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UNITED STATES OUF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING APPEAL BOARD

In the Matter of Docket No. 50-250-OLA-4
50-251-0LA-4

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT (P/T Limits)
COMPANY

(Turkey Point Plant, Units 3
an' 4)

NRC STAFF RESPONSE TO LICENSEE'S
"MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
PROCEEDING SHOULD NOT BE T RMINATED'

On December 8, 1990, the Nuclear Energy Accountability Project (NEAP) filed

0 "M n t¢ lraw” in ¢ OV \ 0
a "Motion to Withdraw" in a proceeding involving t}

118 Licensee, now pending before

an Atomic Safety and Licensing RPaard Y The "Motion to Withdraw' stated 1) that

NEAP would be dissolved on December 31, 1990. 2) that NEAP's Executive
Director would vironmental organization, and 3) that NEAI

» Yy 3 14 ha ' "y a7 v I T i ™ | ™ LI r aftar
nemoers would be given an opportunity to join that organization after NEAP's

o

Th
A

he "Motion to Withdraw" was granted by the Atomic Safety and

g Board on December 12, 1990

“Docket Nos, 50-250-OLA-6 and 50-251-OLA-¢ (Emergency Power System Enhancement)




2
On December 21, 1990, the Licensee filed a "Motion for Order to Show Cause

Why Proceeding Should Not Be Terminated" ("Motion") in this proceeding? In its
Motion, the Licensee points out that, after NEAPSs dissolution on
December 31, 1990, NEAP will no longer be in a position to conduct litigation in
a representational capacity on behalf of its members. Licensee notes that there
does not appear to be any reason why the considerations which led to the
submission of the motion in the OLA-6 proceeding, and the grant of that motion
by the Licensing Board, should not also lead to the conclusion that continued
prosecution of litigation in this proceeding should terminate.

The NRC Staff agrees and supports the Licensee's Motion for issuance of an
order to show cause directed to NEAP as to why this proceeding should not be
terminated.

Respectfully submitted,

= -
?QJ!L(‘)A\U&. \!LQJN—(D.
Patricia Jehle

Counsel for NRC Staff

Dated at Rockville, Maryland
this 3rd day of January, 1991.

YLicensee filed an identical motion with the Appeal Boara on December 19, 1990 in
Docket Nos. 50-250-OL.A-5 and 50-251-OLA-5 (Technical Specifications). The Staff, in
a response dated December 31, 1990, supported the Licensee's motion in that proceeding.
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I hereby certify that copies of NRC STAFF RESPONSE TO LICENSEE'S
"MOTION FOR ORDER TG SHOW CAUSE WHY PROCEEDING SHOULD
NOT BE TERMINATED" in the above-captioned proceeding have been served on
the following by deposit in the United States mail, first class, or as indicated by an
asterisk through deposit in the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's internal mail

system, this 3rd, day of January, 1991:

Christine N, Kohl, Chairman®

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C, 20555

Thomas S. Moore*

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Howard A. Wilber*

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Glenn O, Bright*

Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555
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B. Paul Cotter, Jr., Chairm:
Administrative JU;T‘.'L

Atomic Safety and llu,‘nw!‘;g Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washi: gron, l‘( 205558

Stewart Ebneter

Regional Administrator

USNRC, Region 11

101 Marietta St., N.W.. Suite 2900
Atlaata, GA 30303

John T. Butler, Esq
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000 Southeast Financial Center
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Steven P. Frantz, Esq. (2)
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Newman & Holtzinger, P.(
. St., N.W. Suite 1000
D.C. 20036

J. Saporito, Jr
\\ 62nd Place

;- 1141
Florida 33143

Joette Lorion
7269 S.W. 5S4t} Avenue
Miami, Florida 33143

Center for Nuclear Responsi
7210 Red Road #207 B
Miami, Florida 33143

Nuclear Energy Accountability Project
P.O. Box 129
Jupiter, Florida 33468-0129

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

Panel (1)*
U.S. Ni \%t'." Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Atomi¢c Safety and Licer nsing Appea
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Washington, D.C. 20558
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