv.mlahﬁdumquu . 15 NRC 20 (1982)
10 CFR 2.762(s), (¢)
ma;mu struch for want of record support. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 48| (1982)
10 CFR 2.76)
scheduling of oral arguments when not requested by parties 10 ¢ proceeding. ALAB-666, 15 NRC 279
(1982)
10 CFR 2764

admission of contentions on TM|-related issues; LBP-82.19, 1S NRC 608 (1982)
conduct of immediate effoctiveness review, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 482 (1982)
? do;hcm.- of full-power license lified, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 458 (1982)
10 21764(n;
effectiveness of construction permit conditions, LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 107 (1982)
10 CFR 2.764(b)
authorization to amend construction permits, LBP-§2-35, 15 NRC 1072 (1982)
10 CFR 2764(N(2)
effectiveness of initial decision on emergency planning issues, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1291 (1982)
issuing stay of effectiveness of full-power license, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 482-483, 485, 486 (1982)
10 CFR 2.76440N)(ii)
criteria for intarpreting emergency planning regulstions, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1189 (1982)
10 CFR 2.7%0
intervenor alleges that applicant, Staff, and Commissioners engaged in ex parte communications in
violation of, LBP-82-22, 15 NRC 645 (1982)
10 CFR 2788
effectiveness of construction permit conditions; LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 1073 (1982)
review of order terminating construction permit extension proceeding. LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 1142 (1982)
10 CFR 2.785(b)(1)
mlumhuwymn-.mﬁnadmdhmdlmdammm
ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1107 (1982)
10 CFR 2 785(d)
standard for certifying issues to the Commission, LBP-§2-23, 15 NRC 650 (1982)
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10 CFR 178
mh“”d“mmmuﬂmm
LBP-82-37, 15 NRC 1142 (19%2)
effectiveness of construction permit conditions, LBP-§2-15, 15 NRC 1073 (1982)
mdw.uwdc—mc-—-.w.umcmunn
mdwwymwuhmm-“munc
1524 (1982)
10CFR 2788 :
dena! of hicensee's request for cortification of order intervention peutioner’s representatives 1o
observe emergency planning exercises &l boensee s plant, .82-128, 15 NRC 526 (1982)
mdmhu,dh—mmh—-h&dwﬁmlz—n.I!NIC
1384 (1982)
stay of effectivencss of initial decision on emergency planning issues; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1292 (1982)
10 CFR 2.788(b)
limitation on lengts of application for stay. LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 648 (1982)

10 CFR 2 788(e)
criteria for considering & stay of low-power iing Ycense; CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1384 (1982)
criteris for determining whether to grant & stay appeal. ALAB-673, 15 NRC 691 (1982)

criteria for mn stay of effectiveness of full-power license; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 452-48) (1982)
10 CFR 2.788(

proper forum for request for stay, LBP-§2-23, 15 NRC 630 (1982)
10 CFR 2790

amendment of, LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 285 (1982)

appropriately marking an affidavit for confidentiality. LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 220 (1982)

Commission precedents for release of proprietary nlyc-uu LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1318-1321 (1942)

mm.mumhmmmnmwummuuu

NRC 1336 (1982)

duty 1o state reasons for withbolding information from the public; LBP-8242, 15 NRC 1334 (1982)
importance of public’s right o know, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1128 (1982)

interpretation in parallel to Freedom of Information Act; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 287 (1982)

judicial precedent concerning validity of. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1313-1316 (1982)

protection of security plan, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 589 (1982)

records exempted from disclosure in NRC proceedings. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1311 (1982)

review of physical security plans by NRC staff, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 539 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(b)

Board authority 1o withhold information from the public. LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 355 (1982)

procedure for exenpting proprietary information from public inspection, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1311 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(b)( | }()

affidavits to sccompany request ‘or withhuiding documents from public disclosure; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC
1311 (1982)
stating basis for withholding proprietary information; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 285 (1982)
withholding of afMidavit supporting proprietary nature of otber documents. LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 219, 221
(1982)
10 CFR 2.790(b)(2}
balancing of protective concerns against public’s right 1o know; LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 221, 223 (19%2)
interpretation of affidavit requirement for stating basis for withholding proprietary documents, LBP-82-6,
15 NRC 285 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(b)(4)
content of staiement supporting request for withbolding documents from public disclosure; LBP-82-42, 15
NRC 1311-1312 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(b)(%)
belancing test governing release to the public of proprietary information, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1311-1313,
1317 (1982)
duty 10 state reasons for withbolding information from the public; LBP-82-42, |5 NRC 1135 (1982)
importance of public's right to know; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1325 (1982}
interpretation of the scope of, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1316-1322 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(¢c)
reason for making proprietary information public; LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1312 (1982)
10 CFR 2.790(e)

Board authority to rule on proposals of confidentiality; LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 1355 (1982)
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10 CFR 2802
forum for answering questions concerning calculations of radicactivity sccumulation in fish, LBP-82-8, 15
NRC 316 (1982)

petition for rulemaking o give lugal effect to asthorized telepbone communications, DIM82-2. 1S NRC
1044 (1902)
10 CFR 21.802(¢)
information 10 be included in petition for rulemaking. DD-82-2, 15 NRC 1344 (1982)
10 CFR 2.802(d)
criterw for using rulemaking as basis for suspension of Licens” amendments, DD-#2-2, 15 NRC
13451346 (1982)
10 CFR 2 802(1)
deadiine for submitting sdditional data 1o complete rulemaking petition, DD-82-2, 15 NRC 1345 (1982)
0CFR 2, m A, YN
adesquacy off Staf review of health, safety. and environmenta! findings pertaining to flosting nuciear
nis, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1662 (1982)
10 CFR 2, App A, VIN4)
standard for certifying issues 10 the Commission. LBP-82-2), 15 NRC 650 (1982)
10 CFR 2, App A, V(eI )(li)
consideration of applicant’s Maancial qualifications i & construction permit procesding. ALAB-671, 15
NRC 510 (19%2)
10 CFR 2, App. A, Vili(b)
Board suthority 1o raise sua sponte issue questioning compliance with 10 CFR 30, App 1, $11.D;
LBP-B2-48, 15 NRC 1554, 1607 (1982)
ibility for furnishing dosimeters for emergency workers, LBP-82.30, 15 NRC 799 (1982)
10CFR 2, App A, IX(e)
changing location of appellate arguments because of financiel hardship. ALAB-666, 15 NRC 280 (1982)
I0CFR 2, App B
admission :wm on TMI.reisted issues, LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 608 (1982)
forma! hearing requested on materials license amendment, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 244 (1982)
10 CFR 9 S(a)(4)
release of proprietary information 1o the public, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1117 (1982)
10 CFR 9 5(a)(6) and 96
release of names and «44-.a0s of temporary employses (o intervenors; LBP-82-33, 15 NRC 891 (1982)
10 CFR 20
challenges 10 cccupational dose limit values of, LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 863 (1982)
consideration of sccidental radioactive releases from spent fuel facility, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 536 (1982)
considerstion of genetic effects from radistion exposure at spent fuel storage facility, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC
540 (1942)
contention alleges radiation in excess of regulation will be emitted through expanded spent fuel pool wall,
LBP82.8, 1S NRC 318 (1982)
contention alleges inadequate control room acor 4 during and after radiation releases in excess of
requirements of, LBP-82.14, 15 NRC 55] 7 982)
contention alleges that consolidated Safety Analyms R inadequately describes risks and consequences
of radiosctive releases in excess of regulations. LBP.82-14, 15 NRC 512 (1982)
determining allowable radiation doses, LBP-82-43A. 15 NRC 1516 (1982)
limitations on terminology of, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 551 (1982)
ul;vouh”hal- conditioned for temporary onsite storage of thorium ore mill tailings, CL1-82-2, 15 NRC
270 (1982)
provisions for protection of workers from low-level radioactive wastes; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 830, 849
(1982)

radiation ex: limits for facility reentry following a radiological emergency; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC

1281 (1982)
mumumwmnnm.h-mmwuq-qdbduw“w
minimize. LBP-82-30, |5 NRC 789 (1982)

impact of Noating nuclear plant on swimerars and bosters; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1670, 1710
(1982)

radiological impact of releases from Moating nuclear plant on food chain, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1730
(1982)

intervenor alleges on-site storage of low-level radioactive waste violates standards of, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC
828 (19%2)
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RC WS (1982)

10 CFR 20 10%(s)
intervencr slleges on-site storage of low-level radicactive wasie violates standards of LBP-12.30, 15 NRC
28 (1942)
10 CFR 20 106(b)
mrdwmnmw.unc 18 (1982)
10 CFR 20 362
diaposal of licessed materials by incinerstion; ALAB-664, 15 NRC 18 (1982)
-rvymwdwmdmmunMCUJI—L 1. NRC 270
(1942)

10 CFR 20 308
wtc for incinerstion of low-level radicactive waste, ALAB-664, |5 NRC 18, 20 (1982)

10 CFR Az Tabie 11
rison of estimated routine radicactive releases from fNoating nuclear plant with, LBP-82-49 15
RC 1710 (1982)
10 CFR Y
ication for renewsl of by-product materials bicense granted, LBP-82.24, 15 NRC 654-655 (1982
10 332N
of application 1 construct incinerstion system for low-level radionctive waste, ALAE 664, 15 NRC

18 (1982)

10 CFR 3034

rules, tions, and staiules grant of buaring on by product ‘materials license renewal,

LBP.B2-24, 15 NRC 655 (1982)

10 CFR 3061

‘s right 10 intervene on by-product materials license renewsl, LBP-82-24, 15 NRC

655 (1982)

10 CFR &

considerations for granting amendments to materials licenses; CLI-82-2, 13 NRC 238 (1982)
WCFI d,plnury hearing sought on amendment 1o materials license, CL1-82-2, 15 NRC 234 (1982)
10 4032
mu— for granting amendments to materials licenses, CLI-82.2, 15 NRC 239 19%2)
10 C
consideration of plans for training spent fuel pool shipment escorts, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1511 (1982)
construction of system for incineration of low-leve! radicactive wastes, ALAB-664, 15 NRC 18 (1982)
exemption from requirements of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 364, 177 (1982)
proposal of §50 60 dealing with criteria for protection agsinst ATWS, LBP-E2-41A 15 NRC 1499 (1982)
-n:l.poi’o" risk assesament in review of opersling license application, LBP-82-4)A, 15 NRC 1489,
1491 (1982)
10CFR 5010
and limited work authorizations, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 378 (1982)
criteria for issuance of & limited work suthorization, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 36) (1982)
DOE request for exemption from, 1o conduct site tion activities for breeder reactor prior to
lssuance of construction permit, CLI-82.4, 15 NRC 362, 400 (1942)
factons consdered in snuu -unu to, CLI.82-4, 15 NRC 377, 401 (1982)
legislative history of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 376, 578 (1982)
of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 388 (1982)
10 CFR 30.10(¢). (e)
and limited work authorizations, CL1-82-4, 15 NRC 178, 179 (1982)
10 CFR 3012
alternative to exemption under; CLI-82-4, 1S NRC 173 (1982)
and limited work suthorizations, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 177.179 (1982)
application of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 373, 375, 376, 379-381 (1982)
changes in, 1o reflect NEPA, CLI-82.4, 15 NRC 377 (1982)
concerns about granting exemption, for breeder reactor, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 365 (1982)
considerstion of effect of delay in construction of breeder resctor on public interest, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC
384.390 (1942)
denial of reconsideration of DOE's petition for exemption under; CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1096-1097 (1982)
DOE request for exemption under, 1o conduct site Uon sctivities for breeder resctor prior 0
issuance of construction permit, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362, 364, 372, 398 (1982)
sxemption for breeder reactor aot in public interest, CLI-22-4, 15 NRC 371 (1982)
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Justification for requesting exemption under; CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 39:, 393-395 (1982)
legisiative history of, CLI-B2-4, 15 NRC 371, 373, 376, 178-179, 388389 (1982)
submiason of new roquest for permission 1o conduct site preparation sctvities for breader reactor.
CLIS28, 15 NRC 1097 (1982)
10 CFR %0 12(a)
and limeted work authorizations, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 378 37% (1982)
Mm-—l-dmmq.:hhm CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 377 (1982)
legisiative history of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 373, 176, 377379 (1982)
10 CFR 30 1 (b)
application of, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 379-38] (1982)
facton considered in deciding whether 10 permit construction prior (o isuance of construction permit,
CLIB24, 15 NRC 364, 173, 377, 382-384, 198, 401, 40) (1982)

legislative history of. CLI-82.4, 15 NRC 373, 179 (1982)
10 CFR 30.12(b)4)
consideration of costs n granting exemption to constrection permit, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 99 (1982)
10 CFR %0.1)
admissibility of electromagnetic pulse contention is opersting license proceeding. LBP-82-28, 15 NRC 760
(1982)
consideration of sccidents relating 1o weapons deployment for US. defense; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1500
(1982)
consideration of electromagnetic pulse contention in opersting license proceeding, ALAB-674, |$ NRC
1102 (1982)

pulse contention viewed as challenge 1o regulations; LBP-82-16, |5 NRC 588 (1982)
10 CFR %021

mmduﬂmndrq-_h'mcm’hﬂlcmw-ﬂl. 15
NRC 510 (1982)
exceptions 1o considering applicant's flinancial qualificatrons in & construction permit proceeding:
ALAB-671, 1S NRC 510 (1982)
10 CFR S0 22
to considering applicant’s financial qualifications in construction permit proceeding; ALAB-671,
15 NRC 510 (1982)
10 CFR 50 33(a)(%)
eligibility requiremen  for license renewal, LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 1012, 1020 (1982)
10 CFR 033D
elimination of financial review from operating license proceedings; LBP-82-4)A, 13 NRC 1510 (1982)
untimely intervention pei tioner alleges that applicant fails to demonstrate financial qualifications pursuant
w0, ALAB-671, 15 NRU 511 (1982)
10 CFR %0.3)(g)
government wnis for which opersting license applicant must submit emergency plans; LBP-82-39, 13
NRC 1211, 1224 (1982)
invalidation of radiological response plans, LBP-82.48 15 NRC 1655 (1982)
obligation o file Indiana radiological emergency response plan for Zimmer station; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC
1576, 1604 (1982)
size and configuration of EPZ, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1626 (1982)
10 CFR %033
antitrust information required by, CLI-82-5, 15 NRC 405 (1982)
10 CFR 50 34(a)(1)(9)
requirements 10 be met by applications for operating licenses; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1679, 1742 (1982)
10 CFR 30 }(a)(7)
requirement that certain construction activities be governed by & QA plan. LBP-82.15, 15 NRC 1072
(1982)
10 CFR 50.34(b)(1)
seimic update obligation imposed on opersting license applicants, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 73 (1982)
10 CFR 30 34(b)(6)(v)
standards and requirements for emergency plans. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 816 (1982)
10 CFR 50 34(1) (proposed)
admissibility of contentions on TM-related issues. LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 606 (1982)
conditions attached to license 1o manufacture MNoating nuclear plants, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1744 (1982)
guidance for complying with, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1688 (1982)
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10 CFR 50 34N M proposed )
determining whether conlention queslioning reacior upersior qualifications » an attack on rules,
LBP22.16, 15 NRC 578 (1982)
10 CFR 50 J4aia) and (b)
sdequacy of appication for hoense 1o manufacture Nasting nuclesr plants, LBP-2249 15 NRC 1702
(19%2)
I0CFR S0
smendment of, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1501-1502 (1982)
basis of standards for hydrogen control, ALAB-669 15 NRC 464 (1982)
besis of, and chalienges 10, standards for bydrogen control, ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1108 (1982)
changes in requirements of concerning hydroges control LBP-22-15 15 NRC 561 (1982)
generation of hydrogen exceeding desigs basis of. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 463 (1942)
reevaluation of standards of, ALAB-669, |5 NRC 460-46] (1982)
standards for hydrogen control. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 460 (1942)
waiver of application of standards of, 1o TMI-1, ALAB-669, 15 MRC 464 (1982)
10 CFR 50 44(c)())1), (i)
hydrogen mitiga’ion systems required for Limerick facility, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1502 (1982)
10 CFR 50 44¢d)())
contention alleges delay in operstion of hydrogen analyzers inappropriate in light of LBP-82-15, 15 NRC
562 (1982)
10 CFR 50 44(d)(2)
amount of hydrogen resulting from steam-cladding reaction. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 460 (1982)
10 CFR 50 46
request for demonstration that break in scram discharge volume system meets criteria of, LBP-B243A, 15
NRC 1504 (1982)
10 CFR S0 48(c)(1)
senario of a credible LOCA, ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1108 (1982)
10 CFR 047
adequacy of evacuation emergency plan questioned. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 816 (1982)
contention asking expansion of EPZ not & challenge to regulations. LBP-82.34, 15 NRC 904 (1982)
dismissal of contention as impermissible challenge 10; LBP-82-48 15 NRC 1575 (1982)
emergency planning contentions dismissed as chalienge to Commission regulations; LBP-82-19, 1. .RC
618 (1982)
genera! nature of emergency planning reguintions. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1748 (1982)
intent of emergency planning rule; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1171 (1982)
10 CFR 5047(a)
compliance with new emergency planning rule prior 1o operating license bearing. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1216 (1982)
NRC review of onsite emergency plans, LBP-82.), 15 NRC 195 (1982)
specificity requirements for emergency planning contentions where relevant documents are unavailable
LBP-82.16, 15 NRC 572 (1982)
10 CFR S0 47(a)())
contention questions adequacy of plans for evacuation and protection of populations within plume exposure
pathway EFZ, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1244, 1288 (1982)
contention questions compliance of emergency response planning with, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1280
(1982)
fulfillment of emergency planning requirements prior to wsuance of operating license, L 9P-82-48, 15
NRC 1577 (1982)
standard used in evaluating emergency plans for special groups. LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 1242 (1982)
10 CFR SO47(a)(1) and (2), 0]
determining the adequacy of off-site emergency plans; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 834 (19%2)
10 CFR S047(a2)
effect of FEMA findings on adequacy of offsite emergency plans; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1210, 1211 (1982)
necessity for medical arrangements for offsite public during radiological emergencies; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1199 (1982)
responsibility for assessing adequacy of applicants’ onsite emergency plans. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1275
(1982)
10 CFR 50.47(a), (b)
invalidation of radiological response plans, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1655 (1982)
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10 CFR 30 47(b)

sdmussion of contention alieging inadequate assurance that emergency [ .as for breeder resctor will meet
reguirements of, LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 872 (19%2)

applicant s emergency plans found 10 adequately address requirements of, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 785, 834
(1982

considerstion given o compliance of applicant’s emergency plan with NUREG-0654; LBP-82.39, 15 NRC
1191 (1982)

contention alleges emergency planning standards of not met; LBP-82-34, |5 NRC 900 (1982)
contention questions compliance of emergency response planaing with, LBP-82-39 15 NRC 1175, 1199
(1982

extent of emergency planning required at opersting license stage. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1748 (1982)
10 CFR 3047(b) n.}
list of documents sadressing critenia for emergency plans. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 816 (19%2)
10CEn sonmm
ions capability of principal emergency response organization. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1176,
lz‘H ll’ 1288 (l”ll
10 CFR !0‘1(5)“)-(“)
standards 10 be met by emergency plans, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1173 (1982)
10 CFR SO 47(b)(3)
mlri— sdequacy of Interim Emergency Operations Facility, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1176,
1287, 1 (1982)
10 CFR 30.47(b)(3), (5) and (6)
adequacy of personnel to pnmduumwhlqiadwhdpd
expansion, LBP-82-32, IS NRC (1982)
10 CFR S0 47(b)(%)
adequacy of siren warning system for San Onofre. LBP-82-46, 15 NRC 15321533 (1982)
communicating radiological emergencies with the pubiic; LBP-82.30, 15 NRC 816 (1982)
contention questions compliance of emergency notification procedures; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1176,
1177, 1204, 1258, 1262, 1265, 1271, 1288, 1289 (1982)
10 CFR 50 47(b)(6)
contention questions compliance of procedures for communication among emergency personnel,
LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1255, 1258, 1288 (1982)
prompt notification of radiological emergencies, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 816 (1982)
10 CFR 30 47(b)(6) and (7)
coniention alleges noncompliance of State emergency plan with; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 900 (1982)
10 CFR 50 47(b)(7)
contention mmﬂnmdMnthdeww&p&
with, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1176, 1262, 1265, 1289 (1982)
10 CFR SOC?(le)
contention questions adequacy of equipment of emergency response organizations. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1176, 1283, IIIS 1287, 1288, | (1982)
requirements for evacuation of people without cars in light of spent fuel pool expansion;
LBP-§2-32, 15 NRC 88) (1982)
10 TR S047(bXY)
v u v:zn‘nuu monitoning questioned in light of spent fuel pool expansion; LBP-82-32, 15 NRC
LLEN )
np:t;;m-”d oﬂ;u radiological monitoring equipment 1o meet standards of, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1251,
1 1253 (1982)
compliance of emergency plans for ingestion pathway area questioned, LBP-82.39, IS NRC 1211 (1982)
contention questions capabilities for assessing and monitoring offsite consequences of radiological
emergency, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1176, 1288 (1982)
exient of admission of contention on monitoring of farm products during radiological emergency;
LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1654 (1982)
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10)
contention questions adequacy of plans for evacuation and protection of populations within plume exposure
pathway EPZ, LBP-82-39, 1S NRC 1175, 1177, 1184, 1244, 1288 (1982)

development of protective actions for plume exposure plhny EPZ. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1749 (1982)
factors to be included in emergency rone plans; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 817 (1982)
10 CFR S0 47(b)(12)
contention compliance of srrangements for emergency medical services; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC
1176, 1 (1982)
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interpretavion of regulatory language governing emergency response plans. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1187,
1199 (1982)

standard st met for emergency plans for medical services; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1247 (1982)

10 CFR S047(b)(12)
contention questions sdequacy of plans for reentry and recovery foliowing radiological emergency.
LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1176, 1280, 1283, 1288 (1942)
10 CFR S0 47(b)(14)
measures for ensuring ‘. are viability of emergency plens. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1244 (19%2)
10 CFR S047(b)(15)
Mmdmdwmmmhudnuﬂ
expansion; LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 882 (1982)
mg‘mmdw——nwmﬂm}n 15 NRC
1176, 1279, 1289 (1982)
personnel required 10 have radiological response training. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 819 (1% )
10 CFR S0 47(ci(1)
‘un“'bmﬂmhmhnhmwhlsmc 193
(1982)

capabilities of applicants 10 assess and monitor radicactivity in plume EPZ in an emergency; LBP-82-39,
15 NRC 1288 (1982)

contention questions compliance of emergency response planning with, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1199,
1202 (1982)
uurummuumhmmmu-s.uncm
(1982)
exceptions 10 emergency planning requirements; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1174 (1982)
significance of deficiencies in ability of offsite response organizations to meet emergency planning
standards; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1253 (1982)
significancs of full power operation while sdequate emergency offsite medical arrangements are being
, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1200 (1982)
10 CFR S0.47(c)(2)
adoption of plume EPZ boundary by local officials; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1224, 1228 1290 (1982)
conditiona! sdmission of contention involving evacustion of prisos located within plume exposure pathway
EPZ. LBP-8240A, 15 NRC 1446 (1982
m&l) ”uhl. expansion of plume exposure pathway deemed an sttack on rules; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC
(1982)
contention questions adequacy of plans for evacuation of populations within plume exposure pathway EPZ,
LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1176 (1982)
definition of ingestion pathway emergency planning zone; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1171, 1178 (1982)
definition of plume exposure pathwsy emergency planning zooe; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1171, 1178 (1982)
determining size and tion of EPZ, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1568, 1625 (1982)
Nexibility in designating EPZ. LBP-82-45A, 15 NRC 1519 (1982)
interpretation of requirement for implementing offsite emergency plans; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1575 (1982)
m:;dmehn-mﬂuudm“u LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 880 (1982)
10 CFR 50 54(c)
| of transfer of construction permit, DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1767 (1982)
10 CFR 50.54(1)
measures for ensuring the future viability of L.sergency plans; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1244 (1982)
10 CFR 50.55(b)
good cause for extension of & construction permit. DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1764 (1982)
showing good cause for extension of construction permit; LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1298, 1301 (1982)
10 CFR 50.57 (1982)
Board responsibility regarding findings to be made prior 1o issuance of perating license; LBP-82-43A, 15
NRC 1512 (1982)
10 CFR %0.57
elimination of low-power licenses from planning -T-—-u of, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1578 (1982)
post-bearing resolution of issues; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1579 (1982)
rasponsibility of NRC StafY to address beaith and safety issues prior to issuance of operating license,
ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1420 (1982)
risks to construction permit bolder, LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 1062 (1982)
use of probabilistic risk assessment by Stafl in operating license review; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1492
(1982)
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10 CFR %0 %(s)
conditwes for wsuance of full-porrer license. LBP-82-39, | NRC 1291 (1982)
issusnce of low power test liconse for . LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 197 (1982)
10 CFR % 57ap1)
consideration of impacts of construction in orersting license proceeding, LBP-82.414. 15 NRC 1477
(1982)
10 CFR 50.57(ax())
contention slieges tha! reasonable assurance of safe dispose! of radicactive wastes not given, LBP-82-11,
1S NRC 348 (1982)
W.T‘-m“'“, low-power operation pending appeal. ALAB-67), 15 NRC
698 (1982)
10 CPR 50.57(¢)
considerstion of adequacy of emergency preparedness for low-power testing. LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 185
(1982)

10 CFR 30.57(e) 1)
commencement of plant operations prior to fulfillinent of emergency planning requirements, LBP-82-48,
15 NRC 1577 (1992)
10 CFR 50 %9
—:—amwmum“munumc 1134 (1982)
10 CFR 50 60 (proposed .
criteria for protection against ATWS, status of, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1499 (1982)
10 CFR 50 60(b)(}) (proposed)
u}u.m—c for miugating ATWS, LBP-82-1A, 15 NRC 45 (1942)
10 CFR %080

mnl of tranafer of construction permait, DD-#2-6, 13 NRC 1767 (1982)
10 091
m’.ndd for construction of low-level radicactive waste incineration sysiem; ALAB-664, |5 NRC 18
(1982)
10 CFR 50109
-l'l.u response system to decrease chance of reactor vessel overpressurization; DD-82-3, 15 NRC 1353
(1982)
10 CFR 30, A
sdmisaion of contention questioning uacy of breeder reactor systems to cope with environmentally
related sccidents; LBP-82.31, 15 NRC 872 (1982)
admission of restated contention on ATWS, LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 615 (1982)
contention alleges (ailure of plant to meet requirements regarding correction of ATWS preblem;
LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 612 (1982)
contention alieges inade, uate means 1o control radicactive efMuents; LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 150506

(1982)
u-u'mcm alleging spplicant’s failu-e 1o meet hydrogen control criteria of, not admitted; LBP-82-4)A, 15
NRC 1501 (1982)

contentions allege that plant design does not assure protection from accident sequences as required by
LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 610 (1982)
mw:hwdhmmmhm”-wmwum. 15
NRC 1705 (1982)
effect of proposed ATWS rulemaking on | BP-82-1A, 'S NRC 45 (1982)
bydrogen distribution and control, during LOCA, in ice-condenser containment; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 461
(1982)
request for review of safety systems 1o determine reliability of decay heat removal system, DD-82-3, 15
NRC 1352 (1982)
requirements for protection of Mosting nuclear plant from turbine missiles; LBP-82.49, 15 NRC 1722
(1982)
10 CFR %0, ? 1]
sdmission of contention alleging failure of quality assurance program; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1517 (1982)
adoption of more conservative interpretation of requirements of, LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 1071 (1982)
contentions question the classification and qualification of safety equipment according to the standards of,
LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 606 (1982)
10 CFR S0, App D
environmental reports submitted in su-port of spplication for license to manufacture floeting nuchear
plants, LBP-82.49 15 NRC 1689 (1982)
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10 CFR 50, App [
mdm-mau—mnmmmmzn 15
NRC 1175, 1199 (1982)
applicant s emergency plans found 10 adequately sddress requirements of LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 785, 816
(19%2)
basis for Big Rock emergency plan, LBP-82.32, 15 NRC 879 (1982)
wmdamhmbmuwhmwm
LBP.82.49, 15 NRC 1743 (1982)
comtention alieges emergency ing standards of not met, LBP-82-3¢, 15 NRC 900 (1982)
contention asking expansion of EPZ not a challenge to the regulations, LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 904 (1982)
description of fNoating nuclear plant safety related design features, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1685 (1982)
dismissal of contention &s impermissib’s chalienge 1o, LBP 82-48, 15 NRC 1575 (1982)
emergency ﬂommwumwmmw-n-l’. 15 NRC
618 (1982)
evaluation of onsite emergency preparedness for low-power operstions, LBP-82-3, 13 NRC 194 (1982)
intent of emergency planning rule, LBP-82.39 15 NRC 1171, 1216 (1982)
invalidation of radwlogica! response plans, LBP-82-48, 1% NRC 1655 (1982)
wirements ‘¢ offsite emergency medical plans. LB 8239, 15 NRC 1190-1191 (1982)
10 CFR %0, App E. 11
stage for ensuring possibility of effective emergency planning. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1748 (1982)
10 CFR 30, App E. ILE
interpretation of regulations referring to emergency medica! arrangements; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1191
(1982)
10 CFR 50, App E, IV
adequacy of emergency plan for spent fuel storage facility 10 address provisions of, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC
549 (19%2)
W:mgmmnﬁmdmlwmuﬂmmdwm-ﬁm*ﬂmn
pathway EPZ, LBP 42-39, 15 NRC 1175, 1184, 1190, 1244, 1288 (1982)
emergency planning at the operating license stage. LBP-82-50, 15 NRC 1748 (1982)
time allowances to be allowed for evacuation during radiological emergencies, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 817
- (1982)
10 CFR 50, App E, IVD2
-n-tyd‘mumuthpun.dnhmmmwnwdwhdpd
expansion, LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 882 (1982)
10 CFR %0, App E IVD)
sdequacy of siren warning system for San Onofre. LBP-82.46, 15 NRC 1533 (1982)
notification of offshore boats during radiological emergencies, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1268 (1982)
10 CFR S0, App E IVC
measures for ensuring future viability of emergency plans; LBP-82-39, 195 NRC 1244 (1982)
10 CFR 50, App E D3 (as amended)
license conditioned with requirement for certification of miren sy"‘em. LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1266 (1982)
10 CFR 50, App E. V
requirement for implementing procedures for emergency plans. LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1575 (1982)
16 CFR 50, App G
compliance of Catawba pressure vessel with fracture toughness requircments of, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 588
(1982)
10 CFR S0, App H
compliance of applicant for manufacturing license with design requirements for Noating nuciear plants.
LBP-82-49 15 NRC 1743 (1982)
description of reactor vessel material surveillance design festures for Noating nuclear plants, LBP-82-49,
15 NRC 1685 (1982)
10 CFR 50, App |
estimated normal radistion doses from spent fuel facility. LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 534 (1982)
litigation of heslth effects associated with routine radioactive emissions, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1515
(1982)
radiological impect of floating nuciear plant on swimmers and boaters, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1670, 1710
(1982)
resolution o/ board-rased sues related 1o whether scheduling certain operations would result in more
favorsble cost-benefit balance, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1554, 1555, 1607 (1982)




sus sponte question raised by Board on scheduling of releases from nrmcontinuous sources 1o effect dose
reductions, LBP-82-48, |5 NRC 1554 (1982)
10 CFR 50, App K
rejection of contentions questioning adequacy of emergency core cooling system. LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 585
(19%2)
ot for fos LBP-8249, 15 NRC 1685 (1982)
providing sile parameters Ling nucles: plants, L I (0
10 be met by apphication for license 10 manufacture floating nuciear plants; LBP-82-49, 15
NRC 1662-42, 1679, 1680, 1689, 1705, 1742 (1932)
10 CFR 50, App M, E*)
content of environmental report accompanying apphication for hcense to manufacture flosting nuclear
LBP-82-49 15 NRC 1742 (1982)

c so.A: M E*) 145
comphiance of applicant for mansulacturing license with design requirements for floating nuciear plant,
LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1743, 1744 (1982)
10CFR 50, App M E* S
criteria for hosnsing suclear power reactons for which site is not ientified in application; LBP-82.49, 15
NRC 1705 (1982)
10 CFR $)
conclusions of law regarding Zimmer facility's comphance with. LBP-82.48, 15 NRC '608 (1982)
construction of system for incineration of low-level radicactive wastes, ALAB-664, 15 NRC 18 (1982)
content of applicant’s Esvironmental Report and relation of StafT's EIS w0 it; LEP-8243A, 15 NRC 1477
(1%82)
content of environmental report sco. npanying spplication for license 1o manufacture floating nuciear
plants, LBP-82.49, 15 NRC 1742 (1982)
use of probabilistic risk assessment in ~eview of opersuing license application; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1489,
1491 (1982)
10CFR $12
-I;‘ndSnnn--mdeummw plan, ALAB-664, |5 NRC 4 (1982)
10cC 51.5(b)
issuance of EIA on extension of spent fuel storage facilit-, LBP-82-14, |5 NRC 550 (1982)
10 CFR $1.5(d)(1)
definition of major federa! actions, DD-? .4, 15 NRC 1360 (1982)
10 CFR §1 5(dv4)
no environmental impact statement required prior 10 ssuance of materials icense amendme~t, CL1-82-2,
15 NRC 263, 265 (1982)
10 CFR $1.20(s)
content of applicant’s opersting license stage ER. LBP-82.43A, 15 NRC 1477 (1982)
10 CFR 51 20(e), Table S-)
con:*=tion questioning effects of radon emissions not sufficient cause for discr~tionary intervention,
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1452 (1982)
bealth effects of Technetium-99, LBP-§2-30, 1§ NRC 805 (1982)
10 CFR $1.20(g)
mt;-;::lcmun. l:. training of spent fuel truck drivers deemed an attack oo regulstions, LBF-8243A,
| 1511 (1982)
site-apecific consideration of spent fuel shipments, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1501 (1982)
10 CFR S1.204g)(1)
spent fuel contention disaliowed because it avosds application of the values of Table S-4 of, LBP-82-16, 15
NRC 578 (1982)
10 CFR $1.20(g)(1)
og:l.nuu of Table S-4 to shipment of spent fuel from Limerick, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1501 (1982)
10 sL2
content of applicant’s operating license stage environmental review, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1477 (1982)
reconsideration of environmental issues st operating license stage, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1459 (1982)
I0CFR 51.2)
scope of DES, LBP-82.43A, |5 NRC 1459 (1982)
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10 CFR 51 2¢
admwm 15 NRC 1459 (1992)
10 $1.52(61(3)
treatment of supplemental environmental lestimony as amendment 10 FES, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1459
1982)
10 C‘l 51.3M¢)
“d‘h”mh-ﬂr . LBP-82.4)A, 15 NRC 1509 (1982)
?"-‘h”wwbm 82-16, 15 NRC 586 (1982)
10 5510
I::-‘nq-b-\.'yumm“-. LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 1020 (1982)
10 s

wviews of _arties ashed oo whether contentions reactor
npermissible sttack on rules; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 578 (1982)
10 CFR 55.20.)

reesamination of all licensed personnel at TMI recoms mded prior 10 restart of Unit |; LBP-82-348B, 15
NRC 923 (1982)
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LBP-82.7, 15 NRC 290 (1982)
in spent fuel pool, miscalculation of, LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
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motion to admit; LBP-82.11, 1S NRC 348 (1982)
purpose of specificity requirements, standard of spec ficity for, st initial prebearing conference;
admissibility of, where documents are not yet available. revised principles for judging adequacy of;
LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
requirement for intervention; LBP-82-434_ 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
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DEPOSITIONS
p-;s‘;m:-mua of, by applicant’s aticrney, ruling on motion for sanctions for; LBP-82-47, 15 NRC
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of reasons for, LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762 (1982)
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# licensing board panel member. appeal boar! issues memoranduin explaining reasons for, ALAB-672, 15
NRC 677 (1982)
of licensing board member, standards applied to, CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 1363 (1982)
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DREDGING
at ite of Nosung nuclear power plant, effects on biota of, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
DUE PROCESS
in materials license amendment proceeding, violation of. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 232 (1982)
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LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
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technical discussion of health effects of; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
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LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
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contention 10 litigate possible effects of, disaliowed, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
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LBP-82.28, 15 NRC 759 (1982)
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M“mz alleging deficiencies in, modified and sccepted for litigation, LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895
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proceeding. LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 874 (1982)
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LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895 (1982)
deferral of filing of contentions on; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
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determining size of EPZ, admissibility of conteniions on; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
effect of Feders! Emergency Management Agency findings on, LBP-82-39 15 NRC 1163 (1982)
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contention asking expansion of, modified and corcted for litigation, LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895 (1982)
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See also riment of Energy
ENFORCEMENT ORDER
overtime by control room operators, reversal of licensing tuard's order denying request by labor
hearing on, ALAH?O 15 NRC 491 (1982)
!NVIIONNENTAL ANALYSIS
scope of, for segmented non-federsl waste disposal plan, ALAB-664, 15 NRC | (1982)
of, under NEPA, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
of construction, consideration of, in operating license proceeding. LBP-82-43A, 13 NRC 142) (1982)
of fuel cycle associated with breeder reactor, admission of contention alleging inadequate analysis of,
LBP-82-33, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
for t fuel facility, summary disposition of contention stating NRC's obligation w0 issue,
LBP-82-14, 1S NRC 510 (l'll)
tic, segmentation of, under NEPA, for materials license amendment, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 232

(1982)
!NVllONMEN‘I’AL REPORT
s, rejection of contention asserting deficiencies in, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
EN IONM!NTAI. REVIEW
segmentation of, under NEPA, LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1421 (1982)
EVACUATION
of schools, problems associsted with, tme studies, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
outside low-population zone, lack of train.ng for personnel participating in, lack of ability of State agency
w0 1o, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
EVACUATION PLAN
selection of relocation centers under; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)

EVIDENCE
error in exclusion of, ALAB-67), 15 NRC 688 (1982)
hearsay, standard for admissibility of, in NRC . ALAB-669, 15 NRC 45) (1982)
hmr-l proceeding on chea -mnq-mn exams, relevance of cafl attitude as:

LBP-82-7TA, 15 NRC 75 (198
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mhm,dpm-w“hd matenal chang. 7, 15 NRC 1387 (1982)
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u-m” of intervenor's request for Caclosure of, 8 request for discovery, LBP-82-22, 15 NRC 644
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EXAMINATIONS
reactor operator, 8t TMI, conclusions and reccammendations of Special Master regarding cheating oo,
LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 918 (1982)
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denial of request by DOE for; 19 NRC 362 (1982)
EXTENSION
of construction pe: mit's construction date termination of proceeding involving application for
extenmion of, LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762 (1982)
of discovery on contention applicant’s failure 1o adbere 10 QA /QC required provisions,

ot ¢ oy
denia’ of intervenor's motic for, 2 '8, 15 NRC %98 (19%2)
of time in filing contentions, propriety of Board discussions on. LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
)
Fault

See Crutianitos
stiorney's, 10 the “2 merican Rule” of not awarding: LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762 (1982)
s, NR for award of, against & party, LBP-82-47, |5 NEC 1538 (1982)

oy NIACm:mnul'.l LBP-82-47, 15 NRC 1538 (1982)
10 parucipants in ‘ . "
FINANCIAL QUALIFICATIONS
litigability of contentions related to; LBP-82-41, 15 NRC 1295 (1982)
of applicant to decommission and deconts minate spent fuel storage facility, summary disposition of
contention questio .ng, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (i982)
of applicant, appeal board afTirms licensing board's denial of untimely petition for intervention based on.
ALAB-671, 15 NRC 508 (1982)
of applicant, consideration of, at operating license ﬁ?—ﬂ-‘l& 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
of small owners 10 operate plant safely, conditional L of contention questioning, LBP-82-16, 15
NRC 366 (1922)
FINDINGS OF FACT
proposed. abridgement of 10 file, in an adjudication; CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
FLOATING NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS
adequacy of design and location of control room for; safety of ice condenser containment for; safety of
turbine generator for; adequacy of dur.hrr outfall design for; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
suthorization to issue manufacturing license for eight standardized, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
development of site envelope parameters for, relative 10 natural conditions, cost-benefit analysis for, special
energy raquirements associated with emplacement of, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
effects of marine environment on; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
-:nq power for; safety of underwater electrical transm’ion lines to; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 16%8
(1982)

of, on resort econom. ., LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
' | ‘mpact of, on swimmers and boater. on biota, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
risks tr, fror aircraft or ship collisions; LE: «2-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
FOOD CHAIN
eun:;m effects of radioactive materials from fNoating nuclear plants on; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658
(1982)
FUEL
for breeder reactor, denial of contention questioning availability of, LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
work suspension and filtration systems operation during handling of, at TM| as condition of license.
s.l.ll-l;;l.?.‘ 'F’ NRC 747 (1982)
slso vel
FUEL CYCIE
amociated with breeder reactor, admission of contention alleging inadequate analysis of environmental
impact of, LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
GROUND MOTION
um.n!ONOSuu.MlMdo-wiuleMhlm t of
design spectrum, saturation and focusing of seismic waves, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
vibratory, appeal board receives sdditional information on method for determining, and reafTirms earlier
determination, ALAB-667, 15 NRC 421 (1982)
GROUNDWATER
contamination and hydraulic saturation due o seepage from Bradshaw Reservoir, admission of contention
MM of LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
See also Water

HEALTH
effects of Technetium, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
HEALTH AND SAFETY
consequenc.s of acts of sabotage, terrorism, or theft directed against breeder resctor, admission of
contention alleging inadequate analysis of, LBP-82-31, 1S NRC 855 {1982)
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consequences of mere compliance of breeder ( sacior with current NRC standards for rediation protection,
sdmission of conention concerning. LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
findings under 10 CFR 50.57, responsibulity of NRC Stalf 1o make; ALAB-678, |5 NRC 1400 (1982)

on trustworthiness of intervenor entitlement 1' .-“ulz'l”:rzdl'é :l,lzc c'o.;mz)
hn-ntd»-mmmm- % <24, 1 (1982)
mnmv.uumm 10 permit demolition of buildings and
onsite viorage of thorium ore mill wilings, denial of petition requesting, CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 232 (1982)
notice of relating 10 licensing amendment, eaplicii expansion of, LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)
m-.y.-wdmmmm‘mtuv"n
labor uniun for, ALAB-670, 15 NRC 49) (1982)
be decided in, LBP-82.48, |5 NRC m)('l?lal)lc ot
operating license, limiting issues that may be litigated in; ALA A (i982)
regarding application for spent fuel pool expansion, denial of request for, LBP-82-1, 15 NRC 37 (1982)
. standard (o be applied for deciding whether 10 allow continued operation during pendency of.
ALAB-67), 15 NRC 688 (1982)
See also ting License(s)
HISTORIC DISTRICT
Point Pleasant, contentions admitted relating 10 esthetic impacts of Point Pleasan! pumping station and
intake operations on. LBP-B2-4JA, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
HUMAN FACTORS
efficiency of operstion, interaction of, conditions) admission of contention dealing with. LBP-#2-16,
15 NRC 566 (1982)
HYDROGEN CONTROL
M. 1on, denial of applicants’ motion for interlocutory review of Board order admitting. ALAB-675, 15
NRC 1105 (1982)
requirements for Limenck facility, LBP-82-43JA, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
HYDROGEN GENERATION
contention, admissibility of, LBP-82-1° 15 NRC 555 (1982)
excessive, rejec.on of contentions dealing with, LBP-82-16, 15 NRL 566 (1982)
'[r,ul s LOCA; combustion; control, emergency control systems for; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 45) (1982)
INDIANA
1 on exposure EPZ, plan for, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)

:
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INDIANS
M'Mlmx , effects of pending lawsuit by, on Palo Verde cooling water source, LBP-82-45, 15 NRC
1527 (1982)
INTEGRITY
of other parties, . LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 216 (1982)

INTERGRANULAR STR CORROSION CRACKING
conditions and solutions for, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
of stainless steel components in new spent fuel pool storage racks. LBP-82.8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
of 1urbine discs, internelly generated missiles as a result of, ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1117 (1982)
INTERROGATORIES
concerning names and sddresses of temporary employees, LBP-82-33, 14 NRC $87 (1982)
failure of intervenor to respond to, LBP-82:10, 15 NRC 34) (1982)
on reactor pressure vessel embrittiement, relevance of 10 steam generator tubesieeving program,
LBP-82.3) 15 NRC 847 (1982)
INTERVENOR(S)
reversal of decision dismissing, from opersting license proceeding, for refusing to comply with discovery
order, ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1400 (1982)
standing of, 10 litigate confidentiality issues. LBP-82-2, |5 NRC 48 (1982)
INTERVENTION
appeal board affirms licensing board's denial of untimely petition for, based on applicant’s financial
qualifications, ALAB-671, 15 NRC 508 (1982)
by a non-membership organization, LBP-82-25, 13 NRC 715 (1982)
by goveinmental agency; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
by interested states, limitations on numbers and sub,sct metter of, LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 715 (1982)
content of petitions for; contention requirement for, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 147) (1982)
denia! of late petition for, because of of particularity and specificity, Lbi -82-4, |5 NRC 199 {1982)
denial of untimely petition for, and request for hearing regarding application for spent fuel pool expansion,
LBP-82-1, 1S NRC 37 (1982)
discretion of licensing board to grant, LBP-82-43A, |5 NRC 1423 (1982)
estoppel on the wsue of timeliness of petition for, LBP-82-24. 15 NRC 652 (1982)
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h-nmm avenves of public participation are not available as & matter of right, ALAB-670, 15 NRC

493 (1982)

late, good cause for. in opersting license amendment ALAB-664, 15 NRC | (1982)

Iate, in antitrust proceeding, denial of; ALAB-665, 15 NRC 22 (1982)

of #ight. concepts of standing governing. LBP-#2.43A, 15 NRC 142) (1982)

petitioner’'s motion 1o be permitied (o observe emergency planning exercise granted LBP-82-124. 15
NRC 515 (1982)

petitioner’s reliance (0 its detriment on Stafl's representation; LBP-82-24, 15 NRC 652 (1982)
JURISDICTION
for challenge of licensse's compliance with separute environmental responsibilities under NEPA.
ALAB664, 15 NRC | (1982)
of Boards pending rulemaking, LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 348 (1982)
of hicensing board 0 entertain motion by intervention petitioner 1o observe emergency planiing exercises,
LBPB21ZA, 15 NRC 515 (1982)
of licensing board 10 issue & stay, LBP-82-2), 15 NRC 647 (1982)
of licensing boards, expansion of notice of hearing as prerequisite 10 exerting. over subsequent
smendments, LBP-82-36, |5 NRC 1075 (1982)
of operating license board over authorized, ongoing construction, ALAB-674, |5 NRC 1101 (1982)
reservation of, 1o approve post-decision implementation plan on plant design and unit seParsLIOn wsues,
LBP-82-27, 1S NRC 747 (1982)
See slso Licensing Board(s)
KENTUCKY
monitoring water supplies in, during & radiological emergency; LBP-82-48, |5 NRC 1549 (1982)
LABOR UNION
reversal of licensing board's order denying request by, for bearing on NRC enforcement order restricting
overtime by control room operators, ALAB-670, 15 NRC 49) (1982)
LAWSUIT
pending. on applicant’s water source, denial of motion for reconsiderstion of ruling on insdmissibility of
effects of, LBF-82-45, 15 NRC 1527 (1982)
LICENSING BOARD(S)
authority of, 10 issue & stay, and 10 certily issues to the Commission, LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 647 (1982)
discretion in managing dismissals from proceedings and i selecting sanctions. ALAB-678, 15 NRC 1400

(1982)
discretionary suthority of, to grant intervention; LBF-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
. for opersting license proceeding, junsdiction of, over authorizd, ongoing construction, ALAB-674, 15

NRC 110} ( %92
msuance of memorandum explaining reasons for replacement of, ALAB-672, 15 NRC 677 (1982)
juris “iction of, 1o consider contentions concerning & probabilistic risk assessment. LBP-8243A, 15 NRC
1423 (1982)
jurisdiction o, to consider in opersting license proceeding. environmental impacts of construction;
LBP-B2-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
;unu’.:«m of, 1o entertain antitrust proceeding when parties bave withdrawn, LBP-82-21, 15 NRC 639
(1982)
jurisdiction of, 10 entertain motion by intervention petitioner 1o oheerve emergency planning exercises,
LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 515 (1982)
jurisdiction of, to modify order or action of Staff, LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)
limitations on sus sponte suthority of, LBP-82-6. 15 NRC 281 (1982); LBP-82-24A, 15 NRC 661 (1982)
matiers that may be resolved by, ALAB-674, 1S NRC 1101 (1982)
responsibility of, to decide whether construction compiies with all legal requirements, L3P-82-1), 1S NRC
527 (1982)
role of, in operating license proceeding. responsibility of, 1o follow directives of superior tribunals,
obligation of, 10 explain its reasons for finding that & witness is :nadequately qualificd as an expert,
ALAB-669, |5 NRC 453 (1982)
sua sponte authonity of, 1o untimely contentions, LBP-82-198, 15 NRC 627 (1982)
See also Consultants, Disqua tion, Jurisdiction
LICENSING PROCEEDING(S)
reasons for granting conditioned termination of, LBP-82-29, 15 NRC 762 (1982)
LIMITED WORK AUTHORIZAT:ON(S)
applicability of, 1o first-of -a-kind resctors, LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855 (1982)
MANUFACTURING LICENSE
10 produce eight standardized fNoating nuclesr plants authorized, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)

n



MATERIAL FALSE ﬂAﬂMl’ﬂ‘l
byw.v‘r‘unrn sesmic reverification program, Sl directed 10 wsue Notice of
-Iw-mc 821, 15 NRC 225 (1982)
omission of reference to financial constraints in spplication for construction permit extension as. DD-82-6,
15 NRC 1761 (1982)
MATERIALS LICENSE

amendment 10 demolition of and tempor=ry onsite storage of thorium ore mill
denal of wm-m' l-::““.lm hum on; CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 232 (1982)
Mlglm.’ 9

internall G-u turbine, sua sponte review of danger of, ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1117 (1982)
MON I
conditions and following an sccident, admussion of contentions dealing with apphicant’s capalility
for, LBPB240A, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
of farm products during & radiological emergency. of Kentucky water supplies, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549
(1982)
MONITORS
water level, in spent fuel pool, reliability of, radiation, impact of expansion of spent fuel pool on,
LBPB2R 15 NRC 299 (1982)
MOTION(S)
hmm”nldh.uom' filed with both appesl and licensing boards, ALAB-668, 15 NRC
450 (1982)
udaq recusal of licensing board panel member. ALAB672, 15 NRC 677 (1982)
information about performance of plugs inserted in stee n generator tubes granted, LBP-82.3),
IS NRC 887 (1982)
o compel intervenor 10 respond 1o interrogatories. LBP-82-10, 15 NRC 34 (1982)
10 reconsider previous decision not 10 certify sua sponte guestion 1o Commission, LBP-82 24A, |5 NRC
661 (1982)
Ser also Continuance
NEED FOR POWER
contention barred from proceeding, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
contentions, admission of, in operating license proceedings, L BP-824)A 15 NRC 142) (1982)
ln:.nc-u?.-u:r plants, in view of improved fossi! fuel production and conservation, LBP-82-49, 15
1658 (1982)

quastioned on grounds of growth rate, electric capacity in excess of needs, e conservalion
r(?n-l.ulluhunmnw-m LBP.82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)

of or opportunity for bearing. Commission duties regarding issuance of, CLI-82-2, 1*
RC munzn

of Violation concerning material false statements by & nt in regard to report on seismic reverification
m, SWaff directed 1o wsue, CLI-B2-1, 15 NRC 225 (1982)
N(:r FICATION
public du radiological emergencies; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
NOZZLE CRACKING
N;‘Mc — ';l contention questioning applicant’s ability 1o prevent, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
A
- ';"’-’u:i;ummdu.h-nuu—dmmmmlwn 1,15
(1982)
motion for review of Special Master's ruling with respect 1o sttitude of, denied, LBP-82.7A, |5 NRC 295

(1982)
post-hearing resolution of issues by, LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 116) (1982)
wumy of. 1o make bealth and salety findings under 10 CFR 50 57, ALAB-678, |5 NRC 1400

(1982)
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

authority 1o protect public health and safety, limitations on; CLI-82-6, 15 NRC 407 (1982)

duties concerning notice of proposed action or opportunity for hearing. environmental ons bilities for
’h::?zom:uou. effect of concurrent §ute or bul proceeding on proceeding of, CLI-82-2, 15

32 (1982)

effect on, of granting §30 12 exemption for breeder reactor; CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)

“:‘4. cmmwdmw-lwh'ucmy o, ALAB-671,

I-muﬂuuthmyd DD-82-4, 15 NRC 1359 (1982)
policy concerning sward of costs or sttorney's foes against a party, LBP-82.47, 15 NRC 1538 (1982)
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proceediogs, application of judicial doctrines of res judicata, collaters! estoppel, and privity 10; ALAB-67),
15 NRC 688 (1982)

responsibility of, 10 consider lawsuits in NEPA balancing. LBP-82-45, 15 TiRC 1527 (1982)
matter ; . 10 consider conduct of West Valley Demonstration Project; LBP-82-36, 15
NRC 1075 (1982)
Environmenta!

See alsc Statement
OPERATING LICENSE(S)
amendment proceeding. intervenor's notion 1o dispense with oral argument and submit appeal on briefs
granted, ALAB-666, |5 NR™ 277 (1982)
amendment 10 permit onsite storage of low-level radioactive waste, decision denying intervention petitions,
bearing requests, vacaiwu, ALAB-664, 15 NRC | (1982)
amendments authorizing steam generator repairs, denial of 1 206 request for suspension of, DD-82-2, 15
NRC 134) (1982)
condition requiring extension of siren coverage to extended EPZ, order clanifying. LBP-82-40, |5 NRC
1293 (1982)
conditioning of, to require surveillance of groups oppeu 10 nuclear power, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423
(192
conditions deeling with safety-related equipment asked in contention; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895 (1982)
conditions 1o resnive emergency planning deficiencies. LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
full-power, issuance of, suject to emergency planning conditions; LBP-82-39, 15 NRC 1163 (1982)
hearing, litigation of TMI-related issues in. LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
issued subject (o emergency planning conditions and outoome of radon proceedings. LBP-32-30, 15 NRT
771 (1982)
issues 10 be decided in hearings for; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
low-power for Unit 2. denial of intervenors’ application for stay of, CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
low-power, denial of intervenor's motion for stay pending apoeal of decision suthorizing issuance of
ALAB-673, |5 NRC 688 (1982)
modification to allow storage of low-level radioactive waste, materie! changes in spplication for,
ALAB-677, 15 NRC 1387 (1982)
obligation 1o update site seismicity investigations for, LBP-82-3, |5 NRC 61 (1982)
rw-dn\g licensing board’s rule in, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (1982)
see aiso Amendments(s), Hear g(s)
OPERATOR TRAINING
at spent fuel storage facility, summary disposition of contention alleging inadequacy of program for,
LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (1982)
ORAL ARGUMENT
intervenor's motion 1o dispense with, in operating license amendment proceeding, granted; ALAB-666, 15
NRC 277 (1982)
OVERTIME
by control room operators, rversal of licensing boari's order denying labor union's request for bearing on
enforcement order restricting: ALAB-670, 15 NRC 493 (1982)
by;‘nlc:..d q-nlw;. termination of proceeding in light of recission of order restricting; LBP-82-43, 15
1339 (1982)
PHYSICAL SECURITY PLAN
denial of petitions for review of appeal board decision concerning: CL1-82.7, 15 NRC 671 (1932)
for spent fuel storage facility, summary disposition of contention alleging inadequate asse~.ment of
. risks in; LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (1982)
See also rity Plen(s)
PIPE
corrosion, sdmission of contention alleging applicant’s storage practices result in, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC
1423 (1982)
PLANKTON
in proximity to ﬂ.u#ylld.v plant, mortality of, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
FOPULAI'ION DENS
A relative risk of plant having highest of any nuclear plant site; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895
(1 ;

PRECFDENTIAL EFFECT
of unpublished NRC decisions; LBP- *747, 15 NRC 1538 (198,
PRESSURIZED THERMAL SHOCK
discussion of potential roles of seismic, hydrodynamic, and vibratory loads in analysis of, DD-82-1, 1§
NRC 667 (1982)
See also Containment



— -~

SUBJECT INDEX

nlvm
tion of, 10 NRC proceedings; ALAB-673, (5 NRC 688 (1982)
Pl ABILISTIC RISK ASSESSMENT
admission of contentions alleging inadequacies in. for purposes of operating license review, LBP-82-43A,
15 NRCT 142) (1982)
PROPRIETARY DOCUMENTS
release of portions of, 1o the public; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 281 (1982)
PROPRIETARY INFORMATION - - i 1
balancing iest concerning release o public; time period for withholding
reasons for withhoiding, Mmhmd LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1307 (1982)
uunmmn»m supplementcd by adopting protective order 1o cover release 1o
intervenor of, LBP-c2-2, 15 NRC 48 (1982)
PROTECTIVE ORDER
m.n-‘uinl on intervention petitioner’s observation of emergency planning exercises, LBP-82-12A,
15 NRC 515 (1987
10 cover release 10 intervenor of proprietary material on steam generator tube sleeving, LBP-82-2, 15
NRC 48 (1982)
PSYCHOLOGICAL STRESS
not cognizable under Atomic Energy Act, Commission issues statement of reasons for determination that,
CLI-82-6, 15 NEC 407 (1982)
QUALITY ASSURANCE (QA)
sdmission of contention questioning effectiveness of program for; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
contention, means for expanding. LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 555 (1982)
denial of intervenor's motion for extension of time for discovery on contention di \ling with, LBP-82-18, 15
NRC 598 (1982)
implementation of, with respect to soils settiement; LBP-82-35, 15 NRC 1060 (1982)
progrs« for breeder reactor, denial, at LWA stage of contention sddressing adequacy of,; LBP-82-31, 15
NRC 855 (1982)
RADIATION
admussion of contention questioning long-term bealth effects of . occupational exposures not as low as
reasonably achievable, rejection of contention alleging. LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (198"
gamma. sufficiency of shielding against; increase in amount of, resulting from spent fuel pool expansion;
LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
hazards facing workers during plant decommissioning. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)

underestimation. of effects of, on health of at spent fuel storage facility, summary disposition of
contention alleging. LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (1982)
See also Moni Monitors

RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENTS
sdmission of contention concerning adequacy of saleguards engineering for; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423
(i982)
from expanded spent fuel pool, hazards of discharges of, LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
lADIOAC‘I’IVE EMISS(ONS
rcutine, litigation of bealth effects associated with; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS TRANSPORT
between Moating nuclear plant and land, concerns with; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
RADIOACTIVE SEDIMENTS
in Clinch River, denial of untimel coe iention alleging inadequate attention to; LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 855
(1982)
RADIOACTIVE WASTE(S)
alieges applicants fr | 10 meet standards for on-site storage of, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 77] (1982)
denial of late contention on d..,osc! of, LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 348 (1982)
low-level, decision denying intervention petitions, heanng requests, regarding operating license amendment
1o permit onsite storage of, ALAB-664, 15 NRC 1| (19%2)
low-level, matenal charges in application for opersting license modification to allow storage of;
ALAB-677, 15 NRC 1387 (1982)
RAUIOLOGICAL RELEASES
from floating nuclear plants, impact of, on swimmers and bosters, or biota; LBP-£2-49, 15 NRC 1658
{1982)
RADON
";n“ sdmissibility of contention concerning bealth effects of, LBP-82-43,. 15 NRC 1421 (1982)
lack of spent fuel pool capacity to allow complete defueling of, DD-22.5, 15 NRC 1757 (1982)




-W“dmmmhwumum 15 NRC 1423
(
Sec also Breeder Reactors, Containment(s)

REACTOR CORE
cooling. inadequate, rejection of conte‘ion alleging absence of instrumentation o detect, LBP-82-16, 15
NRC 5¢6 (1982)
REACTOR OPERATOR(S)
and shift conditional admssion of coatention questioning qualifications of, LBP-82-16, '35
NRC 5.6 (1982)

a1 TMI, conclusions and recommendstions of Special M<ster regarding cheating on cxams by,
LBP-82.34B, 15 NRC 918 (1982) A
mmmammmuma,miu
testing of, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
termination of proceeding in light of recission of order restricting overtime by, LBP-82-43, 15 NRC 1339
(1982)
REACTOR VESSEL
dei.al of ¢ contention on need for magnesium oxice bricks beneath, LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 348 (1982)
embrittienent interrogatories, relevance of, 1o steam generator tubesleeving project; LBP-82-13, 15 NRC
£87 (1982)
embrittiement, contention sccepted on; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 8§95 (1982)
REACTOR(S)
breeder, denial of DOE request for exemption under 10 CFR 50.12 for authority 1o conduct site
preparation activities prior to issuance of construction permit for; CLI-£2-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)
breeder, denial of reconsiderstion of DOE's request for exemption under 10 CFR 50.12 for authority to
conduct site preparation activities for; CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)
generating less than 250 MW thermal, requirements for emergency plans for, LBP-82-32, 15 NRIC 874

(1982)
y subject 10 pressurized thermal shock, denial of 2.206 petition requesting shutdown of all;
DD-82-1, 15 NRC 667 (1982)

RECONSIDERATION
1 operating license stage. of cnvironmental issues considered under NEPA at construction permit stage,
LBP-824)A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
dha.d .“d applicant’s motion for, on intervenor's response 1o interrogatories, LBP-82-5, 15
NRC (1982)
of determination, in response 10 untimely motion; LBP-82-6, 15 NRC 281 (1982)
of DOE's request for exemption under 10 CFR 50,12 for autbority to conduct site preparation sctivities
for breeder reactor, denial of, CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)
of n’l’. w». protections for safeguards information, denial of petition requesting; CLI-82-3, 15 NRC
359 (1982)
of ruling on inadmissibility of effects of lawiwit by Pima-Maricops [ndians on applicant’s source
a8 dbﬁm waler, denial of motion for; LBP-82-45, 15 NRC 1527 (1982)
nt:zdluwmhmm.md.h—mnw: LBP-82-12, 15 NRC 354
(1982)
discretionary authority of licensing board to reopen. LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
evidentiary, denial of intervenors’ motion to reopen, LBP-82-34A, 15 NRC 914 (1982)
evidentiary, prerequisites for reopening, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (19%2)
reopening, on adequacy of siren alert system, licensing board declines, LBP-82-46, 15 NRC 1531 (1982)
treatment of & portion of, as proprietary; LBP-82-24A, 15 NRC 661 (1982)
See also Confidentiality
RECUSAL
of Commissioner from reconsiderstion of order jnm@lmknnmudu 10 CFh
50.12, denial of moi.on for; CLI-82-8A, 15 NRC 1098 (1982)
REGULATIONS
interpretation of 10 CFR 100, A ALAB-667 1° NRC 421 (1982)
interpretation of, LBP-82-5A, 15 NRC 216 (1982)
new, dealing with evacuations beyond low-population zone; LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
See also Rules
REGULATORY GUIDES
admission of cortentions conce-ning applicant’s devistions from; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 423 (1982)
RES JUDICATA
application of, to NRC proceedings; ALAB-673, 15 NRC 688 (1982)
in operating license proceeding, departure from traditional elements of, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)

mnm
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REVIEW
appeliate, basis for decision in, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (1982)
by appeai board, scope of ALAB-669, |5 NRC 45) (1982)
interlocutory, via directed certification, of Board order admitting hydrogen control contention, denial of
spplicants’ motion for, ALAB-675, 1S NRC 1105 (1982)
of appes) board decsion. in operating license proceeding. concerning physical security plan, demal of
petitons for, CLI-82-7, 15 NRC 673 (1982)
of memorandum setting out reasons for denial of NRC Staff petition for interlocuto review of licensing
bosrd decision 1o invoke assistance of independent seismic consultants demied, CL1-82-10, .5 NRC
1377 (1982;
of plants to discover and correct flaws, contention modified 1o include request for, LBP-82-34, 15 NRC
895 (1982)
of safety issues prior 1o resumed operation following steam generator tube rupture, 2 206 petition for,
granted in part, denied in part, DD-82-3, 15 NRC 1348 (1942)
of Special Master's ruling with respect to Staff attitude, denial of NRC Staff motion for, LEP 82-7A, 15
NRC 29* (19%2)
of uncontes.od health, safe . and environmental isse. Jor MNosting nuclesr plants, standard of
LBP82.49, 1S NRC 1658 (- "2)
sus sponte, of danger of internally generated turbine mussiles, ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1117 (1982)
See also Antitrust, Environmental Review
RULEMAKING
admissibility of contentions that are the subject of, LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
pending, on ATWS issue, dismissal of contention sought because of, LBP-82-1A, 15 NRC 4) (1982)
RULES
applicable 10 by-product materials license renewal, LBP-82-24, |5 NRC 652 (1982)
governing protections for safeguards information, denial of petition requesiing reconsideration of
CLIB2-3, 15 NRC 359 (1982)
See also Regulations
RULES OF PRACTICE
disqualification of licensing board member, CLI-82-9, 15 NRC 136) (1982)
sbandonment of contentions for which no proposed findings Lave been submitied, LBP-82-48, 15 NR(
1549 (1992)
abridgement of right to file proposed findings of fact, CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
sdmussibility of radom emissions conte ion, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
sdmission of brocd coni-iuons in the interest of expeditior LBP-82-19A, 15 NRC 62) (1982)
answers 10 in roge lones, ALAB-678, |5 NRC 1400 (1982)
Board reinterprets contentions, discusses conflicting objectives 10 be sccommaodated in decading ‘ummary
disposition motion, and finds good cause for late filing of affidavits; LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
burden of going forward where contention s » general inquiry into plant design systems analysis
methodology. LBP-82.19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
challenge 1o egulations pertaining to hydrogen control, prerequisite for reopening an evidentiary record,
eriter ; for & subpoens request. Jasis for deciding an appeal, criteria for considering clsims of error on
appeal. ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453
Commussion duties concerning notice of proposed action or 2pportunity for hearing. constitutional due
provess in materials hoense amendment proceeding. CLI-82-2, 15 NRC 232 (1982)
concepts applied in determining standing: LBP-82-36, |15 NRC 1075 (1982)
conlidentia! documents, sus spontc msues, integrity of other parties, interpretation of regelations,
LBP-B2-SA, 1S NRC 216 (1982)
content of int - vent.on petitions, judicial concepts governing stanc:s §, contention requirement for
intervention, LBP-B2-43A, 1S NRC 1423 (1982)
creation of sus spoate wsues by withholding & portion of the record from the public; LBP-82-12, 15 NR(
154 (1982
criteria for granting stay pending appeal, error in exclusion of evidence, ALAB-673, 15 NRC 688 (1982)
criteria for motions for oral argument, ALAB-666, .5 NRC 277 (1982)
denial of right to conduct cross-examination, CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
departures from traditional elements of res judicats and collaters! estoppel exclusion of evsdence,
sdmissibility of contentions, reopening the record, LBP-82-3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
determining whether a portion of the record shoull be treated as proprietary, LBP-82-24A, 15 NRC 661
(1982)
discovery by intervention petitioners, request for ¢ scretionary interiocutory appes! granted, LBP-82-128,
1S NRC 523 (1982

discretionary interlocus ry review of opecial Master's order inquiring into Stafl attitude, LBP-82.7A, 15
NRC 295 (1982)
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discretionary intervention, LBP-82-43A, 1S NR™ 1423 (1982)
dismissal of contentions regarding ATWS because of | “nding rulemaking on; LBP-82-1A, 15 NRC 43
(1982)
disqualification of licensing board member, ALAB-672, 15 NRC 677 (1982)
entitlement of participants in NRC adjudications to discovery, LRP-82-44, 15 NRC 1523 (1982)
.m“demmMumL”-unISNRCHI
(1

mdu. for discovery, LBP-82-18, 15 NRC 598 (1982)

extensions o time, responsibility of licensing board concerning compliance of construction with legal
requirements; LBP-82-13, 15 NRC 527 (1982)

factors copsidered for admissicn of untimely intervention petitions; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 508 (1982)

good cause for late interventic ALAB-664, |5 NRC | (1982)

good cause for late-filed conter jons, junsdiction of Boards pending rulemaking. LBP-82-11, 15 NRC 348
(1982)

noe for interpreting NRC discovery rule; sanctions for default of discover,. LBP-82-47, 15 NRC

1538 (1982)

inadmissibility of o late-filed contention because of summary disposition of prior contention based on same

sliegations. LBP-82-19B, 15 NRC 627 (1982)

including antitrust information in construction permit application; reason for early filing of antitrast
information, CLI-82-5, 15 NRC 404 (INZ)

interlocutory review, via directed certification, of licensing board order: ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1105 (1982)

m«rvumn of specificity requirement for previously admitted, broad emergency planming contention,
LBP-82-32, 15 NRC 874 (1982)

interrogatories concerning names and addresses of temporary employees; LBP-82-33, 15 NRC 887 (1982)

intervention by governmental agency; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)

nmmnu-hnmdpﬂkpawmmuauﬁh&nuumdm
acceprance of intervence's material allegations, ALAB-670, 15 NRC 491 (1982)

intervention requests under 10 CFR 2206, DD-82-2, |5 NRC 1343 (1982)

issuance of orders; DD-82.-3, 15 NRC 1348 (1982)

licensing board’s power to certify issues to the Commussion; LBP-82-23, 15 NRC 647 (1982)

litgability of issues that are the subject of ongoing rulemakings; ALAB-675, 15 NRC 1105 (1972)

motion (o compel information about performance of plugs inserted in steam generator tubes; LBP-82.1),
15 NRC 887 (1982)

motion to compel, motion concerning litigable issue, lax standard for admitting contention, LBP-82-10, 15
NRC 34' (1982)

motion to recpen record because of previously undiscovered conclusions of NRC Staff, LBP-82-34A, 15
NRC 914 (1982)

motions for withdrawal of license application [.ed with both appesl and licensing boards; ALAB-668, |5
NRC 450 (1982)

participation in hearings by an interested State or local government; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)

petitions for halting authorized, ongoing construction. ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1101 (1982)

post-hearing resolution of issues by the Suﬂ LBP-82-39, 1S NRC 1163 (1982)

precedential effect of unpublished NRC decisions, LBP-82-47, |5 NRC 1538 (1982)

preliminary investigation of possible sua sponte issue; LBP-82-9, 15 NRC 339 (19%2)

procedure for conducting depositions, LBP-82-47, 1S NRC 1538 (1982)

reconsideration in response 1o untimely motion. release of portions of proprietary documents to the public,
limitations on Board's sus sponte suthority, LBP-82.6, 15 NRC 28] (1982)

release to the public of proprietary information, LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1307 (1982)

relevance of reactor pressure vessel embrittiement interrogatones to steam generstor tubesleeving program;
LBP-82-33, 1S NRC 887 (1982)

reopening record (or further hearings; LBP-82-46, 15 NRC 1531 (1982)

requirement of specificity for contentions, emergency planning contentions, admissibility of contentions,
LBP-BZ-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)

requirements of intervention petitions in antitrust proceeding, ALAB-665, 15 NRC 22 (1982)

residency requirements for standing to intervene, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)

responsidility of parties 10 advise Board of material changes in evidence, ALAB-677, 15 NRC 1387
(1982)

revocatio. of construction rwu. DD-82-6, 15 NRC 1761 (1982)

rights of participants in NRC adjudications who are admitied after time for filing intervention petitions;
LBP-82-44, 15 NRC 1523 (1982)

scope of discovery. effect of of applicant’s motion for reconsideration on responses to
interrogatories, sancuions for failure to comply with discovery, LBP-82-5, 15 NRC 209 (1982)

1ny
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showing good cause for late-filed contentions; demonstration of sexus, amendment of contention;

LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 555 (1982)
of an organization (o intervene; LBP-82-25, ;5 NRC 715 (1982); LBP-8243A, 15 NRC 1423

(1982)

-n“n.whnn-r. LBP-82-26, 15 NRC 742 (1982)

summary disposition of contentions where no litigable iseue of fact exists; LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530 (1982)

summary disposition of contentioss; board adoption of contentions; LBP-82-17, 15 NRC 591 (1982)

timeliness of, and pleading requirements for intervention petitions; LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 199 (1982)

timing of discovery, protective order imposing conditions on interveniion petitioner during observation of
emergency phndqm LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC 515 (1982)

treatment of intervenor's requesi for disciosure of ex parte communications as request for discovery;
LBP-82-22, 15 NRC 644 (1982)

mmmuwn--«“-*m-ﬁﬂuﬁh
confidential trial plan, protecuve order governing release of proprietary 3 2-2, ISNRC &
(1982)

untimely intervention petition regarding applicatic.: for spent fuel pool expansion; LBP-82-1, 15 NRC 17

(1982)
for reconsideration of Commission decision; CLI-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)

vole necessary
SAIO'I’AGE
ion of contention alleging inadequate risks of, to spent fuel storage facility, LBP-82.14,
|s NIC 30 (1982)
SAFE SHUTDOWN EARTHQUAKE
appeal board receives additional information on method for determining, and reafTirms earlier
determination. ALAB-667, 15 NRC 421 (1982)
motion for stay of low-power license based on; ALAB-673, |5 NRC 688 (1982)

technica! discussion of controlling geologic feature, slip rate and fault length methods at SONGS site;
LBP-82.3, 1S NRC 6) (1982

SAFEGUARDS
engineering, related 10 radicactive efMuents, admission of contention concerning. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC
1423 (1982)
SAFEGUARDS INFORMATION
denial of petition requesting reconsideration of rules prohibi telecommunications of and

unprotected
. ﬁumnu use of GSA-spproved security conta‘ser for; CLI-82-3, 15 NRC 359 (1982)
AFETY

mum.::andmmmmaw-mmmwu-n 15
NRC (1982)

of construction and operation of Catawba plant, conditional sdmission of contentions Guestioning;

LBP-82-16, 1S NRC 566 (1982)
of workers installing new 1 fuel storage racks questioned. LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
cvmcw effect of & §50.12 exemption for breeder reactor va, C* 1-82.4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)
Iso Containment(s)

SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORT

consolidated. contention allzsing of particular sccidents at soent fuel storage
facility summarily dismissec, LB?-8 ll 15 NRC 530 (1982)
SANCTIONS

for failure of intervenor 1o respond to applicant's interrogatories; LBP-82-5, 15 NRC 209 (1982)
for fuilure 10 comply with discovery order, factors considered in selecting; ALAB-67F, 15 NRC 1400
(1982)
for premature termination of deposition of witnesses by applicant s attorney, ruling on motica for;
LBP.82.47, 15 NRC 1538 (1982)
SCRAM DISCHARGE VOLUME
technical discussion of break in. LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 771 (1982)
SECURITY CONTAINER
GSA-approved, denial of petition requesting reconsideration of rules mandating use of. CL1-82-3, 15 NRC
359 (1982)
SECURITY PLAN(S)
requirements and conditions for admission of contention alleging inadequacies of, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC
566 (1982)
See aiso Physical Security Plan
SEISMIC DESIGN
appeal board receives additional information o riteria for determining SSE. earthonske size, fi % ency,
intensity and maximum vibratory ground motion. and formulation of seismic resp-mse spectrum:
ALAB-667, 15 NRC 421 (1982)



basis at SONGS found safe againet earthquake hazards, LBP-82-), 15 NRC 61 (1982)
SEISMIC ISSUES
licensing board use of independent consultants on, CLI-82-10, i3 NRC 1177 (1982)

See ob(rcua’lgnnnw
SEISMIC REV ATION PROGRAM
Swff directed 10 issue Notice of Yiolation concerning material false statements by applicant in regard 1o
report -. CLIB2-1, 15 NRC 225 (1982)
SETTLEMENT
of antitrust issues, approval of, where there is no opposition to, LBP- 8238, 15 NRC 1143 (1982)
SHAD. AMERICAN
contention admitied relating o adverse effects of facility intake operation on spawning area of,
LBPB240A, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
SHUTDOWN
cold, st TMI, environmental qualification of equipment needed 10 achieve, as condition of license;
LBP-82-27, 15 NRC 747 (1982)
Commissioners and intervenors question consequences of, LBP-82.34, 15 Ni.C 895 (1982)
SIREN ALZERT SYSTEM
licensing board declines reopening record on sdequacy of, LEP-82.46, 15 NRC 1531 (1982)
SITE
location and major feateres of SONGS, LBP-#2.3, 15 NRC 61 (1982)
restoration plan, NRC Sl role in implementation of, LBP-82-37 15 NRC 1139 (1982)
SITE PREPARATION
for breeder reactor prior 1o issuance of construction permit, denial of DOFE request for exemption under 10
CFR 5012 10 conduct; CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 162 (1982)
SITE SUITABILITY
of breeder reactor questioned on bases of population and proximity of other critical facilities, LBP-82-31,
15 NRC 855 (1982)
SOIL SETTLEMENT
under nuclear power plant structures, modification of construction permit to accommodate, LBP-82-35, 1§
NRC 1060 (1982)
SPENT FUEL
conditicnal admission of contentions deali 1mncupmdw’nﬂu “eescade”™ plan for storing,
and tranaportation of, LBP-82-16, 15 MRT 566 (1982)
damaged, summary disposition { contentrn alleging noncompliance of applicant regarding receipt,
-~ iu‘lm‘ and storage of, LBP-82-14, 15 NRC !)0 (1982)
from Big Rock Point, storage of, et other facilities, DD-82-5, 15 NRC 1757 (1982)
mpu? euhu’ m'." ton asserting unsafe nature of, deemed attack on regulations, LBP.B2-43A, 15
1423 ( )
drivers, denial of cuntention addressing training of, LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 142 (1982)
8- cho Fual
SPENT FUEL POOL
amendment, emergency ﬂnn’bnwhmlw LBP-B232, 15 NRC 874 (1982)
denial of summnary contention alleging miscalculation of chain reaction constant in,
LBP-82.7, 13 NIC 290 (1982)
mﬂ'\:;m capacity of, 0 accommodate full core officad at Big Rock Poiat, DD-82-5, 15 NRC 1797
(1982)
See also Chain Reaction Constant, Concrete, Intergranuler Stress Corrosion Cracking
SPENT FUEL PGOL EXPANSION
mdmtwy’rn_hhmwwhm”mquwmh.w-lu.
IS NRC )7 (1982)
summary disposition sought for contentions dealing with criticality calculations, nrconium /steam
reactions, sircrafl crash risk, radioactive releases, corrosion, caskdrop incident. safety of workers
installing racks for. LBP-82.8, 15 NRC 299
STANDING
concepts for determining, LBP-82.36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)
of an organization 1o intervene. LBP-82.25, 15 NRC 715 (1982)
of co-licensee when reliel bas been in another proceeding. LBP-82-36, 15 NRC 1075 (1982)
- h"l -u;; vu”mum . not applicable to by-product materials license renewal LBP-82-24,
1 C 652 (1982)
w0 m”m in opersling hoense proceading, judicial concepts governing. LBP.82.4)A, |5 NRC 142)
(1982)

10 tntervente, SCONOMIC
NRC 742 (1982)

concerns of ratepayers, academic interest in outocome as bases for, LBP.82.26, 15
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10 intervene, sstablishing injury in fact, residency requirements for; LBP-82-43A, IS NRC 1423 (1982)
10 intervene, requirement for an orgenization 10 have. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
STAY
denial of licensee's motion for, because of lack of jurisdiction, LBP-82.23, 15 NRC 647 (1982)
dmmmmm:mamwnmmmm
t licensoe's plant, denial of request for; LBP-82-12B, 15 NRC 523 (1982)
of low-power operating license, denial of intervenors’ application for; CLI-82-11, 15 NRC 1383 (1982)
of proceeding, intervsnor's motion for, treated s motion for continuance; LBP-82-13, 15 NRC 527 (1982)
appeal of decision suthorizing issuance of low-power license. denial of intervenor's motion for,
ALAB-67), 15 NRC 688 (1982)
STEAM GENERATOR TUBE(S)
deterioration. contention asking solution to, n?d LBP-§2-34, 15 NRC 895 (1982)
motion 10 compel informaiion on performance of plugs inserted in. granted, LBP-82-33, 15 NRC 887
(1982)
reles se 10 public of preprietary information ~a tcats of sleeving of. LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1307 /1982)
rupture, 1206 pe tion for review of safety issues prior 1o resumed operstion following. DD-82-3, 15 NRC
1348 (1982)
sleev. d.unrndmmmumnh-nmdmnan-.
L#l)-l, 1S NRC 48 (1982)

STEAM GENERATOR(S)
bypass logic problem a1 TMI, solution 10, as condition of license, LBP-82-27, 15 NRC 747 (1982)
resuirs, denial of 2206 request for suspension of license amendments suthorizing, DD-82-2, 15 NRC 1343
(1982)
STURGEON
short-nosed, contention admitied relating to adverse effects of facility intake operation on, LBP-82-43A
15 NRC 1423 (1982)
SUA SPONTE ISSUE(S)
Board review of | concerning withholding of purtion of the record from the public not subject 0
limitation as, -82-5A, 1S NRC 216 11982)
creation of, by withholding of & portion of the record from the public, LBP-82-12, IS NRC 354 (1982)
iimits on licensing board’s authority to raise, LIP-82-24A, 15 NRC 661 (1982)
on control room reliability, preliminary investigation prior to raising. LBP-82-9, 15 NRC 139 (1982)
SUBPOENAS
criteria for request for, ALAB-669, 15 NRC 45) (1982)
SUMMARY DISPCSITION
answering motions for, analogy between summary judgment and, LBP-82-17, 15 NRCT 593 (1982)
doo;tmm that chain reaction constant in spent fuel pool may exceed standards, oenied, LBP-8_ 7, 13
NRC 290 (1982)
of contentions in spent fuel pool amendment proceeding sought, LBP-82.8, |5 NRC 299 (1982)
of contentions opposing extensior ¢ existing hoense 10 store spent fuel granted; LBP-82-14, 15 NRC 530
(1942)
of contention, inadmissibility of late filed contention sused on same allegations because of,
BP-82-198, 15 NRC 627 (1982)
SUSPENSION OF OPERATIONS
because of lack of full core offioad capacity, denial of 2.206 petition for; DD-82-5. 15 NRC 1757 (1982)
SYSTEMS INTERACTION
analysis, admission of contention asserting need for. LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 142) (1982)
at TMI, generic reviews of as condition of license, LBP-82.27 15 NRC 747 (1982)
rejection of contention alluding io problems of, for lack of nexus, LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
TECHNETIUM
pnu’c.\m. releases, disposal, and assessment of doses and health effects of, LBP-82-30, 15 NRC 77
(1942)
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
unprotected, of safeguards information, denial of oetiti o requesting reconsideration of rules prohibiting.
CLI-82-3, 15 NRC 359 (15.2)
TERMINATION

d:nnd uamumda«mmmmuumm;uuul.n
RO 1339 (1982

TESTING
of watertight doors at Zimmer, LBP-82-48, 15 NRC ;549 (1982)
THORIUM
mill wailings, denual of petition for formal sdjudicatory besring on materials license amendment permitting
tomporary onsite storags of, CLI-82-2, 1S NRC 232 (1982)
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THREE MILE ISLAND
conclusions and recommendations of Special Master regarding cheating on reactor operatc: exsms at;
LBP-82-34B, 15 NRC 918 (1982)
admussion

of contes:ion ing apphcant with failure to develop procedures in response to
accident at; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566 (1982)
description of Unit 2 sccident at; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (1982)
lessons iearned, compiiance with regulsiion resulting from, in expansion of spent fuel pool: LBP-82.8, 15
NRC 299 (1982)
litigation of issues related 1o, in opera license bearing. LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 601 (1982)
separstion of Units | and Zd.wnﬂmndmdwwmmmmlv-n-m
15 NRC 636 (1982)
TOURISM
mr of floating nuclea; plant on; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
TRANSMISSION LINES
underwater, for foating nuclear plant, safety of, LBP-82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
TRANSPORTATION
of radicactive materials between floating nuclear plant and land, concerns with; LBP-82-49, 15 NRC
1658 (1982)
TURBINE GENERATORS
for foating nuclear plant, safety of, LBP 82-49, 15 NRC 1658 (1982)
TURBINE(S)
discs, brittle or ductile cracking of, intergranular stress corrosion cracking of, critical crack size on;
ALAB-676, |15 NRC 1117 (1982)
North Anna, description of, and inspection and testing of, ALAB-676, 15 NRC 1117 (1982)
VALVES
containment isolation, closure of, motor-operated, for containment sprays. 1o mitigate spent fuel pool
B Tn;adcat. reliability of, LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
A
borated, use of, in boiling water reactors; LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
for drinking. rejection of contention expressing concerns about radioactive contaminati-« of, LBP-82-16,
15 NRC 566 (1982)
supplies in Kentucky, monitoring of, during radiological emergency; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
See also Groundwater, Monitors
WATER INTAKE STRUCTURE
WE.'“’ TRISES Sua sponte question on integrity »7 1 aveling screens for; LBP-82-48, 15 NRC 159 (1982)
LDS
on cable tray transition fittings, contention questions adequacy of, .BP-82-48, 15 NRC 1549 (1982)
WITHDRAWAL
of license application, applicant’s *Notice of Prematur 'y and Advice of Withdrawal” deemed to be;
CLI-82-5, 15 NRC 404 (1982)
WITNESS
Zl;. I.O.Y‘M for judging qualification as; ALAB-669, 15 NRC 453 (1982)
A
cladding, reaction of steam with; LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)
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ALLENS CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Unit 1. Docket S0-466-CP
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, March 31, 1982, DECISION; ALAB-671, 15 NRC 508 (1982)

BAILLY GENERATING STATION, NUCLEAR- 1. Docket 50-367
CONSYRUCTION PERMIT EXTENSION. April 12, 1982. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,

LBP-82-29, 15 ~RC 762 (1982)
CONSTRUCTION FERMIT EXTENSION. May 6, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-82-37, 15 NRC 1139 (1982)

BIG ROCK POINT PLANT. Docket 50-155

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, February S, 1982 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-82-7, 18 NRC 290 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, February 19, 1982, MFMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-82-8, 15 NRC 299 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, June 15, 1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR SECTIUN
2.206; DD-82-5, 15 NRC 1757 (1982)

SPENT FUEL POOL AMENDMENT; March 19, 1962, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-82-19B, 15 NRC 627 (1982)

SPENT FUEL POOL AMENDMENT; April 20, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82.32,
1S NRC 74 (1982)

BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, Units 1, 2 and 3, Dockets 50-259 OL., 50-260 OL, 50-296 OL
OPERATING LICENSE. June 10, 1982, MEMORANDUM, ALAB-677, 1S NRC 1387 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, January 6, 1982, DECISION, ALAB-664, 15 NRC | (1982)

BYRON NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units | and 2, Dockets 50-454 OL, 50-455 OL
OPERATING LICENSE. June 17, 1982, DECISION, ALAB-678, 1S NRC 1400 (1982)

BYRON STATION, Units | and 2, Dockets STN-50-454.0LA, STN-50-455-OLA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, January 27, 1982, MEMORA <DUM AND ORDER;

LBP-82.5, 1S NRC 209 (1982)

CATAWBA NUCLEA™ STATION, Units | and 2, Dockets S0-413, 50-414

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, June 30, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-82-50, 15 NRC
1746 (1982)

CATAWBA NUCLEAR STATION, Units | and 2. Dockets 50-413-OL, 50-414-OL; ASLBP Docket
81-463-010L
OPERATING LICENSE. March 5, 1982. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-16, 15 NRC 566

(1982;

CLINCH RIVER BREEDER REACTOR PLANT. Docket 50-537

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, April 14, 1982, ORDER FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WITH PARTIES:.
LBP-82-31, 15 NRC 835 (1982)

CLINCH RIVER BREEDER REACTOR PLANT. Docket 50-537 (exemption request under 10 CFR
$0.12)

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. March 16, 1982. ORDER, CLI-82-4, 15 NRC 362 (1982)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, May 17, 1982, MEMORANDUM TO THE PARTIES, CLI-82-8A, 15
NRC 1098 (1982}

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, May 18, 1982, ORDER, CLi-82-8, 15 NRC 1095 (1982)

COBALT-60 STORAGE FACILITY, Drcket 30-6931
MATERIALS LICENSE RENEWAL; March 31, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-24,

15 NRC 652 (1982)

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Units | and 2, Dockets 50-445, 50-446
OPERATING LICENSE, March 5, 1982, ORDER. LBP-82 '7. 15 NRC 593 (1982)

OPERATING LICENSE, March 8, 1982, ORDER, LBP-82-18, 15 NRC 598 (1982)

COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Units | and 2, Tockets S0-498A, 50-499A,
SO-445A, SO-w46A
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. May 6, 1982, MEMORANDU A AND ORDER, LBP-82-38, 15 NRC

1143 (1982)
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DIABLO CANYOM NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Units | & 2; Dockets 50-275-OL, 50-323-OL
mléﬂNO LICENSE . February 10, 1982, STATEMENT OF THE COMMISSION; CLI-82-1, 15
NRC 225 (1982)
DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-32) OL
(SECURITY)
OPERATING LICENSE. April 22, 1982, ORDER; CLI-82-7, 15 NRC 673 (1982)
GE MORRIS OPERATION SPENT FUEL STOPAGE FACILITY; Dockets 70-1308, 72-1-SP
OPERATING LICENSE RENEWAL; March 2, 1982; DECISION AND ORDER; LBP-82-14, 15
NRC 530 (1982)
INDIAN POINT STATION, Unit No. 2; D et 50-247-OLA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; January 4, 1982. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER:
| BP-82-1, 15 NRC 137 {1982)
INDIAN POINT, Unit 2; Dockets 50-247-SP, 50-286-SP
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 1, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC
15 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM AN'/ ORDER; LBF-82-12B, 15 NRC
523 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 29, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-2, 15 NRC
647 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 715
(1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 23, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LOP-32-34, 15 NRC 895
(1982)
INDIAN POINT, Unit No. 3; Dockets 50-247-SP. 50-286-SP
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. March 1, 1982, MEMOR ANDUM AMND ORDER; LBP-82-12A, 15 NRC
515 (1982)
SPECI‘AL PROCEEDING; March 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-12B, 15 NRC
523 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; March 29, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-23, 15 NRC
647 (1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 2, 1992; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-25, 15 NRC 715
(1982)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 23, 1982, MEMORAND{ 4 AND ORDER; LBP-82-34, 15 NRC 895
(1982)
LIMERICK GENERATING STATION, Uniu | and 2, Dockets 50-352 OL, 50-353 OL
OPERATING LICENSE, June 1, 1982; SPEC.AL PREHEAR. NG CONFERENCE ORDER;
LBP-82-43A, 15 NRC 1423 (1982)
MAINE YANKEE ATOMIC POWER STATION; Docket 50-309-OLA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDYENT, January 22, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-82-4, 15 NRC 199 (1982)
MANUFACTURING LICENSE FOR FLOATING NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS; Docket STN 50-437

ML
MANUFACTURING LICENSE; june 30, 1982; INITIAL DECISION; LBP-8249, 15 NRC 1658
(1982)
MIDLAND PLANT, Units | & 2; Docket 50-329 OM & (.., 50-330 OM & OL
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE; April 12, 1982;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-82-28, 15 NRC 759 (1982)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE; April 30, 1982,
MEMORANDUN AND ORDER; LEP-82-35, 15 NRC 1060 (1982)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION, OPERATING LICENSE; May $, 1982,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-674, 15 NRC 1101 (1982)
NORTH ANNA NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-338 OL, 50-339 OL
OPERATING LICENSE; May 26, 1982, DECISION; ALAB-676, 15 NKC *117 (1982)
PALISADES NUCLEAR POWER FACILITY, Docket 50-255-SP
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OPERATING LICENSE; March 2, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-13, 15 NRC 527
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OPERA TING LICENSE; March 3, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-15, 15 NRC 555
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OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT: March 31, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
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OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; April 22, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
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OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, May 26, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-82-42, 15 NRC 1307 (1982)
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SPECIAL PROCEEDING,; May 22, 1982, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR SECTION
2206, DD-82-3, 15 NRC 1348 (1982)
SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Units 2 and 3; Dockets 50-361-CP, 50-362-CP
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(1982)
SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENEP ATING STATION, Units 2 and 3; Dockets 50-361 OL, 50-362 OL
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OPERATING LICENSE, May 14, 1982, INITIAL DECISION; LBP-82-39, 1S NRC 1163 (1982)
OPERATING LICENSE, May 25, 1982; ORDER. LBP-82-40, 15 NRC 1293 (1982)
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OPERATING LICENSE; March 15, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-19, 15 NRC 60!
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ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; March 24, 1982; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. LBP-82-21, 15
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SPECIAL PROCEEDING; April 26, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-3A, 15 NRC
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SPESC’I.AL’PG(IEEDING. June 21, 1982, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-82-47, 15 NRC
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