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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 documei.t.
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:

I. 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 hcaring, 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 issuc. If a given issuance covers
more than one issue, then separate digests are used for each issue and are
designated alphabetically.



3. Legal Citations Index

This index is divided into four parts and consists of alpha“zstical or
alphanumerical arrangements of Cases, Regulations, Statutes, and Othe s. These
citations are listed as given in the issuances. Changes in regulations and itatutes
may have occurred to cause changes in the number or name and/or appl: ability
of the citation. It is therefore important to consider the date of the issuanc .

The references to cases, regulations, statutes, and others are g:nerally
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

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



CASE NAME INDEX

ALABAMA POWER COMPANY
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets S0-348A, 50-364A,
CLI-B1-27, 14 NRC 795 (1981)
BOSTON EDISON COMPANY et al
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. ORDER. Docket 50-471 CP, ALAB-656, 14 NRC 965 (1981)
CENTRAL ELECTRIC POWER COOPERATIVE, INC
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 787 (1981)
CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL. Append
10 LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 235 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-0L .
LBP-81-35 14 NRC 682 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-440-OL.. 50-441-OL;
LBP-81-42. 14 NRC 842 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER. Dockets 50-440-OL. 50-441-OL. LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1037 (19%81)
OPERATING LICENSE. SPECIAL PREHEARING CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER CONCERNING PARTY STATUS, MOTIONS O DISMISS AND TO STAY, THE
ADMISSIBILITY OF CONTENTIONS, AND THE ADOPTION OF SPECIAL DISCOVERY
PROCEDURES, Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets STN
S0-454-OLA, 50-455-OLA; LBP-B1-30-A, 14 NRC 364 (198))
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets STN
50-454-OLA, 50-455-OLA; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 901 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; ORDER. Dockets 50-254-OLA, 50-265-OLA. LBP-81-53. 14
NRC 912 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; Dockets 50-237-OLA.
50-249-OLA (Spent Fuel Pool Modification). LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-454 OL. 50-455 OL;
ALAB-659, 14 NRC 983 (1981)
SHOW CAUSE: DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206. Dockets 50-295, 50-304 (10 CFR
2.206). DD-81-16. 14 NRC 781 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-10. CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 616
(1981)
CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK
SPECIAL PROCEEDING: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-247. 50-286. CLI-81-2) 14
NRC 610 (1981)
CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION. Dockets 50-329-CP, 50-130-CP.
LBP-§1-63. 14 NRC 1768 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Docket 50-255-CO. LBP-81-26. 14 NRC
247 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. ORDER. Docket $0-155; CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)
DAIRYLAND POWER COOPERATIVE
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, Dockets 50-409-OL., 50-409-SC
(Provisional Operating License DPR-45), LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
DUKE POWER COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-369. 50-370. ALAB-647. 14
NRC 27 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. DECISION: Docket 70-2623. ALAB-651. 14 NRC 307 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. ORDER. Dockets 50-369. 50-370; CLI-81-15. 14 NRC | (1981)




ECKERT, SEAMANS, CHERIN & MELLOTT
SPECIAL PROCEEDING: DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF PETITION
FOR RULEMAKING; Docket PRM-2-6; DPRM-£1-2, 14 NRC 289 (1981)
FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Docket 50-389A
(10 CFR 2.206); DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589 (1981)
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-389A, LBP-81-19, 14
NRC 87 (1981)
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket SO-389A; LBP-81-28, 14
NRC 1333 (1981)
ANTITRUST PRCCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-389-A; LBP-81-41, 14
NRC 839 (1981)
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-389-A; LBP-81-58, 14
NRC 1167 (1981)
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket S0-389-A; LBP-81-64, 14
NRC 1803 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE: DECISION; Docket 50-389 OL; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Docket 50-251 (10 CFR
2.206); DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DECISION, Dockets 50-250 SP, 50-251 SP; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987
(1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets 50-250-SP, 50-251-SP (Proposed
Amendments 1o Facility Operating Licenses 10 Permit Steam Generstor Repairs), LBP-81-30, 14 NRC
357 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER; Dockets 50-250, 50-251; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
GEORGIA POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-424,
$0-425. DD-81-12, 14 NRC 265 (1981)
HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; SECOND ORDER: Docket 50-466-CP, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPANY, et al
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket STN 50-498 OL, STN 50-499 OL
(Operating License); LBP-81.54, 14 NRC 918 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Dockets STN-50-498 OL, STN-50-499 OL; CLI-81-28, 14 NRC
933 (1981)
ILLINOIS POWER COMPANY, et al
OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-461-OL. LBP-81-61, 14 NRC
1735 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER; Dockets 50-461-OL, 50-462-OL: LBP-81-56, 14 NRC 1035 (1981)
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPATIY
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-322 OL; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC
71 (1981)
LOUISIANA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-382-OL. LBP-81-48, 14 NRC
877 (1981)
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY
RESTART PROCEEDING, ORDER; Docket 50-289; CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-289-SP (Restart, Reopened
Proceeding). LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 888 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER ON NEPA—-COMPLIANCE ISSUES;
Docket 50-289-SP (Restart, Reopened Proceeding). LBP-81-60, |4 NRC 1724 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER; Docket 50-289 (Restart — Management lssues), ALAB-638, 14
NRC 981 (198))
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER; Docket 50-389 (Restart). CLI-81-34, 14 NRC 1097 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; Docket 50-289-SP (Restart). LBP-81.32,
14 NRC 381 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION:; Docket 50-289-SP (Restart). LBP-81-59,
14 NRC 1211 (1981)
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY , et al
OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER. Docket 50-289 (Restart), CLI-81-17. 14 NRC 299 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-320: ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632
(1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER; Docket 50-289 (Restart); CLI-81-20, 14 NRC 593 (1981)




CASE NAME INDEX

NEW YORK STATE ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT,; ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING; Docket 50-201,
Provisional Operating License No. CSF-1; CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY
SHOW CAUSE. DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-245, 50-286 (10 CFR
2.206). DD-81-17, 14 NRC 784 (1981)
NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC.
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING; Docket 50-201,
Provisional Operating License No. TSF-1; CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-133-OLA;
LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-133-OLA.
LBF-81-49, 14 NRC 885 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE: DECISION; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL; ALAB-653, 14 NRC 629
(1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL,
CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL;
LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 325 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL (Security
Proceeding). ALAB-649, 14 NRC 40 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER; Dockets 50275 OL, 50-323 OL (Security). CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 595
(1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; ORDER SUSPENDING LICENSE; Docket 50-275 OL; CLI-81-30, 14 NRC
950 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; Dockets 50-275-OL, 50-323-OL (Low
Power Test Proceeding). LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, DECISION; Dockets 50-463 CP, 50-464 CP. ALAB-657, 14 NRC 967
(1981)
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al.
SPECIAL PROCEEDING,; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-277, 50-278; ALAB-654, 14
NRC 632 (1981)
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Docket 50-344 (10
CFR 2206). DD-81-13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)
POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-247, 50-286; CLI-81-23, 14
NRC 610 (1981)
PROJECT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-537 (Exemption Request
under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-81.35, 14 NRC 1100 (1981)
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF INDIANA
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-546,
$0-547 (10 CFR 2.206). DD-81-18, 14 NRC 925 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206. Dockets STN
S0-546. STN 50-547 (10 CFR 2.206); DD-81-22, 14 NRC 1085 (1981)
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, et al.
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-443, 50-444
(10 CFR 2206). DD-81-14, 14 NRC 279 (1981)
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-654, 50-355, ALAB-654, 14
NRC 632 (1981)
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMFANY et al
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; DECISION, Docket 50-272 OLA: ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43
(1981)
PUERTO RICO ELECTRIC POWER AUTHORITY
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. DECISION; Docket 50-376; ALAB-662. 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Docket 50-376; ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34
(1981)



CASE NAME INDEX

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-312 SP; ALAB-655, 14 NRC
799 (198))

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et al.

OPERATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM, Docket 50-395 OL. ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1140 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE;: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Docket 50-395-OL; LBP-81-47, |14 NRC
865 (1981)

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE: DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Docket 50-206 (10 CFR
2.206). DD-81-19, 14 NRC 1041 "1981)

OPERATING LICENSE: DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Docket 50-20¢ (10 CFR
2.206); DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)

SOUTHERN CALIFORANIA EDISON COMPANY, et al.

OPERATING LICENSE: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-361 OL, 50-362 OL;
CLI-81-33, 14 NRC 1091 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER; Dockets 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL. LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, PREHEARING CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER; Dockets 50-259-OL, 50-260-OL., 50-296-OL. LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 828 (1981)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, AEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockzst 50-537 (Exemption Request
under 10 CFR 50.12); CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1100 (1981)

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al.

OPI RATING LICENSE; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-445 OL, 50-446 OL
(Application for Operating License), LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL
(Application for Operating License); LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL,
LBP-BI-51, 14 NRC 896 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER; Dockets 50-445, 50-446 (Application for Operating License),
LBP-81-25 14 NRC 24) (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER CONCERNING SUA SPONTE ISSUES, SCHEDULING
ORDER, NOTICE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARING AND PREHEARING CONFERENCE;
Dockets S0-445-OL, 50-446-OL (Application for Operating License. LBP-81-33, 14 NRC 767 (1981)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; ORDER: Dockets 50-445, 50-446, CLI-81-24, 14 NRC 614 (1981)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING. ORDER. Dockets 50-445, 50-446, CLI-81-36, 14 NRC 1111 (1981)

THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

OPERATING LICENSE. ORDER RELATIVE TO PARTICIPATION OF DANIEL O. HIRSCH
UNDER 10 CFR 2733 Docket 50-142 OL (Proposed Renewal of Facility License); LBP-81-29, 14
NRC 353 (1981)

THE TOLEDO ZDISON COMPANY, et al.

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. ORDER, Dockets 50-500-CP, 50-501-CP. LBP-81-13, 14 NRC 586
(1981)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING. MEMORANDUM: Dockets 50-500, 50-501. ALAB-652, 14 NRC 627
(1981)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Docket 50-537 (Exemption Request

Under 10 CFR 50 12). CLI-R1-35, 14 NRC 1100 (1981)
WABASH VALLEY POWER ASSOCIATION

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; Dockets 50-546,

50-547 (10 CFR 2.206). DD-51-18, 14 NRC 925 (1981)
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP

SPECIAL PROCEEDING, ORDER. Docket | 1000495, Application No. XSNM-1471; CLI-81-18, 14
NRC 301 (1981)

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA.
S0-301-OLA. LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 819 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Dockets S0-266-OLA.
50-301 OLA. LBP-81-4), 14 NRC 848 (198))

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER Duckets 50 266-OLA,
SO-301-OLA. LBP-R1.44, 14 NRC 850 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: Dockets 50 '66-OLA,
50-301-OLA; LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 85) (1981)



CASE NAME INDEX

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,

$0-301-OLA. LBP-81-46, 14 NRC 862 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA,

$0-301-OLA; LBP-8i-355, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; Dockets 50-266-OLA.

$0-301-OLA. LBP-£1.62, 14 NRC 1747 (1981)



DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

CLISI-1S DUKE POWER COMPAMY (WILLIAM B MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS |

AND 2). Docket Nos. $0-369. 50-370; SPECIAL PROCEEDING. June 29, 1981, ORDER

A Following the issuance of a Licensing Board's decision (LBP-81-17) authorizing the Director of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation 1o issue a full-power. full-term license for the operation of Units | and 2
of the McGuire facility, and upon the completion of it “effectiveness rev.ew™ of that decision 15 it
relates 10 lall power operation of Unit 1, the Commission authorizes '“e Director to issuc the
full-power, full-term license for the operation of Unit | The Commission takes this action without
prejudice 10 its “effectiveness review™ for Unit 2. the normal appellaie review of the Licensing Beard's
decision (as it pertains 10 both Units | and 2) by the Appeal Board and by the Commission. and the
motion 10 stay the effectiveness of the Licensing Board's decision now before the Appeal Board

CLIRI-16 STATEMENT OF POLICY FURTHER COMMISSION GUIDANCE FOR POWER
REACTOR OPERATING LICENSES. SPECIAL PROCEEDING. November 3, 1980. ORDER

A The Commission (by equally divided vote) denies a requested stay of the Commission’s
“Statement of Policy: Further Commission Guidance for Power Operating Licenses,” published in 45
Fed Reg 4!738 (June 20, 1980)

CLIBI-1T METKOPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, et al (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR
STATION. UNIT 1). Ducket No 50-289 (Restar). OPERATING LICENSE. August 13, 1981,
ORDER

A The Commission revised its July 2, 1979 order by extending its provision that Metropolitan
Edison Company keep Unit | in cold shutdown condition until further Commission order 1 GPL
Nuclear Corporation. The Commission also revises its August 19, 1979 (CLI-79-8) and March 6, 1980
(CLI-80-5) orders to provide that the Licensing Board consider GPU Nuclear's management
competence. rather than Metropolitan Edison’s. during the restart proceedings for Unit | The
C on further authorizes the NRC staff 10 issue an amendment 1o the operating hicense for Unit
| which will transfer operating awthority for the unit to GPU Nuclear

CLI-8I-18 WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP (EXPORT OF LEU TO THE PHILIPPINES).
Docket No. 11000495, Application No. XSNM-1471; SPECIAL PROCEEDING. August 20, 1981
ORDER

A Ths Commission demies petitioners’ request for leave to intervene and for a hearing on
applicant’s request for authorization to export special nuclear material to the Philippines. finding that
petitioners failed to assert the requisite “affected interest™ or “injury-in-fact™ to entitle them 1o &
heating as a matter of right and that since the Commission has decided in earlier proceedings
(CLI-BO-15. 11 NRC 672, and CLI-76-6. 3 NRC 563) not to consider health, safety and
environmental impacts in evaluating fuel export applications, there is no basis for holding further
public pr dings on 1h= reg

CLIKI-19 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,
UNIT NO ). Docket No. 50-289. RESTART PROCEEDING. August 20, 1981, ORDER

A The Commission issues an order in this Restart proceeding stating its intention to begin its
immediaie effectiveness review of the Licensing Board's first partial ‘mual decision (on management
competence) soon after its expected issuance later in the month, if the Board resolves the management
competence issues in a manner favorable to the eventual opers son of Unit | The Commission requests
the views of the parties on the immediate effectiveness of the Board's decision The Commussion also
modifies s Order of August 9. 1979, CLI-79-8, 10 NRC 141 (which provided that the record in the
proceeding be certified by the Licensing Board directly to the Commission for final decision). to
provide that an Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board be established 10 hear initial appeals m
s proceeding. subject 1o possible Commission review in response 1o petitions for review filed pursuant
W 17 TFR 2 786 or on the Commission’s own motion
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NUCLEAR RECULATORY COMMISSION

CLI-81-20 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, et al (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAZ

A

g.g;l:w UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart). SPECIAL PROCEEDING; September 17, 1981
On reconsideratior. of a question on which a four-member Commission had divided equally
belore, the result of which was 10 exciude consideration of psychological stress contentions from this
nnn:wdu‘.ohllcmn ity vote, decides to adhere 10 the previous result
Al

CL-si-21 CIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC PANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER

A

PLANT, UNITS | AND 1), Docket Nos. 50-275 OL, 350-323 OL (Security); OPERATING
LICENSE: September 17, 1981, ORDER

In response (o an intervenor's request for clarification on the procedure for seeking review of
the Appeal Board's September 9. 1981 physical security decision (ALAB-653 and ALAB-653
RESTRICTED). the Commission: (1) directs that review of the decision be sought by the filing of &
petition for review pursuant to 10 CFR 2786; (2) extends the time for filing such putitions: and (3,
instructs the parties 10 follow the filing and service procedures used in the Appeal Board security
proc_eding.

The Commission’s normal practice for review of Atomic Safer and Licensing Appesl Board
decisions applies even when an Appeal Board has conducted evidenti y hearings. ific Gas and
Electric Power Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | anc 2) ALAB-644, 13 NRC 903
(June 16, 1981); Virginia Electric and Power Co. (Norih Anna Po or Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-578, 11 NRC 189 (1980); Northern States Power Co. (Prair - Island Nuclear Generating
Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-343, 4 NRC 69 (1976).

CLI-81-22 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC PANY (DIABLO CA 'YON NUCLEAR POWER

A

C

PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 275 OL, 50-323 O ;. OPERATING LICENSE,
September 21, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Pursuant 1o is Immediate Effectiveness review under 10 CFR 2.764(0), the Commission. inter
alia, (1) decides that the Licensing Board's July 17, 1981 Partia! Initial Decision, LBP-81-21, 14 NRC
107, authorizing issuance of a fuel-keading and low-power m-: hcense should becor= effective with
respect 10 Unit |, subject to documentation by the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation on the
basis of findings to be made by '.n regarding certain matters specified by the Appeal Board in
ALAB-653, 14 NRC 629; (2) directs tha. two contentions excluded by the Licensing Board from the
low power proceeding be included ia the full-power proceeding (without prejudice to the Appea! Board
review (and later Commission review) to the exclusion of these and other contentions in both the low
and full-pover proceedings). (1) denies the requests of the Governor of California and intervenors for &
waiver of the Immediate Effeciivencss rule for the Licensing Board's decision and certain other
requests relating to the procedurs for review of that decision, including stay requests; and (4) asks for
the current iews of FEMA regardiry the adequacy of emergency planning for purposes of low-power
testing &' Diablo Canyon

That one party or an imerested State may differ sharply with the Licensing Board's resolution
of contested issues in an operating license case is Pot & “special circumstence” that could justify waiver
of the immediate effectiveness rule, 10 CFR 2.764, pursuant to 10 CFR 2.758. This is because the
immediate effectiveness rule, 10 CFR 2.764, itsell deals with operating license cases only if they are
contested

Nothing in Section 274 |. of the Atomic Energy Act grants 1o an interested State any right 1o
bypass normal appeal and stay review procedures and to bring matters directly before the Commission

prior 1o hcense ssusnce
CLI81-2) CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT 2x

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (INDIAN POINT, UNIT 3) Docket
Nos. $0-247, 50-286; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; September |8, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND

ORDEP

The Commission clarines its previous Memorandum and Order, CLI-81-1, 13 NRC | (1981)
which inter alia. directed the holding of a hearing to consider certain safety issues relating
hl.fmuzulJdmAIMNﬂfuMy.nﬂmnAmh y and Licensing Board to

over the

CLI-81-24 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM

ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-446, SPECIAL PROCEEDING
September 22, 1981, ORDER

The Commission requests the Licensing Board 1o describe the particular factors that coastituter
the basis for the Board's adoption sua sponte o certain of & dismissed intervenor's contentions

In operating License proceedings, a licensing board may exercise its sua sponte authority 1o
examine matiers not put ‘mmmyhbmﬁ“h‘dnmthnm.m.
environmental, or common defense and security matter exists.” 10 CFR 2 760a
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In opera icense proceedings, & licensing board’s determinetion to raise & matter sua sponte
pursuant 1o 10 CF z7ﬁmwhmhnhwnupnum-hdmhthwn~
states the reasons for

and raising the issue.
CLI-81.25 COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (DRESDEN NUCLEAR POWER STATION,

A

UNSIOI.).DEM No. 50-10; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; September 28, 1981; MEMORANDUM
AN R

The Comeission directs the appointment of an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board to rule on
petitions for hearings with regard to licensee's proposal to chemically decontaminate Unit | of the
Dresden facility, and provides guidance on ihe conduct of & hearing should the Board decide vae is

Section 189a .7 the Atomic Energy Act, as amended, provides that the Commission shall
conduct & hearing al Ih. request of persons whose interest may be affected. Petitioners satisly the
Commussion s critens for i tervention if they are found to have standing and come forward with at
ieasi one hligabie contentior

Neither prior notic. nor a prior hearing is required under Section 189s of the Atomic
Act, as amonded, for Commission approval of a license amendment in situations where the NRC sta
makes a “no significant hazards consideration” finding.

Each person secking intervention in a Commission licensing proceeding must separately
establish sanding 10 CFR 2714,

Intervention 1» a Commission licensing proceeding may be granted as a matter of discretion
according 10 specific criteria. Portiand General E'ectric Co et al. (Pebbie Springs Nuclear Plant, Units
| and 2). CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 616 (1976).

Participation in & Commission licensing proceeding rﬂosucp is ot the
m«a:uqurw.umuyumuma- ited appearance 10 CFR 2715
Only parties 10 a Commission proceeding may be consolidated Petitioners who are not

admitied as parties may not be consolidated for the purpose of participation as a single party. 10 CFR
2715

Meither the Atomic Energy Act, the National Environmental Policy Act, nor the Commission's
regulations require that there be a hearing on an environmental impact statement Vermont Yankee
Nuclear Power Corp. v. NRC, 435 Ls 519, 548 (1978). Public hearings are heid on an EIS only if
the Commussion finds such heari ired in the public interest. 10 “FR 2.104

CLI-81-26 CENTRAL ELECTRI POW R COOPERATIVE, INC. (VIRGIL C. SUMMER

A

NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO 1), Docket No. 395A. SPECIAL PROCEEDING, October 16,
1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Commission denies a petition for reconsideration of its decison of June 26, 1981
(CLI-81-14) in which it declined 1o make & “significani changes”™ determination under Section 105¢(2)
of the Atomic Energy Act, thus statutory antitrust review of in connection with
their pending application for an operating for the Virgil C. Summer ity

A petition for & “significant changes” determination pursuant to Section 105¢(2) of the Atomic
Emymhumu-h«m(n‘u,mh“)hnhﬂlﬁhwym
governed by the Commission’s Rules of Practice, 10 CFR Part 2, Subpart G

M«mwMuaﬁMhmn‘Mwhmﬂcudmaﬁ
in light of an claboration upon or refinement of, arguments previously sdvanced: they are not the
occasion for advancing an entirely new thesis. Tennessee Valley Authority (Hartsville Nuclear Plant,
Units 1A, 2A, 1B & 2B), ALAB-418, 6 NRC 1, 2 (1977}

Under Section 105c(2) of the Atomic Energy Act, a second formal antitrust review at the
operating license stage of a reactor licensing proceeding is the exception and not the rule

Under Section 105¢(2) of the Atomic Energy Act. 1o determine whether “significant changes”
have occurred requiring the matter (o be referred to the Attorney General for formal review, the
“significant changes”™ determination requires that there be a factual basis for the determination and
that the al cha be reasonably rent

CLIEI-2T ALABAMA POWER COMPANY (JOSEPH M. FARLEY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS |

A

AND 2). Docker Nos 50-148A. 50-364A: SPECIAL PROCEEDING. October 22, 1981;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Commission denies petitions by the licensee and an intervenor for review of the Appeal
Board’s June 30, 198] decision (ALAB-646) imposing certain remedial antitrust conditions on the
operating licenses for the Farley nuclear units: the Commission also demses the licensee’s motion for &
stay of the deciwion’s effectiveness Judicial review of the decision.

The four factors 10 be amomwhauymnhﬂium
2788 of the Commussion's regulstions, 10 CFR 2.788. While no single '
crucial one s whether irreparable injury will be movant
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('o2 of l;;duu (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2). ALAB-437, 6 NRC 630,
632 (1977)

The burden of pursuasion on the four factors in 10 CFR 2.788 rests on the moving party
Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuciear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALA 3. 8
NRC 253, 270 (1978).

To meet the standard of making a strong showing that it is likely tc prevail on the merits of i
appeal (the first factor under 10 CFR 2.788), the movant must do more than merely estaolish possible
grounds for appeal. Toledo Edison Co (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Units |, 2, and 3),
LBP-77.7, § NRC 452 (1977). In addition, an “overwhelming showing of likelihood of success on the
merits” is necessary where the showing on the other three factors is weak. Florida Power and Light
Co. (St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 2), ALAB-404, § NRC 1185, 1186-89, and ALAB-415, §
NRC 1435, 1437 (1977). Moreover, where an applicant is asking as a preliminary matter for the full
relief to which it might be entitled if successful at the conclusion of its appeal, it has a heavy burden
10 establish a right to it. Toledo Edison Co. (Davis-Besse Nuciear Power Station, Units No. 1),
ALAB-38S. S NRC 621, 626 (1977)

CLY-81-28 HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER COMPANY, et. al. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT,

UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos. STN-Z0 498 OL. STN-50-499 OL: OPERATING LICENSE:
November 4, 1981. ORDER

The Commission decides (by 3 2 vote) not to reconsider its earlicr 2-2 vote on the question of
whether 10 review sua sponte the Appeal Board’s decision in ALAB-639, 13 NRC 469 (1981),
authorizing the mmmm’ by stafl from discovery of the names of confidential informants on the
Quality assurance ram for the plant

CLI-81-29 NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC. AND NEW YORK STATE ENERGY RESEARCH

AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (WESTERN NEW YORK NUCLEAR SERVICE
CENTER), Docket No. 50-201, Provisional Operating License No. CSF-1; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, November 6, 1981, ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING

Acting on a request by a licensee for (1) postponement of the effectivencss «f a license
amendment issued by the NRC staff, und (2) a prior huri-, on the amendment, the Uocmmission
denies the request but directs the Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Licensing Panel to establish a
Licensing Board (1) to conduct a hearing on the amendment in accordance with 10 CFR Pant 2,
Subpart G while the amendment remains effective and (2) (o rule on any petitions for leave 0
ntervene in the license amendment proceeding which may be filed.

A bare claim of absolute right to & prior hearing on the issuance of license amendment by the
NRC staff does not constitute a substantial Mad irreparable injury necessary to satisly the
irreparable injury requirement for a stay under 10 CFR 2.788(¢).

A license amendment may become immediately effective under 10 CFR 2.204 without prior
hearing if the pudlic health, safety, or interest requires.

Latent conditions which may potentially cause harm in the future are a sufTicient basis for
making a license amendment immediately effective without & prior hearirg where the consequences
may not be subject 10 correction in the future. Nuclear Engineering Company, Inc. (ShefTield, Illinois
Low-Level Radicactive Waste Disposal Site), CLI-79-6, 9 NRC 673 (1979); Consumers Power
Company (Midland Plant Units | and 2), CL1-74-3, 7 AEC 10-12 (1973).

CLI-81-30 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER

A

PLANT, UNIT 1). Docket No. 50-275 OL; OPERATING LICENSE; November 19, 1981; ORDER
SUSPENDING LICENSE

Following the licensee's discovery and reporting (subsequent to the grant of a license to load
fuel and conduct low-power testing at the Diable facility) of new information indicating, inter alia,
that certain structures, systems and components important to the safety of the plant may not be
properly designed to withstand the effects of earthquakes, the Commission suspends the license pending
completion of certain reverification actions by the licensee. The Commission's order is made
immediately effective and provides an opportunity for the licensee to show cause pursuant to 10 CFR
2202 and S0 100 why the license should not be suspended pending satisfactory completion of the

1 fied

actions speci
CLI-81-)1  FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY (TURKEY POINT PLANT, UNITS 3 & 4),

A

Docket Nos. 50-250. 50-251; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November 25, 1981: ORDER

The Commission denies & person’s request for a hearing on an order of the Director of the
Divisior. of Licensing, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. confirming the licensee’s commitment to
comply with requirements related to the TM| Action Plan (NUREG-0737)

A party seeking a hearing of right on an enforcement order must show that it has an interest
adversely affected by the order Public Service Co of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating
Station. Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 11 NRC 438, 439 (1980).
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C An intervention petition must, under 10 CFR 2.714(a)(2), (1) “set forth with particularity”
certain faciors regarding the petitioner’s interest in the proceeding and (2) address the criteria set forth
n 10 CFR 2714d)

CLI-81-32 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (BIG ROCK POINT PLANT), Docket No. 50-155;

SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November 25, 1981; ORDER

A The Commission denies petitioner’s request for a hearing on an order issued by the Director of
the Division of Licensing, Office of Nuclcar Reactor Regulation, conflirming the licensee’s commitment
1o comply with requirements related 10 the TM! Action n (NUREG-0717)

In order to be granted a hearing of right on an enforcement order, & party musi show thst it
has an interest adversely affected by the order. Public Service Company Indisna (Marble Hill
Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 11 NRC 438, 439 (1980)

C 10 CFR 2714(a)(2) requires a petitioner to “set forth with perticularity” certain factors
regarding the petitioner’s interest in the proceeding, and 1o address the criteria of 10 CFR 2.714(d)
CLI-81-33 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. December 8. 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Commuission decides that its current regulations do not require consideration of the impacts
on emergency planning of earthquakes which cause or occur during an accidental radiological release,
and that the Commission will consider on & generic basis whether the regulations should be changed to
address the potential impacts of a severe earthquake on emergency planning. The Licensing Board is
directed not 1o pursue this issee, which it had raised sus sponte, in this operating license proceeding

CLI-81-34 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (TEREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,
UNIT NO. 1), Docket No 50-389 (Restart); SPECIAL PROCEEDING, December 23, 1981,
ORDER ’

The Commission revises its schedule for the receipt of comments on (1) whether the Licensing
Board's December 14, 1981 decision on hardware/design issues, emergency placning and the
separation of Units | and 2 should be made effective immediziely and (2) whether the Commin on
should defer its own decision on restart after & Board decision on certain cheating incidents. The
Commission withdraws Appeal Board authority to stay proceedings during the pendency of appeals in
this case. and advises any parly supporting Of Opposing & stay 10 30 argue in its comments 10 the
Commission on the two questions

CLI81-3S 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. December 24, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Commission announces procedures and a schedule for the consideration of the merits of the
request of the Department of Energy — a co-applicant for & construction permit for the Clinch River
Breeder Reactor — for an exemption from 10 CFR 50 10, pursuant 10 10 CFR 5012, to conduct site
preparation activities prior to the issuance of a construction permit or limited work authorization for
the plant

B Neither the Atomic Energy Act nor NEPA dictates the form of proceedings on requests for
exemptions from 10 CFR $0.10 pursuant to 10 CFR 50.12

CLI81-36 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM
ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-444; SPECIAL PROCEEDING;
December 29, 1981, ORDER

The Commussion directs the Licensing Board 1o dismiss certain contenvons of an intervenor
from the proceeding which the board had retained pursuant 1o its sus sponte authority under 10 CFR
2 760a subsequent 1o the Board's dismissal of the intervenor

A board’s inherent power 10 shape the course of the proceedi Offshore Power Systems
(Floating Nuclear Power Plants), ALAB-489, 8 NRC 194, 201-208 (1978), should not be confused
with its himited authority under 10 CFR 2.760s to shape the issues of the proceeding. The latter is not
# substitute for or means 1o accomplish the former

The apparent need to expedite & licensing proceeding or need to monitor the stafl's progress in
identifying and/or evaluating potential safety or environmental issues are not factors which authorize a
board 10 exercise its sua sponte authority under 10 CFR 2 760a

The nere acceptance of a contention, which only requires the the contention be set forth with
reasonable specificity, Mississippi Power & Light Co (Grand Guif Nuclear Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-130, 6 AEC 42), 426 (1975 does not justify a board’s sssuming that & seriows safety
environmental, or common defense and sc urity matier exists or otherwise relieve it of the obligation
under 10 CFR 27608 10 affirmatively detern.ne thet such & matter exists
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ALAB-647 DUKE POWER COMPANY (WILLIAM B MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION. UNITS |
AND 2). Docket Nos. 50-36%, 50-370. OPERATING LICENSE. July 1, 1981, MEMORANDL M
AND ORDER

The Appeal Board denies a motion requesting a stay pendente lite of the Licensing Boarc's
mitial (LBP-79-13, 9 NRC 489) and supplemental initial (LBP-81-13, 13 NRC 652) decisions
autherizing the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 10 issue full-term operating licenses for Units
I und 2 of the McGuire facility upon the Director’s making the Mndings required by 10 CFR 50.57(s)
on those matters not considered in the adjudicatory proceeding

Under new subsection (MN(2) of 10 CFR 2.764, upon its receipt of & licensing board decision
authorizing the issuance of an operating license, the Commission will undertake 10 determine on its
own iniiative whether 10 stay the effectiveness of the decision That determination s 10 be based or &
consideration of the gravity of the subsiantive issue, the likelihood that it has been resolved incorrectly
below. the degree 1o which correct resolution of the issue would be prejudiced by operation pending
review. and other relevant public interest factors. Such Commission review is without prejudice 10
Appea! Board or other Commission decisions, including decisions on stay requests filed under 10 CFR
2788

( Requests for stays of Licensing Board decisions will be judged by a balancing of the four
factors specified in 10 CFR 2.788(¢)

ALAB-648 PLERTO RICO ELECTRIC POWER AUTHORITY (NORTH COAST NUCLEAR
PLANT. UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-376. CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. July 2. 19%]
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Appeal Board demes intervenors’ motion to supplement the record

An Appeal Board ordinarily will not entertain an issue raised for the first time on appeal: its
disinclination 1o do so will be particularly strong in circumstances where the issue and the factua
averments underiying it could have been, but were not. timely put before the Licensing Board

It s unfair for a party 10 seek reliel from a trial tribunal on one theory and. if unsuccessiul
then (o mount an appeal on a discrete theory founded on additional asserted facts which. although
avarlable at the time, had not been given 1o that tribunal. requests 1o supplement the record will not be
eniertained by an appeal board in axd of such an appeal

ALAB-64% PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER
PLANT. UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos 350-275 OL, 50-323 OL (Security Proceeding). SPECIAL
PROCEEDING. July 15, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Aospeal Board denies a motion for an oral briefing of an alleged incident of sabotige
occurring recently at another facility, which was submitted without explanation of the incident's
connection with this proceeding or accompenying information except for a copy of a report of the
incydent taken from a trade journal

ALAB-650 PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et al. (SALEM NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-272 OLA (Spent Fuel Pool Expansion)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, July 17, 1981; DECISION

The Appeal Board affirms the Licensing Bosrd's decision (LBP-80-27, 12 NRC 41%)
authorizing the issuance of an amendment 10 the facility’s opersiing license permitting the installation
of new storage racks, designed 10 increase the capacity of Salem's spent fuel pool

A party’s briel on appeal must be confined to a consideration o the exceptions p.eviously filed
by the party and should specify, inter alia. the precise portion of the record relied upon in support of
the asscriion of error. 10 CFR 2762(a)

A party’s exceptions, which are 10 specify errors in the decision below, must relate 1o matiers
rased 1n the party's proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. absent a senous substantive
nssue. appeal boards will not enterta:n arguments that a hicensing board had no oppor(unity 1o eddress
and that are rased for the first time on appeal Tennessee Valley Authority (Martsville Plant, U nits
IAC2A. 1B and 2B) ALAB-46). 7 NRC 341, 348 (1978)
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A party's proposed findings and conclusions must be confined 1o the material issues of fact and
law presented on the record 10 CFR 2.754(c).

Bricfs are necessary not only 1o give appeal boards sufficient information 1o evaluate the basis
of objections 10 the decision below, but also to provide an opponent with a fair opportunity to come to
grips with ihe appellant’s arguments and atiempt to rebut them. The absence of a brief virtually
precludes an intelligent response by appellees; accordingly, unbriefed exceptions will generally be
regarded as waived Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Station, Units | and 2), ALAB461, 7
NRC M3 318 (197).

It 1s incumbent upon intervenors -thpniauuleCMmmM
pariicipation so that it is meaningful and alerts the agency 10 the intervenors’ position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v. Natura! Resources Defense Council, Inc., 435 US 519, 553
(1978)

Even parties who participate in NRC licensing proceedings pro se have the obligation to
familiarize themselves with the Commission's Rules of Practice and the proper briefing format
Pennsylvania Power and Light Co. (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-563,
10 NRC 449 450 n | (1979)

NFPA does not require consideration of circumstances that are only “remote and speculative
possibilitics © Natural Rescurces Defense Council, Inc v Morton, 458 F 2d 827, 838 (D C. Cir 1972)

Generalized assertions to the effect that “more evidence is needed™ are not enough 10 warrant
reopening a record

NEPA requires ¢ comsideration of alternatives only when the proposed action is & "major™ one
“significantly affecting the quality of the human environment,” or “involves unresolved conflicts
voncerning alternative uses of available resources " 42 US C. §§ 4332021C). (E)

Frror in a licensing board finding that does not affect or impair the board’s uitimate conclusion
s harmiess and gives no cause for reversal

More than the size and duration of a project must be evaluated when determining whether its
fidera! approval constitutes a major with a signifi environmental impact. in order to make
that evaluation, the precise federal action involved must be defined See Aberdeen & Rockfish RR. v
SCRAP 422 US 289, 1322 (1979)

In a spent fuel pool expansion proposal, the proper focus of the environmental inqui
incremential effect on the envir ed by the proposed license amendment Lu.u
General Eieciric Co (Trojan Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 26, 266 n.6 (1979)

After failing 1o ramse and litigate matters properly before the licensing board, a party may not
mnmtmcmld(hhrdoam.mdamuchrddmdnucmul“uum
matters “forcefully presented ™ Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v. Natural Resources Defense
Council. Inc, 435 US. 519, 55).554 (1978).

Technical issues discussed included Criticality, Boral integrity, corrosion, swelling. Spent fuel
pool LOCA. spent fuel oxsdation

ALAB-AST DUKE POWER COMPANY (AMENDMENT TO MATERIALS LICENSE SNM- 1773 —

TRANSPORTATION OF SPENT FUEL FROM OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION FOR
STORAGE AT MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION), Docket No 70-2623, SPECIAL
PROCEEDING. August 10, 1981; DECISION

Toe Appeal Board reverses the Licensing Board's initial decision (LBP-80-28, 12 NRC 4%9)
and authorizes the ssuance of an amendment to applicant’s materials license, allowing. subject 10 one
condition. the highway transportation of 30U spent fuel assemblies from the applicant’s Oconee
Nuclear Station 1o the McGuire Nuclzar Station for storage

NEPA requires the preparation of an environmental impact statement only in connection with
major federal actions which can be expected to have a significant impact on the quality of the human
environment

Where federal approval is sought of a portion of a private plan, developed withou! federal
involvement, an agency may confine its scrutiny under NEPA 10 the portion of the plan for which
approval 15 sought so long as (1) that portion has independent utility, and (2) as & result, the approval
does not foreciose the agency from later withholding approval of subsequent portions of the overall

plan

An environmental impact appraisal must supply “convincing reasoms” why an action with
arguably potentially migmificant environmental impacts does not require a detailed impact statement,
the appraisal should (1) reflect that & hard look was taken at the problem. (2) wdentify the relevant
areas of concern. and (1) make a convincing case that the impact is significant. Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Comm'n v. US Postal Service, 487 F 2d 1029, 103940 (DC Cir. 197))

"
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An environmental impact ststement need not o sider remote and highly speculative
m“ﬁlﬁymhmnI\MIWMM
statement.

Neither Section 102(2)(C) nor Section 102(2)(E) of NEPA obligates the federal agency "o
“wﬂ*mﬁuhlmﬂkﬁw'ﬂlummmcmmum
mmmlhlmhv&eilhm'lmmmw.'hnhd
General Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 273, 266 (1979).

ALAB-652 THE TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY, et al (DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER

STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-500, 50-501. SPECIAL PROCEEDING: September
3, 1981; MF MORANDUM

The ppeal Panel Chairman decides against the need to convene an Board 1o examine
conditions imposed by the Licensing Board in connection with the withdrawal of & construction permit
muummduuwmwummmhum,

Appeal board review will be routinel undertaken of any final disposition of licensing
proceeding tha: either was or had o be upon substantive determinations of significant safety
or environmental issues. Washington Puulic Power Supply System (WPPSS Nuclear No. 2),
ALAB-571, 10 NRC 687, 692 (1979).

ALAB-653 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER

B

PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. $0-275 OL. 50323 OL; OPERATING LICENSE
September 9, 1981 DECISION

Mupmmdmmminmﬁyhlmymwnlhmm
license proceeaing for the Diablo Canyon facility, the Appeal Board concludes that the applicant’s
security plan, subject to certain conditions and restrictions, conforms to all applicable provisions of the
Altomic Act of 1954, as amended, and the Commission's security regulations. The Board set
out its findings of fact and conclusions of law in s sealed separate opinion (ALAB-653
RESTRICTED) because of the sensitive character of the numerous details of the facility security plan
which the opinion

discusses
ALAB-654 PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al (PFACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER

STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-277, 50-278, METROPOLITAN EDISON
COMPANY. ¢t al. (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT NO 2), Docket No
$0-320, PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY (HOPE CREEK GENERATING
STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. $0-654, 50-355, SPECIAL PROCEEDING, September
11, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Appeal Board orders intervenors in this consolidated proceeding. as condition precedent to
a further evidentiary hearing on the environmental effects of radon releases associatcd with the
wranium fuel cycle, to make & preliminary showing that & genuine issue of » material fact exists by the
mmdenumq-w:mmnbum-ﬂmlmmnmulhd
cycle-related radon emissions on the amount found by the Appeal Board in ALAB-640, 13 NRC 487,
will have a significant environmental effect in terms of human health.

ALAB65S SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT (RANCHO SECO NUCLEAR

A

GENERATING STATION), Docket No. 30-112 SP; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; October 7, 1981;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Uplmin.-mdthIuMhd‘lmhthmIMn
(LBP-81-12) — which was instituted 1o determine the adequacy of certain short-lerm actions and
lu.-cmmmh“mmlmmnmcmn-mndm
March 1979 sccident at Three Mile Island — the Appeal Board defers judgment on the Licensing
Board's decision that approved continued reactor operstion and requests submission of further analyses
and information by the licensee and NRC staff

It is the Appeal Board's practicc 10 review sus sponie any final disposition of a licensing
proceeding that sither was or had * oe founded upon substantive determinations of significant safety
of environmental issues. Wash' qon Public Power Supply System (WPPSS Nuclear No. 2),
ALAB-571, 10 NRC 687 .92 (1979)

The Appeal B-.rd's standard in conducting & review, sua sponte, is similar to that required in &
contested procee o The Appeal Board may reject or modify findings of the Licensing Board if, after
giving its decison the probutive force it intrinsically commands. the Appeal Board 1s convinced that
the record compels & different result. Northern States Power Co. (Monticello Plant, Unit 1),
ALAB-611, 12 NRC Y01, 304 (1980).

mb&“umtnuw‘uIMMth-haan(a
are about 10 become) the subject of general rulemaking by the Commission Potomac Electric Power
Co. (Douglas Point Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-218, 8 AEC 79, 85 (1974)
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Technical issues discussed include: Auxiliary Feedwater System Reliability. Anticipatory Reac-
tor Trips, Small-break LOCA Analyses; High Pressure Injection. Operator Training and Com.
ence. Instrumentation, Hydrogen Control.

pet
ALAB-656 BOSTON EDISON COMPANY, et al (PILGRIM NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT

A

2). Docket No. 50-471 CP; CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, November 16, 1981, ORDER

At the applicants’ request, the Appeal Board terminstes this proceeding and vacates, on the
ground of mootness, the Licensing Board's partial initial decision (LBP-81-3, 13 NRC 103) that
conditionally authorized the issuarce of & construction permit for the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station,
Unit 2

ALAB-657 PHILADELPH'A ELECTRIC COMPANY (FULTON GENERATING STATION, UNITS

A

1 AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-463 CP, 50-464 CP, CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; November 17, 1981
DECISION

The Appeal Board vacates a Licensing Board's unpublished decision dismissing & construction
permit application “with prejudice.” and remands the matter for action in conformity with the Appeal
Board’s opinion.

A dismissal “without prejudice™ ordinarily signifies that mo merits disposition was made; &
dismissal “with prejudice”™ suggests otherwise. See Jamison v. Miracle Mile Rambier, Inc., 536 F.2d
560, 564 (3d Cir. 1976). § Moore's Federal Practice, ¥41.05{2) at 41-75 (2d od 1981)

A licensing board is vested with the powsr to dismiss an application with prejudice. See 10
CFR 2.107(a), 2721(d)

A licensing board has substantial leeway in defining the circumstances in which an application
may be voluntarily withdrawn (10 CFR §2.107(a)). but, as in all other arcas, the board may not abuse
this discretion by exercising its power in an arbitrary manner See LeCompte v Mr. Chip, Inc., 528
F.2d 601, 604 (5th Cir 1976), 5 Moore's Federal Practice %41 05[1] at 41-58 (2d od. 1981).

The terms prescribed by a licensing board at the time of voluntary withdrawal from
proceeding must bear a rational relationship 1o the conduct and lega! harm at which they are simed,
and the record must support any findings concerning the conduct and harm in question. See LeCompte
v. Mr Chip, Inc.. 528 F.2d 601, 604-05 (5th Cir. 1976).

The Commission’s early site review regulations do not require that the applicant have a “firm
plan™ 10 construci & nuclear plant at the involved site. rather, they were designed simply to enhance
the licensing process by providing an opportunity to resolve siting issues in advance of any substantial
commitment of resources. 10 CFR 2.101(a-1). 2600 et seq: 42 Fed Reg 22882-8) (1977). See also
Commonwealth Edison Co. (Carroll County Site), ALAB-601, 12 NRC 18, 26 (1980)

The parties must be given the opportunity, at oral hearing or by written pleadings. 1o produce
relevant, material, and reliable evidence concerning alleged abuses of Commission regulations and
nMutmmllmmanr'hmmitwmoMMMuﬂ
of the record. See LeCompte v. Mr. Chip, Inc, 528 F.2d 601, 605 (Sth Cir. 1976). . . also 10 CFR
1718

A dismissal with prejudice requires some showing of harm 1o either a party or *he public
interest in general See Fed R Civ. P 41 (2)(2); LeCompte v. Mr Chip, Inc., 528 F 2d 601, 604 (Sth
Cir. 1976). § Moore’s Federal Practice %41 05(1] at 41-73 (2d od 1981); Boston Edison Co. (Pilgrim
Station, Units 2 anc 3), LBP-74-62, 8 AEC 324, 127 (1975)

A decision to order a dismissal with prejudice requires careful consideration of the
circumsiances, giving due regard 1 the legitimate interests of all parties. Sec Selas Corp. of America
v Wilshire Ol Co of Texas, 57 FRD 3, 56 (ED Px 1972); 5 Moore's Foderal Practice ¥41 05(1]
et 4159 (2d od 1981)

It 15 well settied that the prospect of a second lawsu't (or another application 1o construct &
nuclear plant at the same site) does not provide the requisite quantum of legal harm o warrant
dismissal with prejudice. Jones v Securities and Exchange Commission, 298 US 1, 19 (1936)

ALAB-658 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

A

UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-289 (Restart - Managr= 'wues), SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November
19, 1981. ORDER

Following & stipulation entered into by the pe snd approved by the Special Masier and the
Licensing Board, the Appea! Board grants the unopposed requests of licensee end “three invohed
individuals™ to withdraw their appeals from the Licensing Board's November 6, 1981 unpublis ved
decision That decision approved the special maste. ‘s denial of the individuals’ requests for confidential
treatment of their identities in this inquiry into alleged cheating on NRC examinations (LBP-81-50)
To avord any residual inconsistency with the terms of the stipulation, the Appeal Board also vacates
the memoranda and orders of the Special Master and the Licensing Board.
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ALAB-659 COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (BYRON NUCLEAR POWER STATION,

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-454 OL, %0435 OPERATING LICENSE; November 19,
198), NENOIANDUN AND ORDER
A MM“-”M&MM(I)MJ

Lwnlur‘ah(l.l’-ﬂ 52, 14 NRC %01 (lﬂl)mm-u.mnt&m
ul(z)uuhmmmm-nw 1—-&1&-&—“
mm-wm-unmm—n Licensing Board of i
| order
It is accepted appellate practice for the appeal period 1o be tolled while the trial tribunal has
before it an authorized and timely-filed petition (> reconsideration of the decision or order in

Question.
ALAB-660 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT €  [PANY (TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR

A

GENERATING, UNITS NOS. 3 AND 4), Lucket Nos. 50-250 SP, 50-251 SP. SPECIAL
PROCEEDING. November 30. 1981. DECISION

mmol?uﬁqhﬂnl«d&mu&)ﬂumu
(2) authorizing the ssuance of license amendments 10 effect the repairs after
of & hurricane or tornado on low level waste 1o be stored at Turkey Point during the repairs would not
endanger the healtn and safety of the public (LBP-81-16, 1) NRC 1115 (1981).

A grant of summary disposition is proper where the pleadings and afMidavits on file “show that
cm-nmbuubuy—wmmmuhm-zbﬂun“--.
matter of law" 10 CFR 2749%(d). Seec generally is Electric Anna
Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-584 1

A contention is inadmissible where, taking everything in the contention as true and provable, it

action

e

a mmmamnymmhmm—ﬁuum

The purpose of the Commission’s NEPA inquiry is
brings about changes in the environmental status quo, and 1o measure the justification for the proposed
action against those changes.

here an environmental impact statement is required by NEPA the Commission is obliged to
take » harder look at alternatives than if the proposed action were " See Portland
General Electric Co. (Trojan Nuciear Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 263, 266 (1979) 40 CFR 1508 9.

NEPA's rule of reason establishes & continuum where more is expected and required of the
omwzm” ing wpon the environmental significance of the proposal before it. See generally 40 CFR
15022, 1502 14

The Commission does not have the authority, under NEPA or sny other statute, 10 reject an
applicant's proposal sulely becsuse an sliernative might prove less costly financially.

The Commission's role in assessing financial matters regarding nuclear power plants is limived
nnnmAmMA«nmwm—m:'wh-wnuummmﬂ
withou! compromising safety because of pressing ial needs. Consumers Power Co (M
Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-458, 7 NRC 155, 162-6)

If under NEPA the Commission finds there are environmentally preferable alternatives 1o &
proposal for constructing and opera’ing & nuclear power plant, then it must undertake s cost-bemefit
hhmnw‘a«mm-ﬁuhsalmm‘“hm C.nn
(Midland Plant, Units | and 2). ALAB-458, 7 NRC 115, 162-6). Nothing in NEP.
sgency 1o wft through environmentally inferior alternatives 1o find a m(um way
handling the proposal Where there are no environmentally preferable alternatives, Mlutnnd
nnlymnmd(hmlhhﬂwlhwn-m‘mmhy
the control of State o{m vo. ( and
ALAB-458, TNICISS 16263 (1

Applying NEPA's “rule of rmason.” Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Ca, v. Natural

plant when the action initiating the NEPA inquiry i of minor environmental consequence, and the
principal claimed advantage of the conservation alteriative is an economic one.

The need for & programmatic enavironmental statement arises when seve sl proposals for
oﬂm‘qht-mhnamhlinunw:ml .p-nmmm
concurrently before an agency * Kieppe v Sierrs Club, 427 US 410 (1976). It is the impact

the resolution not the commonality of the problem that is crucial Even in that situation, so llnu-
action does not commit the agency 1o approval of other pending projects. “an agency could approve one
pending project that is fully covered by an impact statement, then take into consideration

¥

1”7
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of that existing -ﬂ: comprehensive statement on the
uuhxmimduemmqmb Klq!u Club, 427 US. at 414 fn. 26
The purpose of having & “record of decision” is 1o link the environmental review process with
the agency's decision. The decisions of the Commission's adjudicatory tribunals on the hcensing
proposal before tze; provide the agency “record of decision.” 40 CFR 1505.2; 43 Fed Reg 55985.86
., 1978).
The purpose of “scoping™ is to provide a means for early identification of what are and what
are not the important issues deserving of study in an env.ronmental impact statement. 40 CFR 1501.7;
43 Fed. Reg 55982 (November 29, 1978).
The Atomic Energy Act requires that the Commission be reasonably assured that wastes can be
stored are ted, and that permanent disposal can be accomplished
nd safety standpoint, it is likely 1o become necessary.

NEPA Mnlum- onsite waste storage should cover the time-peric i over
which it is foresecable the wastes will remain on site. See generally Minnesota v. Nuclear Regulatory
CMWF.HOII(D.C Cir. (1979).

A Licensing Board decision h-iulhﬂi‘ﬂhqw‘hfmn-wlondu{ the
“inal environmental statement as prepared by the Commusion staff. 10 CFR 51.52(b)(3). New
England Coalition or. Nuclear Pollution v. Nud.' Regulatory Commission, 582 F.2d 87, 93-94 (Ist
Cir. 1978). Citizens for Safe Power Inc v. war Regulutory Commission, 524 F.2d 1292, 1294 and
fn. 5 (DC. Cir. 1975). However, the absence of discussion of an issue in a Final Environmental
Statement (FES) may be so fundamental an omission as to call for its recirculation. Public Service Co.
of Oklahoma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAI-!H. 10 NRC 775, 785-87 (1979).

An sppeal beard will generally examine & board’s discovery rulings only to entertan
claim that the licensing board abused its discretion. Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill
Nuclear Generating Stat'on, Units | and 2). ALAB-459, 7 NRC 179, 188 (197%)

ALAB-661 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO 2), Docket

A

™

G

No. 50-389 OL; OPERATING LICENSE. December 3, 1981, DECISION

The Appeal Board affirms, bui for different reasons, an unpublished Licensing Board order
denying two intervention petitions and requests fur a “limited antitrust™ hearing filed in this operating
license proceeding, and decms final the Board's order dismissing this proceeding.

Upon agreement of the parties, the issuance of a construction permit need not await the
outcome of an antitrust heari Louisians Power and Li I\ Co. (Waterford Steam Electric
Genersting Station, Unit 3), CLI-73-25, 6 AEC 619, 621 22 (19

Section 105¢ of the Atomic Energy Act, as arended (42 US.C. 2135), “establishes o
particularized regime for the consideration and sccommodation of possible antitrust concerns arising in
coanection with the licensing of nuclear power plants.”™ Houston Lighting and Power Co. (South Texas
Project, Unit Nos. | and 2), CLI-77-13, § NRC 1303, 1309 (1977).

The NRC must hold an antitrust hearing on » construction permit application if the Attorney
General so recommends. however, the NRUC & suthorized to conduct an antitrust review at the
operating licen.» stage only if it finds changes in the licensee's activities that are both “significant™ and
“subsequent” 10 the previous Attorney General and Commission review (including any NRC antitrust
hearing) South Carolina Electric and Gas Co. (Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1),
CLI-80-28. 11 NRC 817, 823 n. 11, 824-25 (1980)

Where a construction permit antitrust proceeding 1 under way, the antitrust provisions of the
Atomic Energy Act effectively preciude the Commission from instituting & second antitrust hearing in
conjunction with an operating license application for the plant

There is » strong Commission policy of holding antitrust scparate (rom those involving
heslth, safety, and environmental issues. Public ice Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear
Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3 NRC 167, 170-174 (1976).

A notice of opportuniiy for hearing necessarily corresponds o the agency's statutory authority
over ¢ given matler; it cannot confer or broaden that jurisdiction t0 matiers expressly proscribed by

law.
ALAB-662 PUERTO RICO ELECTRIC POWER AUTHORITY (NORTH COAST NUCLEAR

A

Poléeg"rbNUNlT 1), Docket No. 50-376, CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, December 7, 1981,
The Appeal Board affirms & Licensing Board decision (46 Fed Reg 14099 (February 25,
1981)). issued withou! an n‘ntury hearing. allowing the applicant to withdraw its construction
permit application and granting its motion requesting termination of the construction permit
proceeding without prejudice
The Commission has the authority to condition the withdrawal of & license application on such
terms as it thinks just. 10 CFR 2.107(s)
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Dismissal of a construction permit application with prejudice is a severe sanction which should
be reserved for those unusual situations which involve substantial prejudice to the opposing party or (o
the public interest in general. Philadeiphia Electric Co. (Fulion Generating Station, Umits | and 2),
ALAB-657, 14 NRC 967, 978-79 (1981).

Although the National Environmental Folicy Act mandates that the Commission satisfy itsell
that the power 10 be generated by the nuclear facility under consideration will be needed. that statute
m.urmmwdnmymnummdhalmhmm-m
are charged with the duty of insuring that the utilities within their jurisdiction fulfill the legal
obligation 1o meet cusiomer demands. Carolina Power and Li Co. (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power
Plant, Units |, 2. 3, and 4). ALAB-490, 8 NRC 234, 241 (1978); see also Vermont Yankee Nuclear
Power Corp. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. 435 US. 519, 550 (1978).

To trigger an evidentiary hearing on the question of withdrawal of a construction permit
application with prejudice. the allegations of substantial prejudice must not only be seious. but also
supporied by a showing, typically through affidavits or unrebutied pieadings, of sufficicnt weight and
moment 1o cause reasonable minds to inquire further.

The contention requirement of 10 CFR 2.714(b) does not require an evidentiary m-tm
only reasonably specific assertions. Whether the assertions can be proved is 8 merits question that is
quite beside the point at the preliminary contention of the proceeding. Houston Lighting and
Po:“ef Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC 542, 54849
(1980)

Where a licensing board belicves the integrity of the adjudicatory process has been
compromised. it should have wide scope to satisfy its concerns. Carolina Power and Light Co. (Shearon
Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units |, 2, 3, and 4), CLI-78-18, 8 NRC 293 (1978)

The possibility of future litigation with its exj=nses and uncertainties is & consequence of any
dismissal without prejudice; it does not provide a basis for departing from the usual role that a
dismissal should be without prejudice. Jomes v. SEC, 298 US. 1, 19 ( '6). S Moore's Federal
Practice 41,05 [1] at 41-72 to 41-73 (2d ed. 1981).

An.pplummwuﬂydumhummwmtkmmumm.
Potomac Electric Power Co. (Douglas Point Nuclear Genersting Station, Units | snd 2). ALAB-277,
| NRC 539 (1975). New Engisnd Power Co. (NEP Units | and 2), LBP-78-9, 7 NRC 271, 281-83
(1978). See also 10 CFR 2.101(a-1), 2.600-2.606. The real test for deciding on early site review is
whether or not the applicant. as a practical matier, can produce the information required by regulation
and necessary for an effective hearing. Concerned Citizens of Rhode island v. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, 430 F. Supp. 627, 632-33 (D.R.1. 1977).

Under the Commission's rules, the applicant for a license bears the cost of staff work
performed for its benefit. 19 CFR 170 see Mississippi Power & Light Co. v Nuclear Regulaory
Commission, 601 F.2d 223 (Sth Cir. 1979), cert. denied, 444 US. 1102 (1980). This rule applies
whether an applicant carries the process through 1o fruition or withdraws its application at an earlier
time. 46 Fed Reg 49573 (October 7, 1981). petition for review docketed, New Power Co. v.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, No. 81-1839 (1st Cir. Nov. 25, 1981)

ALAB-667 SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et al (VIRGIL C. SUMMER

A

NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-395 OL: OPERATING LICENSE. December 14,
1981, MEMORANDUM

The Appeal bumnunﬂummwnumwmﬁytzn
petition for directed certification filed by the NRC stafll seeking interlocutory review :
determination by the Licensing Board to invoke the essistance of several independent consultants on
certain seismic issues raised in this operating license proceeding

A licensing board should not call upo independent consultants to supplement an adjudicatory
record except in that most extraordinary situ.tion in which it is demonstrated beyond question that &
board simply cannot otherwise reach an inform.ed decision on the issue involved

The authority conferred by 10 CFR 2.718(i) to direct the certification of questions arising in
proceedings before licensing boards is specifically included within the express delegation to appeal
boards of the authority and review functions whick would otherwise have been exercised and
by the Commission in, inter alia, proceedings on applications for operating licenses under 10 CFR Pant
$0. 10 CFR 2.785(b) 1)

The standard for an appeal board's determination whether to undertake discretionary
interlocutory review of a licensing board’s proposed course of action 18 whether that action would affect
“the basic structure of the proceeding in & pervasive or unusual manner * Public Service Electric and
Gas Co. (Salem Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), Al AB-588, 11 NRC 533, 536 (1980).

A licensing board is duty-bound to carry out the instructions of an appeal board so long as
those Instructions are not countermanded by the “om nission.
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meuhuuthnumhcamlhlmmqunhvmpﬁmnih
soundness or propriety of rulings and instructions of & reviewing sppellaie tribunal

The Commission’s Rules of Practice, 10 CFR Part 2, and the guidance found in Appendix A to
those rules, give the siafl, as & representative of the public interest, & dominant role in assesaing the
radiological heaith and safety aspects of facilities involved in & licensing proceeding. adjudicatory

boards should give the stafl every opportunity to explain, correct, or supplement its testimony before
resorting 10 outside experts of their own.
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LBP-§1-18  LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY (SHOREHAM NUCLEAR POWER STATION

UNIT 1). Docker No 50-322 OL: OPERATING LICENSE. July 7, 1981, MEMORANDUM ~AND
ORDER

The Licensing Board rules on the admissibility of a contention submitied by an intervenor in
this operating license proceeding. accepting the contention in part and rejecting it in part.

A proponent of a motion does not have the right (o reply 10 an answer 10 the motion. parties
who do not seek leave 1o file a reply are expressly denied the opportunity 10 do so. 10 CFR §2.730:¢)

Contentions in NRC adjudicatory proceedings are like federal court complaints. before any
suggestion that a contention should not be entertained can be acted upon favorably, the proponent of
the contention must be given some chance 1o be heard in response. Houston Lighting snd Power Co
(Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station. Unit 1), ALAB-565, 10 CFR 521 (1979)

LBP8I-19 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST LUCIE Pl ANT, UNIT NO. 2). Docket

A

No. 50-389A; ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. July 7, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board in this antitrust proceeding permits the resumption of discovery
establishes a schedule for the submission of briefs on various questions and matiers identified b the
Board. and schedules two prehearing conferences to consider those questions and matiers

LBP-§1.20 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMP/ . (HUMBOLDT BAY POWER PLANT

UNIT NO 3 - AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE). Docket No
S0-131.0LA. OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; July 14, 1951, MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER

Upon consideration of Licensee's motion to withdraw, withou! prejudice. its application for an
amendment 10 its operating license for the facility designed to allow the Licensee to resume its
operation upon satisflactory completion of certain modifications o the facility (it has been in shut-down
siate since 1976). the Licensing Board defers ruling on the motion and directs Licensee to provide it
with additional information regarding the modifications

LBP-8i-21 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR PLANT.

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos $50-275-OL. $0-323-OL. (Low Power Test Proceeding).
OPERATING LICENSE. July 17, 1981. PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION

The Licensing Board issues a partial initial decision (subject to review by the Commission
pursuant 10 10 CFR 2.764) authorizing the issuance of a license for fuel loading and low-power testing
up 1o 5% of rated power at the Diablo Canyon facility The Board notes for Commission attention that
ssues relating to the security of the plant are still before the Appes! Board and that the partial initial
decision will not be complete without their resolution

Full compliance with the Commission's emergency planning standards in NUREG-0654 and
Appendix E to 10 CFR Part 50 is not required prior 1o fuel loading and low-power testing. however
emergency planning for fuel loading and low-power testing must be sufficient 1o confer the same level
of protection 1o the public as afforded by full compliance with the regulations st full power operation

Technical ‘ssues discussed include Release of radicactive radon gas from uranium mining and
milling for reactor fuel. Quality assurance. Unresolved generic safety issues. Emergency planning
requirements for fuel loading and low-power testing. Risks of low-power operation. Radiation exposures
at the site boundary and low population zone (LPZ). Risk of accidents during testing. Emergency
planning zones. Rad | monitoring. County emergency plans. Reliel. safety. and block valves

LBP81-22 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et sl (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM

ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos. 50-445 OL. 50-446 OL (Application for
Operating License). OPERATING LICENSE. July 23, 198): MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board grants in part and denies in part applicants’ motion 10 strike three
contentions propounded by an intervenor in this proceeding. denies the intervenors’ requests for a
protective order and oral argument. and issues instructions 1o the parties concerning the future conduct
of discovery
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LBP-81-23 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM

A

ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos. 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL ( jon for
Operating License). OPERATING LICENSE: July 24, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board (1) grants an intervenor's motion that it be permitted to withdraw from
the proceeding. (2) dismisses as moot all pending motions by or against the intervenor; /1) deasignates
new lead intervenors for those jointly-sponsored contentions of which the withdrawing intervenor
previously so designated. (4) explains the basis for its raising of those questions sua spomte
comphance with the Commission's June 2, 1981 directions relating to issues raised sua sponie
Licensing and Appeal Boards): and (5) rules on the admissibility of those contentions solely sponsored
by the withdrawing intervenor, dismissing certain of the contentions and adopting others as Board
questions.

In an operating license hearing, matters not put into controversy by the parties will
examined and decided by the presiding officer only where he or she determines that a serious safet
environmental, or common defense and security matter exists. 10 CFR 2.760(s).

The Commission has directed that when & Licensing Board or an Appe | Board raises an issue
sus sponte in an operating license proceeding, it shall issue a separate order making the '
findings. briefly state its reasons for raising the issue, and forward & copy of that order to the
the General Counsel and to the Commission.

In an operating license proceeding, the power of the stafl alone 10 decide whether any other
matiers (beyond those contested issues admitted by the Licensing Board) need to be considered prior
1he issuance of an operating license arises only after the Board has resolved the question of potential
sua sponte issues

g5t

R 4

o F

LBP§ .24 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al. (PERRY NUCLEAR

POWER PLANT. UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL; OPERATING LICENSE,
July 28, 198!, SPECIAL PREHEARING CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
CONCERNING PARTY STATUS, MOTIONS TO DISMISS AND TO STAY, THE
ADMISSIBILITY OF CONTENTIONS, AND THE ADOPTION OF SPECIAL DISCOVERY
PROCEDURES

The Licensing Board issues & special prehearing conference order concerning the admission of
parties, motions to dismiss and to stay, sdmissibility of contentions, and the adoption of special

res

The Commission has jurisdiction 1o license nuclear facilities located within the United States.
The fact that some emergency planning activities required for licensing may take place in Canada does
not deprive the Commission of jurisdiction

An organization -m&-mwhnu&qumilﬂam&a&d—m
125 miles from the reactor site is not entitled to standing as & matter of right.

When the board has required applicant and staff 1o file briefs concerning the admissibility of
wm.ummmmacﬂ&itthquwhmm

s

In ruling on the sdmissibility of a contention, licensing boards should not reach the merits and
should not require the introduction of underlying evidence, provided that the basis for the contention
l*ﬂlﬂdlllhmw,

The degree of icity required of & contention depends on many factors. One is the

L

of the challenge 10 its admissibility Another is whether intervenor has provided bases for a claim for
which reliel cin be gramied

The doctrine of collateral estoppel traditionslly applies only when the in the case were
also parties (or their privies) in the previous case. A limited :xtension of that doctrine permits

~offensive” collateral estoppel. i.c.. the claim by & person not & part; to previous litigation that an issue
had already been fully litigated against the defendant and that the defendant should be beld to
previous decision because he has already had his day in court. Parkland Hosiery Co., Inc. v. Leo

Shore, 439 US 322 (1979). In opersting license estoppel may aiso be appiied defensively,
10 preciude an intervenor who was not & party from raising issues litigated in the construction permit

3 4

proceed
LBP.§1-28 T?XAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM

A

ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445, 50-446 (Application for Operating
License). OPERATING LICENSE. July 30, 1981, ORDER

mLmuum-mmmm.hmm“u
ancwers by the parties relating to discovery and directs them (o meet and negotiate in good faith on all
of their nmmmmwlhlmdlhnmdtwmmm.m
description of any remaining disputes am! the bases for their respective positions, on an expedited
bass
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In modern administrative and legal practice, pretrial discovery is liberally granted o enable the
parties 10 ascertain the facts in complex litigation, refine the issues. and prepare adequately for & more
expeditions or trial. Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Stanislaus Nuclear Project, Unit 1),
LBP-78-20, 7 NRC 1038, 1040 (1978).

Interrogatories must have at least general relevancy, for discovery purposes, 1o the matter in
controversy in the proceeding.

Contentions constitute the method by which the parties to & licensing proceeding frame issues
under NRC practice, similar to the use of pleadings in their judicial

counterparts.
LBP-81-26 CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (PALISADES NUCLEAR POWER FACILITY),

A

Docket No. 50-255-CO; SPECIAL PROCEEDING; July V1, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board denies a petition by labor unions for & hearing on an order of the Director
of Inspection and Enforcement imposing inter alia certain resirictions on overtime work by licensed
operators.

In enforcement cases. as in licensing cases, the Commission applies judicial concey, . of standing
in determining rights 10 & hearing under section |89s of the Atomic Energy Act. To have standing one
must first allege some injury that has occurred or will probably result from the action involved in
addition, one must allege an interest arguably within the zone of interests protected by the Act. Public
Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 11 NRC
438 (1980), Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach Unit 1), CLI-80 38, 12 NRC 547 (1980):
Portland General Electric Co. (Pebble Springs Nuclear ™ant, Units | and 2), CL1.76-27, 4 NC 610,
613 (19%).

Economic interest including & labor union's economic interest in maintaining contractually
protected employment rights, is not an interest which is within the “zone of interests™ protected by the
Atomic Energy Act. such interest cannot serve as & basis 10 request & hearing as & matter of right
The Board also denied standing as & matter of discretion.

LBP-81-27 PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER

PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Noe 50-275 OL. 50-323 OL. OPERATING LICENSE, August
4, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board rules on contentions asserted by Joint Intervenors in connection with their
petition for reopening the full-power licensing proceeding for the plant. The Board admits a contention
on emergency planning but denies intervenor's other contentions as not meeting the requirements of the
Commission’s order of April |, 1981 (CLI-81-5) for reopening a record which has beer closed, as not
presenting lidgable issues, as not presenting an issue which has already boen decided, or as 100 general
10 be accepted for purposes of litigation

LBP8I-28 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO 2). Docket

A

No. 50-389A ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. August 5, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board denies an untimely petition for save to intervene in this antitrust
proceeding upon balancing the factors in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1); the Board denies the petition also for
lack of & nexus between petitioners’ allcgations and the proceeding

Where a late petition for intervention is involved, the special factors set forth in 10 CFR
2714(a)(1) must be balanced and applied before the peiition may be granted. These factors are (1)
Good cause, if any, for failure 10 apply on time (2) The availability of other means whereby the
petitioner's witness will be protected. (1) The extent tc which the petitioner’s participation may
reasonably be expected (0 assist in developing a sound record. (4) The extent 10 which the petitioner’s
interest will be represented by existing parties. (5) The exient to which the petitioner’s participation
will broaden the sues or delay the

A late petition for intervention shall not be granted if & remedy for the alieged harm s
available before the Federal Energy Regulating Commission and petiioner has not shown how that
remedy 1 insufTicient

Under 10 CFR 2714(a)(1), the test for intervention becomes increasingly vigorous as time
passes

For purposes of intervention in an antitrust proceeding under the Atomic Energy Act, »
competitor 1o an applicant for & license 10 construct and operate a nuclear plant normally need only
aliege the nature of its business and the existence of & situation inconsistent with the antitrust laws 1o
show “nexus” since & nuciear plant would place it at & competitive disadvantage, such allegations by &
non-competitor are not sufficient 1o show & “nexus” 1o the license proceeding.
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LAP81-29 THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA (UCLA RESEARCH

REACTOR), Docket No 50-142 OL (Propcsed Renewal of Facility License). OPERATING
LICENSE: A 10, 1981, ORDER RELATIVE TO PARTICIPATION OF DANIEL O.
HIRSCH UNDER 10 CFR 2733
. c"T:c_,l’mrd grants an intervenor’s motion for the qualification of an expert interrogator under
! 73

An expert interrogator under 10 CFR 2.733(a) need not meet the same standard of expertise 2
an expert witness. The standard for interrogators under 10 CFR 2.733(a) is that the individual “is
qualified by smientific mm or experience 10 contribute to the development of n adequate decisional
record in the proceed conduct of such examination or cross-examination

LBP8I-30 FLORIDA WEI AND LIGHT COMPANY (TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR

GENERATING, UNITS 3 AND 4), Docket Nos. 50-250-SP, 50-251-SP (Proposed Amendments to
Facility Operating Licenses to Permit Steam Generator Repuirs); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; August
12, 1881, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Iudmumuuﬂumh.nymuIOCﬂ 2.788 of
the Board's Firal Onht (LBP-81-16) cancelling further hearings on license amendments to permit
sicam gencralor repeirs.

In deciding whether to grant a stay of an order, a Licensing Board is governed by the
four-factor test of 10 CFR 2.788, which essential'y codifies the judicial principles applicable 1o motions
for preliminary injunctions.

No sigle factor among the four to be considered for & stay decision under 10 CFR 2.788 is
necessarily disnositive. Rather, the “strength or weakness of the showing by the movant on a particular
factor influences principally how strong his showing on the other factors must be in order to justify the
sought reliefl.” Public Service Company of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-138, 4 NRC 10, 14 (1976).

LBP-81-30-A COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (BYRON STATION, UNITS | AND 2),

A

Docket Nos. 20-454-OLA, 50-455-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, August 18, 1981;
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The intervention board was only attempting 1o determine whether there was at least one viable
contention in order to trigger an evidentiary hearing in an operating license proceeding. It is sufficient
for an intervenor atl the pleading stage merely 1o state his reasons (i.c.. the basis) for the contentions,
and he is not nqmndc.pludmkmalo-uuuh that the assertions are well-founded in fact.

“Petition™ or “intervention™ board does not rule on admissibility of all contentions, but it only
determines mndm’ and at least one viable contention in operating license proceedings

A petition for intervention is not required to plead evidence or to establish that the assertions
are well-founded in fact, but at the pleading stage it is sufficient 1o state the reasons (i.c., the basis)
for contentions.

Applicants are entitied 1o prompt discovery concerning the beses of contentions. as much
information is already available from the FSAR and other documents, which should be supplemented
by later information.

The involvement of a party’s lawyers in other litigation or essiona! business does not excuse
noncompliance with nor extend deadlines for comphance with di requests or other rules of

practice
LBPE1-3] DAIRYLAND POWER COOPERATIVE (LA CROSSE BOILING WATER REACTOR,

OPERATING *.ICENSE AND SHOW CAUSE), Docket Nos. 50-409-OL, 50-409-SC (Provisional
Operating Licese DPR-45) OPFR *TiNG LICENSE, August 19, 1981. MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER

The Boai. . ‘.5 the consolidation of an operating license proceeding (to convert a provisional
operating license 10 a full-term license) with another proceeding resulting from a Commission
show-cause order

Under 10 CFR 2.716, consolidation is permitted if found to be conducive to the proper dispatch
of the Board's business and to the ends of

justice
LBP-31-32 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-289-SP (Restart); SPECIAL PROCEEDING. August 27, 1981, PARTIAL
INITIAL DECISION

In this proceeding to determine whether and the conditions under which Lnit | of the facility
should be allowed to resume operation, the Licensing Board issues & partial initial decision on the

of the | s capability 1o operate the Unit, reserving for later decision issues
on plant design and Mru separation of the facility's two units, and emergency planning. With
the exception of an issue relating to operator examination over which it is retaining jurisdiction, the
Board finds that the licensee has demonsirated the managerial capability and technical resources 1o
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operste Unit | while maintaining Unit 2 in a safe configuration and carrying out pla
decontamination and restoration activiies for that Unit; that the licensee has complied with
Commission’s shori-term recommendations related to management cumpetence specified
NUREG-0578. and that it has made reasonable progress toward compietion of Ia.nr-
recommendations related 10 managemeni competence specified in NUREG-0578.

A Licensing Board's partial initial decision upholding the applicant’s selection of & site is
immediately appealable notwithstanding the fact that it does not authorize eny comstruction sctivity
where there would be a long hiatus before further Houston Power and Lighting
(Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-301, 2 NRC 853, 854 (1975)

A partial initial decision favorsbie to the applicant on the issue of alternate construction sites is
immediately appeslable notwithstanding the fact that it neither authorizes eny construction activity nor
contemplates a long hiatus defore further Duke Power Company (Perkins Nuclear Station,
Units 1. 2 and 3), ALAB-597, 1| NRC 870 ()

si’!

LBP81-33 THE TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY, et sl (DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER

A

STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3 TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS), Docket Nos. $0-500-CP,
50-501-CP. CONSTRUCTION PERMIT. August 28, 1981, ORDER

The Licensing Board grants applicant’s muw-um-nmwm
permits for Units 2 and ) of the Davis-Besse facility and orders that take certain
redress the site pursuant 10 10 CFR 2.107(s). vacates its partial initial LBP-75.75, 2 NIC
993 (1975) and LBP-78-29, 8 NRC 284 (1978). which authorized 1ssuance d two limited work
authorizations for those units, and terminates the const units.

LBP-81-34 HOUSTON LIGHTING AND POWER COMPA: (ALLENS CIEEK NUCLEAR

A

GENERATING STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-466-CP, CONSTRUCTION PERMIT,
September 1, 1981 SECOND ORDER

Licensing Boerd grants several motions filed by the Applicant and by the NRC Staff for
summary disposition of certain health and safety contentions, denies several other such motions, and
grants, in part, & motion of the Staff for the summary disposition of an environmental contention.

A contention will not be summarily disposed of where the Licensing Board determines that
there still exist controverted issues of material fact.

LBP-8I-35 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, 2t al. (PERRY NUCLEAR

A

POWER PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos 350-440-OL, 50-441-OL;. OPERATING
LICENSE. September 9, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Denying objections 1o its special ring conference order, the Licensing Board clarifies this
order and orders the appoiniment of intervenors 1o coasolidate and coordinate the actions of party
intervenors for purposes of the orderly conduct of the proceeding I-“‘nmmw
grants the petition of Ashtabule County Commissioners and Ashtabula County Disaster
Agency for admission as non-party participants under 10 CFR §2.715(c).

A change in the need for power, ai the operating license stage. must be sufTiciently extensive to
offset . ¢ environmentai and economic costs of construction before it may be raised as a viable
conten.on

IrApﬂumbnlhvﬁ-dﬂufununthmnm
intervenors will have the burden of going forward to demonstrate that factual issues exist which
require 8 hearing. The applicant retains, however, the uitimate burden of demonstrating that there is

mynummdfw-nl t 10 any issuc it seeks 10 excluoe from a hearing.
Where intervenors have uld consolidated briefs they J be treated as & consolidated party;
one intervencr may be appointed lead intervenor for purposes of coordinating responses to discovery,

but discovery requesis should be served on each party intervenor. It is not necessary that s contention
or contentions be identified 10 any one of the intervening parties, o long as there i ai ieast one
contention admitied per intervenor

Non-parties, participating under 10 CFR §2.715(c), need not comply with the requirements of
10 CFR §2.714 that intervenors must either file their contentions in a timely fashion or show cause for
their late intervention

LBP-81.36 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY, et al. (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR

A

GENERATING STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-361-OL, 50-362-OL. OPERATING
LICENSE. September 14, 1981 ORDER

The Licensing Board refers 1o the Appeal Board a Licensing Board order raising on the Board's
own motion the issue of possible effects on emergency plans of an eartiquake of & magnitude greater
than the Safe Shutdown Earthquake a1 the facility. In connection with the issue raised, the Licensing
Board directs the parties to address questions of evacuation time in the even' of earthquake damage o
highways. per effect of structural damage to possibie shelters from a radicactive plume or radicactive
particulate debris, and radiation dose estimates in |hc event of delayed evacustion.
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B In » seismically active aies & Licensing Board should consider the possible effects of & very
large carthquake on emergency plans. This consideration could in dive an earthquake excoeding the
SSE and causing » reicase of radistion while damaging evacuation routes.

Very specific or detailed factual findings are not & prerequisite 10 sus sponte review of an issue
that is a serious safety matier. The Board need only give its reasons for raising the issue.

A Licensing Board may raise a safety issue sus sponte when sufficient evidence of & serious
nhynlwhhwﬂdt&lmwmﬂwm&. Very specific findings
are not required since they could cause prejudgment problems.

muuanusrzmm“mnymhwhumm

-m

Size of the EPZ is a generic issue, but other aspects of emergency plans, particularly
evacuation routes, are site specific.
G A finding of reasonable assurance that idequate protective measures can and will be taken in

the event of a radiological emergency goes beyond & checklist determination whether & plan meets the
stancards at 10 CFR §50.47(b).

H Referral of the earthquake issue in this case is based upon its possible significant ramifications
for other cases.

| Referral directly 1o the Commission by the Licensing Board will not be grantad absent a strong
reason for bypassing the Appeal Board.

J Technical issues discussed included Emergency plan, Multiple disasiers.

Docket Nos. 50-237-OLA, 50-249-OLA (Spent Fuel Pool Modification). OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, September 24, 1981, PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION

A m.umthmmdAMummeulMUlMMﬂ
modifying the operating license of Dresden Unit 3 1o permit the tion of five high-density
fuel storage racks and the withdrawal of thirteen of the present fuel racks.
permit the use of five high-density spent fuel pool racks in with the
lnzfuluupviuhlumtywlumlym-uydlhnﬁh
available 1o meet the requirement

LBP-81-38 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et sl. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM
ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL (Application for
Opersting License); OPERATING LICENSE; September 25, 1981: ORDER CONCERNING SUA
SPONTE ISSUES, SCHEDULING ORDER, NOTICE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARINC AND
PREHEARING CONFERENCE

A Acting pursuant to an order of the Commission, the Licensing Board issues an order describing
those factors “beyond the mere pendency of stall review™ which formed the basis
10 adopt ecight of a former Intervenor's eleven admitied contentions sua M
dismissal for financial reasons of the party which had originally pleaded the contentions.

B A Licensing Board should not automatically reject otherwise viable contentions i
significant health and salsty consequences following the voluntary dismissal for financial reasons of
party which pleaded these issues, uniess these contentions may d-pddu mu
be a dereliction of duty for a Licensing Board to dismiss an accepted contention sbsent
mlo‘mlmlmlmnﬁulm.ulthmwm-ei-cll‘nnllh
adopts some position as to them.

LBP-81-3¢ WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS | AND 2)., Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, October |, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A In order 10 help expedite the proceeding. the Board asked a series of questions based on
techrical report submitted in support of the application for a license amendment. The Board also
adopied special procedures 1o attempt 10 resolve the case fairly prior 10 the time Applicant seeks
conduct a demonstration progrem

B Under extraordinary circumstances created by the need 10 decide rapidly whether 10 authorize
Applicant 10 conduct a tubesieeving demonstration program., it is appropriate for the Board to address
questions 10 Applicant even before formal action has becn compieted concerning the admission
Intervenor into & license amendment proceeding.

| Tkhduululmnnmydmlﬁh.nmuclm-m
sufficiently 10 permit & decis‘on to be made prior 1o the date on which Applicant requests approval

haste

!
i

i

3 it
ik

gf
;i

Eiiii

2
H

"]
conduct & demonstralion program pursuant 10 its hicense amendment request.
D Special sensitivity must be shown 10 Intervenor's procedural rights when the cause for n
ding was a vol y decision by Applicant concerning both the timing and content of its
mwfwulwam
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E Board questions designed to elicit information rapidly in order to expedite a lxense amendment
proceeding. need not be considered sus sponic issues requiring notification of the Commission.
F When haste is requived, Petitioners can be granted the right to utilize discovery even before

they are admitted as parties.

Applicant can proceed wii. a proposed demonsiration program requiring & license amendment
unless Petitioner/Intervenor can show cause why it would be appropriate not 0 authorize ihe
mﬂlm&l

LBP-8i-40 TENN E VALLEY AUTHORITY (BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1,
2 AND 3), Docket Nos. 50-259-OL, 50-260-OL, 50-296-OL. OPERATING LICENSE. C.tober 2,
1981, PREHEARING CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

A hd“mumwmhmwkpﬂumlwfawn
onsite storage of low-leve' radioactive waste because the petitions fail to raise an acceptable contention.

B The environmental assessment of a proposed Federal action may be confirmed to that action
together with its unavoidable consequences.

C ontentions which raise matiers outside the scope of an application for a license ».nendment

LBP.§1-41 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO. 2}, Oucket
No. 50-389-A; ANTITRUST PROCEED’ G. October 2, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
A mm.wuy‘umwm.wmmm s allirmed after
considering and making minor changes in the initial Order
LBP-81.42 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, et al (PERRY NUCLEAR
POWER PLANT, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL; OPERATING LICENSE,
October 2, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
A An electromagnetic puise (EMP) contention was excluded from the proceeding because 10 CFR
§50.13 prohibits consideration of design features related to attacks on the facility by an enemy of the
United States (US). Any explosion causing an EMP that affect. the plant would be considered to be
an attack on the faciuty by an enemy of the US
B A brief suspension of an admitted contention concerning anticipated transients without scram
(ATWS) can no longer be continued when it no longer eppears likely that the Commission is about 1o
issue a proposed rule on the subject.
C Contentions regrrding the effect of an EMP are barred from consideration by 10 CFR §50.1)
because such a pulse necessarily constitutes an attack on the facility by an enemy of the US.
LBP-81-43 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA: OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; October 7, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
A The Board issued a written order establishing the agenda for an on-the-record telephone
conference call convened by the Board in order 1o ite the
LBP-81-44 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT CH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, October 13, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
“ The Board requesied further information from the Applicant in order 1o clarify the record.
B Intervenor may be required io show cause why & licenring amendment should 7ot be issued 1o
permit Applicant to conduct & demonstration program
C Under exceptions! circumstances, Board questions may precede discovery by the parties
LBP-81-45 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,
UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA. OPERATING ['CENSE
AMENDMENT. October 13, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
A The Board admitted & single, broad coniention based on four sdmitted contentions. It decided,
based on a review of Applicant’s filing, that the contentions should be admitted because they provided
reasons for doubting the safety of the proposed sieam generator tube sleeving program. It then
admitted the uingle broad coatention because it concluded that a decision was required within a short
time which was insufficient 10 accommodate the usual procedure for deciding whether late-filed
contentions should be admitied.
-] Whether or not basis for contentions has been established must be decided by considering the
contentions in the context of the entire record of the case up to the time that the contentions are filed
When an application for » license amendment is itsell incomplete, the standard for the
admission of contentions is lowered because it is easier for pet. ioners to have reasons for believing that
the application has not demonstrated the safety of the proposed procedures for w dich an amendment is

sought
D When quick action is required on » license amendment, it is appropriate 1o interpret petitioner’s
safety concerns broadly and to admit & single broad contention which will permit wide-ranging
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discovery within (he limited Lime withou! the necessily to decide repeated motions for late filing of new
contentions
A contention may not be admitted unless it & related 10 the license amendment which is
requesied Petitioner wnay not challenge the safety of activities already permitied under the license.
lhm«mmmmn&mlhahmﬂhthmihthmM
should be considered unmdlhmmmmntwlmhwmmuiuolhm
Parties are required 10 set forth the purpose for each discovery request, to discuss differences
concerning contentions informally before filing formal objections and 1o file discovery progress reports.

LBP-81-46 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

A

C

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LiCENSE
AMENDMENT, October 15, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

In » license amendment proceeding in which expedition was requic ' in order 10 make & tisnely
decision. the Board asued an Order calling & single hesring related 10 « * order 1o show cause, s
motion for summary judgment and the hearing of evidence

When time pressure causes special difficulties for intervenors, discovery AgAINS! inlervenors may
be restricied in order Lo prevent interference with their preparation for a bearing.

A Board may suthorize specially tailored proceedings in the interest of expedition

LBP-81-47 SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY, et &l (VIRGIL C. SUMMER

A

” -

NUCLEAR STATION, UNIT 1), Dockei No. 30-365-OL, OPERATING LICENSE. October 15,
1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board reaffirms its intention of calling seismology experts as Board witnesses
and orders the NRC Stafl to respond 10 the experts’ reports

The Licensing Board’s determination 1o call its cwn expert witnesses is ot safficient cause for
the NRC Staff 10 impugn the motivation of the Board Chairman where the record of the case does not
demonsirate improper moties

Rule 706 of the Federal Rules of Evidence. which permits Federal courts to appoint expert
witnesses of their own selection, merely codified existing law under which the inherent power of & trial
Judge 10 appoint an expert of his own choosing is virtually unquestioned

Scott v. Spanjer Bros. Inc., 298 F 2d 928 (2d Cir. 1962) and Danville Assn. v Bryant-Buckner
Assocs . Inc., 333 F 2d 202 (4th Cir 1964) are the principal Federsl appellaie decisions recognizing
the inherent power of & trial court 10 appoint its own expert. & practice which dates back 1o cases
recorded in the 14th century

Appellaie tribunals have not reversed, or even granted interlocutory review of, decisions by
Federal administrative judges 10 call their own experts

NRC Licensing Boards have adopted the practice of calling their own expert witnesses when
the circumstances warrant it

The Appeal Board has indicated that the decision to call & witness for the Board rests
uhimately and solely upon the sound discretion of the tribunal which called the witness. Consumers
Power Co (Midland Plant, Units i and 2), ALAB-382, § NRC 60), 608 (1977)

In order 1o call its own expert witness, » Licensing Board need not setisly a standard requiring
that there be an exiraordinary situstion in which it is demonsirated without question that the Board
cannot otherwise reach an informed decision

If the safety of the plant i not established in the recovd, the Board must deny the operating
license It would be improper and contrary 10 the public interest for & Board 1o presume that a license
must issue and be required 10 affirmatively soek evidence 10 support the issuance

Matiers pertaining 1o trial management are not always apparent to appellate tribuna's

Administrative boards cannot voluntarily adopt rules that curtail their own powers in conflict
with established legal standards

A policy standard for Licensing b.ards which derogates from the commonly accepted powers of
4 hearing iribunal may conflict with §191 of the Atomic Energy Act, which established the Licensing
Boards as independent tribunals. and the Adminisirative Procedure Act. under which they function

Licensing and Appeal Boards lsck the power 10 make policy Offshore Power Systems (Floating
Nuciear Power Plants), CL1-79-9, 10 NRC 257, 261 (1979)

Where the Appeal Board has not decided the Stafl's motion for directed certification and has
not wsued an order on the merits of the SufT's motion, it has not issued » holding establishing & new
standard that mest be followed by Licensing Boards
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LBP-81-48 LOUISIANA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (WATERFORD STEAM ELECTRIC

STATION, UNIT 3), Docket No. 50-382-OL. OPERATING LICENSE. October 20, 198);
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board grants the Applicant’s motion for summary disposition of one of the Joint
Intervenors’ contentions which reiated 10 safety-related concrete. and dismisses the contention.

It is the party seeking summary judgement, not the party opposing it, which has the burden of
showing the absence of a genuine issue as 10 any material fact, and, where the moving party’s
evidentiary matter in support of the motion does not establish the absence of a genuine issue, summary

t must be denied even if no ev dentiary matter is presented. Adickes v. Kress and Co., 398
US 144 (1970).

If the movant has properly supported its motion for summary disposition, it is incumbent upon
the opposition 10 answer, setting forth specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue of fact.
Virginia Eseciric and Power Co. (North Anna Nuclear Power Station. Units | and 2), ALAB-584, 11
NRC 451 (1980)

A party cannot avoid summary disposition on the mere hope that at trial he will be able 10
discredit movent's evidence nor can he be permitted to go 10 trial on the vague supposition that
something may turn up. Gulf States Utilities Co. (River Bend Station, Units | and 2), LBP-75-10, |
NRC 246 (1979)

If the issue is demonstrably insubstantial, it should be decided pursuant to summary disposition
procedures in order to avoid unnecessary and possibly time-cor.. v'~g hearings. Houston Lighting &
Power Co (Allens Creek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit ', ..A8-590, 11 NRC 542 (1980)

LBP-21-49 PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (HUMBOLDT BAY POWER PLANT, UNIT

A

NO. 3). Docket No. 50-133-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, October 20, 1981,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

In & license amendment proceeding, the Licensing Board seeks information from the Staff on
whether maintaining the plant in long-term cold shutdown pending issuance by the Commission of
beckfit requirements for older plants presents risk 10 the health and safety of the public.

LBP-81-50 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STAT'ON,

UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-289-SP (Restart Reopened Proceeding). SPECIAL PROCEEDING; October
22. 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Special Master issues 8 Memorandum and Order ruling that there is no right, on behalfl of
the individuals involved in cheating incidents, the Licensee, or the NRC Stafl, 10 prevent the disclosure
of the identities of these individuals during the hearing process.

Under Chrysler Corporation v. Brown, 441 US. 281, 60 L Ed 2d 208, 995 S C1. 1705 (1979)
neither the Privacy Act, $ US.C. §552a (1974) nor the Freedom of Information Act, $ USC. §552
(1977) gives a private individual the right 10 prevent disclosure of names of individuals where the
Licensing Board elects 1o disclose.

10 CFR §2.744 requires a weighing of the need for & proper decision against the interest in
privacy where information is ¢ligitée for exemption from disclosure under 10 CFR §2.790(a) (7).

1t is within the discretion of the Special Master 10 hold information confidential if w do %0
would increase the likelihood of a fair and impartial hearing.

LBP-81-51 TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING COMPANY, et al. (COMANCHE PEAK STEAM

ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 50-445-0L, 50-446-OL. OPERATING
LICENSE. October 23, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board is an operating license proceeding declines to defer consideration of
contentions relating 10 financial qualifications. Although the Cominission is considering adopting a new
regulation related 10 financial qualifications review, the notice of proposed rulemaking indicates that
only when final is the rule to be applied 10 ongoing proceadings

Although a rulemaking concerning review of financial qualifications is pending, hearings on
contentions concerring financiai qualifications may go forward when the contentions were previously
admitied The intention of the Commission, shown by the notice of proposed rulemaking. is that
proceedings with financial qualifications contentions continue (46 Fed. Reg 41786.)

When a contention is admitied before the issue in contention becomes the subject of & general
rulemaking by the Commission, the Commission's intention, as shown by the notice of proposed
rulemaking, determines whether consideration of that contention should be deferred Potomac Electric
Power Co. (Douglas Point Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-218, 8 AEC 79, 85
(1974)
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LBP-81-52 COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (BYRON STATION, UNITS | AND 2),

A

LBP-§1-5) COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (QUAD CITIES STATION, UNITS | AN

A

C

LBP-81.54 HOUSTON LIGHTING

A

Docket Nos. STN 50-454-OLA, 50-455-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, October 27,
1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

In considering the applicant’s motion for sanctions because of the intervenor's failure or refusal
(o answer inierrogatories, the Board found nothing to excuse or condone the willful failure to provide
fesponsive answers 0 interrogatories and the intervenor was consequently dismissed as & party.

An applicant is ¢ “itled 1o prompt answers 10 interrogatories inquiring into the factual bases for

wons and evid y support for them, as intervenors are not permitied 1o make skeletal
mmﬂmnuh?th! ‘es for them secret.

The willful failure o *fusal of an intervening party 1o snswer interrogatonies and
failure 10 comply with & L.. <ing Board’s orders (o do 8o, warrani the imposition of sanctions (10
C ‘n"~2707,27ll. 21740)

Mopny‘imdduymmfvmdmm-u:rn

& pattern of behaviour rather than isolated incidents, such conduct resulted in the striking of all of
contentions (114) and its dismissal as .(P"’ (Commission’s “Statement of Policy on Conduct
Licensing " [CLI-BI-8, 13 NRC 452, 454 (1981))).

_RER

2). Docket Nos. 50-254-OLA. 50-265-OLA. OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, October 27,
1981, ORDER
mLmnludhnamnqmlmmm-mmm
orgamzations who satisfied (he Commission’s standing and valid contention requirements in this spent
fuel pool expansion proceeding The Board deferred ruling on one disputed contention and rejected two
by i m‘::' under NEP. showing

A Licensing rd has no objection to explore alternatives A except upon & i
that thmmiwmmﬁnmwu'mmmmw
quality of the human environment * This determination should not be made until the NRC .
environmental impact assessment is available

Amnllwmlulmmn wuum: ing expansion of &
spent fuel pool, are noi required to their financial ability to implement

AED POWER COMPANY, et al. (SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT
UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. STN 50498 OL, STN 50499 OL (Operating License);
OPERATING LICENSE; October 30, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board schedules an evidentiary hearing to consider the means by which the
Applicants plan to maintain quality with v:rn 10 certain near-term safety-related construction
activities. in hight of (1) the transition design-engineering and construction-management
responsibilities, and possibly construction responsibilities. 10 & new contractor; and (2) deficiencies in
engirsering pointed oul in an independent consultant’s report sponsored by the Applicants. The Board
also inquires concerning the means by which the NRC Swaff plans to monitor the Applicants’
commitments (o maintain Guality in regard to the specified construction sctivities. The Bosrd further
schedules a prehearing conference

The decision whether 10 approve & plan for construction during the period in which certain
Mmm-nndmmhnwndwy“mmmm
transferred from one contractor 1o another is initially within the ]
because of the safety significance of the work to be performed, and itz clear bearing on whether, or on
what lerms, & project should be licensed, and on the resolution of certain ing contentions,
conside ation of the adequacy of, and controis 1o be exercised by, the Applicants and NRC Staff over
such work falls well within the jurisdiction of the Licensing Board Cf. 10 CFR §2.717(b).

When » Licensing Board in an operating license proceeding considers which might be
deemed 1o be raised sua sponte by the Board, it should transmit copies of the Order raising such issues
to the Commission and General Counsel, in sccordance with the Secretary’'s memorandum of June 30,
198)

LBP-81-55 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT

A

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. 30-266-OLA, $0-301-OLA, OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, November 5, 1981. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Board conducted a special show-cause proceeding 1o determine whether it was appropriste
e grant 10 Wisconsin Electric Company » license amendment which would permit it to conduct a
demonsiration program in which it would return its reactor 1o power with up to six degraded tubes
npamw‘dwin’nththuwmlm“nw&-
amendment was granted because the Board found that Intervenor. Wisconsin's ! | Decade,
had failed 10 show the existence of an important genuine issue concerning the environmental or safl
consequences of the proposed demonsiration program.

3
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LBP-81-56 ILLINOIS POW

A

Whu.:un is requested before discovery is complete, it may be considered by
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.'rwmu bases contentions
sifety-relnted used in & demonstration which ires a license amendment.
ER PANY, et al (CLI POWER STATION, UNITS | AND 2),
Docket Nos. 50-461-OL. $0-462-OL; OPERATING LICENSE. November 13, 1981 ORDER
AmlamdumzdmCWth!_mmwbml
is granted because Unit 2 will not be i

until 1995,
LBP-§1-57 CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING POWER COMPANY, et al. (PERRY

A

NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos. $0-440-OL, 50-441-0OL;
OPERATING LICENSE: November 30, 1981; ORDER
Petitioner claimed that 10 CFR §50.13, which previously had been interpreted 1o exclude a
mmmm.«mdwmmwunmmwcnuzmm
However, the Board found that many nuclear nts are vuinersble 1o electromagnetic pulses and that
waiver, which requires specia’ ¢ ted 1o the particular proceeding, was not appropriate
WumdoCmMnhi-urminhn issue. Petitioner must demonstrate
that there is & special circumstance related to the i
§2.758(b) will be denied.
mmmhvm”ﬁnr-uyhnm-m;ﬂmmtm
lbh»nﬂbthmembunMuhubu‘umcn
‘2”2 lllh“iuM’dumme‘ may request suspension of & licensing
- :

proceeding during lw rulemaking
LBP-81-58 FLORIDA ER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO. 2), Docket

A

3: 50-3189-A; ANTITRUST PROCEEDING: December 1), 1981: MEMORANDUM AND
DER
&mqmamwhmmuwuummumm
Board finds that the use of & nuclear power plant would maintain & situation inconsistent with the
antitrust laws ThhnwhmhnmmuxmmdaUnuwu
Court of Appeals and the Federal Energy Regulstion Commission (FERC) Based on these cases, the
l-vdﬂ-‘nmmum-klmuﬂiqn“urmwcmﬁw
monopoly power within its territorial limits.
Thhdubfata!\umtviqth.ﬁnm‘u‘mdﬂiqlhltm-m
remaining genuine issue of fact, that applicant participated in joint planning. with other major utilities.
of generation and transmission. including nuclear generation
Because of the lengthy and somewhat disorganized record, the Board establishes an objections
mn-&pnb-“&m“w‘hmnnmw 1o file objections
lor resolution by the Board. In : Mv-mmwudwup‘mthmdmau
munmmnmmdmmmm-mmmumm.n
states that cities within applicant’s territorial boundaries should be entitled to purchase a share of its
Mrm*m.-mMMWiﬁ-ﬁmmFWcMut&
anHowm.thludh--anhu-hthnhmdlhmmlwtalm‘y
1e relief for “inside” cities. In addition, the Board refrains from ruling on whether these
hmﬁu‘wmﬁnnmnhwmu\“vmwmuuah
nuciear power plants it operaies

h



DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARDS

Uliﬁlbialdvhlhumhv&nuﬂhyhmm’nlm-ﬂun
purchase a share in & auclear power pla " ility & ! ) )
allegedly outside & wtility's area may not - ' e
territorial line was developed in s ihe result of » | 10 .

mc*n-’:‘nfwmm sister )
mmmd.unlmmmmmymmm-n.m,u
the initial litigation. Although the application of collatersl estoppel would be denied

i prior tion,

The Board requires that parties citing cases as authority must explain the relevant facts of the
cited cases or the Board may disregard the citations. In addition, r arties citing » string of cases for the
same proposition should know that if the first case in the string i found to be inapplicable other cases
will not be considered.

The Board requires parties to file (heir objections to its decision pursuant to »
Board-established schedule or 10 waive them.

hnnlwdﬂmimuﬂuulmmmumﬁ“dm”
cases were accepted because of the application of collateral sstoppel and after the Board found there
was no genuine dispule as 1o an additional material fact.

mhduulumﬂymMMfalhﬁdemWQdaﬂ
argument and the holding of an evidentiary hearing or remaining questions of fact. Briefs on
mmmmuuwmuwmﬁuumnmh.mmm
authorized to cite material already in the record without ccpying it over.

LBP-81-59 METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

UNIT NO. 1), Docket No. 50-289-SP (Restart); SPECIAL PROCEEDING; December 14, 198
PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION (PLANT DESIGN AND PROCEDURES, UNIT SEPARATION.
AND EMERGENCY PLANNING ISSUES)

LBP-81-60 METRGPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY (THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION,

A

UNIT 1). Docket No 50-289-SP (Restart Reopened Proceeding). SPECIAL PROCEEDING.
December 15, 1981: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER ON NEPA MPLIANCE ISSUES

ThtmuhdnfukmmnmumiAmmnmw»m
adequacy of an Environmental Impact Appraisal (EIA) and the need for an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). It also denies & motion to reject the EIA.

mtmxuunum”uw-pmnmum;w
delegation of authority. The board has strong doubts that it has jurisdiction to consider the need for
.nmwunmmmmmmmmwmu‘mawy
involved in the proceeding. and where neither the Commission's notice of hearing nor any later
Commission document suggests that the board should consider the need for an EIS.

The parties cannot by agreement confer on the Boan. subject matter Jurisdiction. However, the
Board will take junsdiction 10 rule on NEPA issues where 10 CFR §51.52(d) at least arguably
lu!honl.lhchﬂln“llﬂtnwtlﬂtumdwnlhhdm
uitimately produce the most efficient and orderly disposition of the issues.

The Board’s mandate is not 1o conduct a plenary review to determine whether the Stafl has
complied with NEPA and 10 CFR Part 51, but rather 10 decide any matiers in controversy among the
parties

thnlhnlyNEPAnlmhmonl‘lwiﬂ-lhniutMMu
failure 10 comply with NEPA and 10 CFR Part 51, the Board will rule on the contentions without
further evidentiary hearings. making use of the existing evidentiary record or substantive issues and
additional materia’ of which it can take official notice.



LBP8I-61 ILLINOIS POWER COMPANY. et al. (CLINTON POWER STATION, UNIT 1), Docket

A

No. 50-461-OL; OPERATING LICENSE; December 16, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
The Intervenor, Prairie e
staie”) filed motions o compel
1llinois Power Company, et ol during first round of discovery. molions were granied i
denied in part. In sddition, & stipulation with to
previously accepted schedule for future discovery was conflirmed
Under 10 CFR §2714(b) an intervention petition
set forth with reasonable specificity. Contentions
demonsirate that the issues raised are admissible and that
other paiiies on notice as 10 what they will have to defend ags
Where a contention is made up of a general allegation which, standing slone, would not be
admissible under 10 CFR §2 714(b), plus one or more alleged bases for the contention set forth with
reasonable specificity. the matters in controversy raised by each such ! i
the specific alleged basis or bases set forth in the contention.
10 CFR §2 740(b)( 1) provides in part that:

|
§
z

The discovery rules as between the parties are 1o be construed liberally In modern
admimstrative and legal practice discovery is liberally granted 10 enable the parties 10 ascertain the
facts in complex litigation, refine the issues, and prepare adequately for & more expeditious trial

LBP-81-62 WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY (POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT,

UNITS | AND 2), Docket Nos 50-266-OLA, 50-301-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT, December 21, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This decision responds in part 10 & claim that the Board lacks the jurisdiction 10 determine
whether filed documents claimed 1o be confidential should be released to the public. The Board rules
that when a party files 8 document that it proposes be treated as confidential because it contains trade
secrets. the hearing board must apply the standards set forth in 10 CFR §2.790 10 determine whether
all or & portion of the document shou!d be kept confidential Thoﬂr-t:-ﬂ-alw on the Board by
the rules is mandatory and dees not require that any party request the to fulfill its obligation.

The Board also rules that an ofTidavit concerning the confidentiality of » n:':u-
ordinarily cannot be reviewed by the Board 10 determine the legitimacy of a claim that the afMidavit is
confidential. 10 CFR §2.790(b)(1)(11). However, the Board determines that this exemption from its
jursdiction is subject 1c three threshold limitations: tha. oﬂ?ﬂy conflidential portions of the afMidavit
must be “appropriately marked”, that ths certification of conlidentiality must huve been made in good
faith by the affiant, and that the exemption does not & o legal arguments that cannot m‘:
included in a confidential affidavit. The Board then that the aliegedly confidential a vit
in this case did not meet any of these threshold requirements and that part of it must be released to
the public

10 CFR §2790(¢c) delegates to hearing boards the suthority and obligation 10 determine
whether proposals of confidentiality filed pursuant 1o §2 790(b) (1) should be granted pursuant 1o the
standards set forth in subsections (b)(2) through (c) of that section

It is not acceptable practice for a party to impugn the integrity of ancher party without any
evidence 10 support the cha

Under 10 CFR §2.790. licensing boards must determine whether it is appropriate o grant
proposals filed with them concerning the need 1o «ithhold evidence from the public Ordinarily, when
parties submit affidavits supporting claims of confidentiality, they may claim that the sffidavits are
conflidential and the board will not have the jurisdiction 1o review the claim. however, the
confidentality of supporting affidavits is exempt from board jurisdiction only if they are “appropriately
marked” by the affiant in good faith, after & careful review, and the board aiso retains junsdiction to
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dent
LBP-81-6) CONSUMERS POWER COMPANY (MIDLAND PLANT, UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos.

A

T O .m

50-329-CP, 50-330-CP, CONSTRUCTION PERMIT PROCEEDING; December 22, 1981

'ullvd.mryhd;chu:mdnﬂ ‘ '--lwniéd.hlm:lhln-mh-
appropriate use the requirements disciosure in proceedings 8ot been specifically
WWynnM-uumdm“hlw

hnma-mumum-mwmumumw
nformation 1o the L Board

Material facts. ie., those facts which could conceivably influence the Licensing Board whether
or not they in fact do %o, must be aflirmatively disclosed 1o the Licensing Board
counsel

Counse! cannct justif' nondisclosure of information by stating that it is material on which &
Licens ludnny.uJyubyl that such reliance would be wnjustified. Ounly the Board
has the function of deciding on what | tion it will rely.
Drafis of testimony are not covered the attorney work product privilege.
" lnmmh'l‘lmudulhnb-t # lewsuit will not relieve & party of its duties Wowerd the
wcens:
lmuﬁhnu;hﬁv“t&yhﬂnﬂyh“hmmm
particular facts, those facts must be dislcosed

Technical issue discussed includes: Uranium fuel cycle (radon 222)

|
LBP-#1-64 FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY (ST. LUCIE PLANT, UNIT NO. 2), Docket

A

No. 50-389-A; ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; December 30, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER

On motion of the Applicant the Board modified the procedural schedule it had issued in its
December 11, 1981 Order (LBP-81.58)
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DIRECTORS' DECISIONS

GFORGIA POWER COMPANY (ALVIN W VOGTLE NUCLEAR PLANT UNITS | &
7). Docket Nos 50-424. 50-425. CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, Juiy 2. 1981, DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies a petition filed under 10 CFR 2.206 of the
Commission's regulations 10 require the reopening of the record upon which construction permits were
msued in order 10 assess the need for the power 1o be produced by the facilities

An applicant may demonstrate that there is a need for the power 10 be produced by a
particular facility by showing (1) that the demand for electricity within the facility's service area 1
increasing (2) that the facility may be needed as a substitute for power currently produced by burning
short-supply fossil fuels: (3) that the facility may be needed 1o meet the reserve margin requirements
of power pools in which the facility is s participant; or (4) that the applicant is capable of selling
power outside its immediate service area 10 meet the demand for power in other arcas

Every forecast of need or demand for power carries an associated uncertainty and. thus the
most that can be required is that the forecast be a reasonable one in light of what 15 ascertainable at
the time 1t 15 made

NEPA does not require that decisions based on environmental impact statements be
reconsidered whenever information developed subsequent to the action becomes available. unless that
ncw information would clearly mandate a change in resull

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY et al, (TROJAN NUCLEAR PLANT)
Docket No $0-344. (10 CFR 2206). SPECIAL PROCEEDING: July 13. 1981. DIREC TORS
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 which
requesied suspension of operation of the Trojan Plant on the basis of matiers related 1o fire protection
and environmental qualification of electric equipment

14 PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, et al (SEABROOK STATION

UNITS | AND 2). Docket Nos. S0-443, 50-444 (10 CFR 2.206). SPECIAL PROCEEDING:; July 15
1981. DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.2

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation demies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 that
requesied institution of proceedings 10 suspend or revoke the Scabrook construction permits on the
basis of evacuation considerations at the site

Matiers bearing on accepuability of emergency plans for the facilny did not indicate
extraordinary circumstiances such thet the institution of proceedings was warranted 10 take up these
matiers before the operating license review

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

No SO-IX9A. (10 CFR 2.206). ANTITRUST PROCEEDING. August 7, 1981 DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 which
requested institution of enforcement action against the licensee for its asseried faslure 10 abude by an
sntitrust condition of its hicense

The Director wil! not institute a requested proceeding where the petitioner s basis for rehef rests
on resolution of an issue that is pending before another agency and that is peculiarly within the
competence of that agency to decrde
16 COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (ZION NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS | AND
. Docket Nos 50-295. 50-304, (10 CFR 2.206). SHOW CAUSE. September 29. 198
DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of the Office of Inspection and Enforcement denics a petition under 10 CFR
3 206 that requested institution of & proceeding 1o show cause why operation of the Zion Station Units
| and 2 should not be suspended pending the licensce's full compliance with emergency planming
equirements pertaining 1o installation of a prompt notification system

,
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DIRECTORS' DECISIONS

DD-81-17 NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY COMPANY (MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER
STATION, UNITS | AND 2). Dockst Nos. 50-245, 50-286 (10 CFR 2.206). SHOW CAUSE.
September 29, 1981; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

- The Director of the Office of Inspection and Enforcement denies a petition under 10 CFR
z.umlwmdlMuﬁwnumedlnmdm
Mﬂhﬁm&nhﬁwﬂuh“umbhﬂmwwymmm
requirements pertaining 1o instailation of & prompt notification system.

DD-81-18  WABASH VALLEY POWER ASSOCIATION AND PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF
INDIANA (MARBLE HILL NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos.
50-546. 50-347 (10 CFR 2.206); CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; October 13, 1981; DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

B The Director of Nuclear Resctor Regulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 which
wm.’u.mdmmnhummrammmlmhm
participation in the project in an sllegedly improper manner.

B Although decisions of other agencies mzy be relevant to the adminis'ration of the NRC's
regulatory program. the Director of NRR will not institute proceedings to determine whether other
sgencies have carried out their own unique responsibilities.

C l-(hlmd‘nmﬂ-decmdmaim‘wcthCﬁ
-uhinmndnthmmﬁuniQnmm-m-y-h
with financiel institutions.

D Wh.MuMhhﬁMn‘amlwinwﬂmnh&l
muuhnumlduybm.niQnthmmd-va‘M
umwlunmtmmmuumm

E Aptilioaul-locnz.mulﬂqlm.hcmunﬁauwmm-
matter raised in the petition is warranted.

DD-81-'9 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-206 (10 CFR 2.206): SPECIAL
PROCEEDING; November 16, 1981; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

A mmmderlmwlmhthmmmubymlm
California residents who requested suspension or revocation of the San Onofre Unit | license on the
ba.is of seismic design deficiencies anc emergency plannisng considerations.

DD-81-20 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNIT 1), Docket No. 50-206 (10 CFR 2.206): OPERATING
LICENSE: November 16, 1981; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

A moamdnmrumlmﬁam.mmunwmm
requested suspension of operation of San Onofre Unit | pending » “license review” on the basis of
mw-dunmm.mmmmmxw-unmm
mmdmscrmdmmmmnmmh.mwnﬁq*u
upgrading would not pose an undue risk 10 public health and safety

DD-§1-21 FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY (TURKEY POINT PLANT, UNIT 4,
Docket No. 50-251 (10 CFR 2.206); OPERATING LICENSE. November 5, 1981. DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206

A mumdmmdeMImﬁw“lm“mIOCFIZJID
Mmmmummnwnmdrmmn-u.uuu.
loi-pammmunhumu)wwthmdxhwtmliu—d
Turkey Point Plant, Unit 4, because 5/ concerns over the safety of the resctor pressure vessel.

DD-81-22 PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF INDIANA (MARBLE HILL NUCLEAR
GENERATING STATION, UNITS | & 2), Docket Nos. STN 50-546, STN 50-547 (10 CFR
2.206). SPECIAL PROCEEDING. Naember 30, 1981, SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION UNDER 10
CFR 2.206

A The Director of the Offce of Inspection and Enforcement reevalusies an earlier denial
(DD-81-10) under 10 CFR 2.20, to determine whether additional concrete testing should be performed
hhhdnumbl-idinmwmummmnmmlm
program. umdth:mvalmhdlhuwmaiuhmldnwm
program. the Director decl aes 10 initiate an additional program.
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DD-81-23  PETITION CONCERNING FINANCIAL QUALIFICATIONS OF NUCLEAR POWER

A

PLANT LICENSEES, 10 CFR 2206, SHOW CAUSE PROCEEDING. December 4, 19%1,
DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2206

The Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation denies a petition under 10 CFR 2.206 which
demdMnMamummlfvnpﬁmmhmdn-
demonstration of their financial capability 10 absord the cos's of on-site property damage resulting
{rom plant accidents

As part of xn applicant’s demonstration of its financial qualifications for an operating license,
|h¢Cuanunarqundumdﬁcdommmduuﬂuywnhwbtkmdm
accidents or to obtain the necessary funds to clean up after an accident.

Whu!thmbmhumu‘pwpmmanbymmmm
Director will generally not institute individual proceedings to modify or suspend licenses in the absence
d:mwﬂuumlwmhmhlhtamnui\tkumdthmm



DIGESTS
DENIALS OF PETITIONS FOR RULEMAKING

DPRM.-81.2 ECKERT, SEAMANS, CHERIN & MELLOTT, Docket No. PRM-2-6. SPECIAL

A

PROCEEDING, July 8, 1981, DENIAL OF REQ'EST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
PETITION FOR RULEMAKING

The Commussion denies & request for reconsideration of its earlier denial of the petition for
rulemaking (PRM-2-6) submitted by Eckert, Seamans, Cherin & Mellott. The petitioner, on behalf of
the Westinghouse Electric Corporation, had requested the Commission to amend its regulations o
prescribe fixed ume periods for the completion of licensing reviews by the Commission’s regulatory
stalf ané Atomic Safety and Licensing Boards

While the C is responsible for and concerned with efficiency in its licensing process
and believes that unnecessary or inappropriate delays should be avouded whenever possible, of
overriding importance is the Commission’s statutory responsibility to ensure that issuance of a license
10 an apphcant will not be immical 1o the health and safety of the public and will satisfy the
requirements of applicable environmental laws

The imposition of fixed time periods for the completion of licensing reviews would unduly
restirict the necessary discretion of the Commission's regulatory staff and licensing boards
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Boston Edison Co. (Pilgrim Station, Units 2 and 3), LBP-74-62, 8 AEC 324, 327 (1975)
showing necessary for dismissal of application with prejudice, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 979 (1981)
BPI v Alomic Energy Commission, 502 F 2d 424, 428-29 (D.C Cir. 1974)
right 1o hearing on withdrawa! of constr rvnn ppl ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1134 (1981)
Burlington Indus v. Exxon Corp. 65 FRD 26, 37, 42 (D Md 1974)
application of attorney work product prml? LBP-31-6), 14 NRC 1794 (1961)
Calvert Chiffs Coordinating Committee v. AEC, 449 F 2d 1109, 1119 (D.C Cir. 1971)
right of Board 10 raise issues sua sponte; LBP-81.23, 14 NRC 168 (1981)
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Carolina Power & Light Co (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units |, 2, 3 snd 4}, LBP-74-18, 7
AEC 538 (1974)
uurla?n;r:l;o conduct formal hearing on request for exemption from regulations, CLI-81-35, 14 NRC
{
Caroling P.wer & Light Co. (Shearon Harrs Nuclear Power Plaat, Units 1, 2, 3 and ¢), LBP-78-2, 7 NRC
83, 88 (1978)
duties of counsel and parties regarding disclosure of information, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1792 (1981)
Carolina Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units | - 4), CLI-79-5, 9 NRC 609,
610 (1979)
margin of error implicit in need for power forecasts; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 273 ('981)
uncertainty in need for power predictions; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 269 (1981)
Caroline Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units |, *, 3 and 4), CLI-749, 7
AEC 197 (1974)
need for & hearing on request for exemption from regulations; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1104 (1981)
Caroline Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, ) and 4), CLI-78-18, 8
NRC 293 (1978)
scope of licensing board review, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1135 (1981)
Carolina Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units |, 2, 3, and 4), ALAB-490, 8
NRC 234, 241 (1978)
State regulatory determinations of need for power, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1133 (1981)
Carolina Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris Units 1-4), CLI-80-12, 11 NRC 514, 516 (1980)
StafT declines proposal that it review and certify all long-term items regarding license
LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1419 (1981)
Carolina Power and Light Co. (Shearon Harris, Units 1, 2, 3 and 4), ALAB-577, 11 NRC 18, 30 (1980)
Licensing Board suthority to consider need for and content of EIS; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1727-1728
(1981)
Carolina Power and Light Company (Shearon Harris Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, 3, and 4), CLI-79-5,
9 NRC 607, 609 (1979)
reopening record to consider changes in electric power deraand forecasts; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 272 (1981)
Chrysler Corporation v. Brown, 441 US. 281, 60 L Ed 2d 208, 99 S Ct 1705 (1979)
confidentiality as & matter of right under Freedom of Information Act, LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 891, 893
(1981)
Cities of Anaheim, et al., California v. Southern California Edison Co,, C.D. Cal. No. CV-78-810-MML

(May 19, 1981)
’ on collateral estoppel relevant to antitrust proceeding; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172,
1173 (1981)

Citizens for Safe Power Inc. v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 524 F 2d 1291, 1294 and fa. 5 (D.C. Cir.
197%)
modification of stalT-prepared FES by licensing board decision based on evidentiary record; ALAB-660,
14 NRC 1014 (1981)
Citizens for Safe Power v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 524 F 24 1291, 1297 (D.C. Cir. 1975)
assurances required for safe operation of & nuclear facility, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1248 (1981)
Cleveland Electric llluminating Co., et al. (Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Units | & 2), LBP 81-24, 14 NRC
175, 181-184, 189-192, 197 (1981)
admissibility of contentions, interpretation of term “reasonable specificity”; LBP-8145, 14 NRC 8§56
(1981)
standards for judging bases of contentiors in show cause proceedings. LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 10622 (1981)
Cleveland Electric lluminating Company (Perry Nuciear Power Plant, Units | & 2), ALAB-443, 6 NRC
741, 7% (197
denial of motion 10 reopen record on necd for power issue; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 271 (1981)
Collier, Shannon, Rill and Scott, § DOE 180,129 (1981)
appropriately marking affidavit for confidentiality; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1764 (1981)
CdunﬁahcbuCo lnc. v. Department of Agriculture, 563 F.2d 495, mu-c:. 1977)
10 regulations dealing with confidentiality of identities of individuals sccused of cheating;
LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 892 (1981)
Commonwealth Edison Co. (Carroll County Site), ALAB-601, 12 NRC 18, 26 (1980)
purpose of early site review procedures; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 976 (1981)
Commonwealth Edison Co. (Zion Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-185, 7 AEC 240 (1974)
discovery rules between parties; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1742 (1981)
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Commonwealth Edison Co. (Zior Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-616, 12 NRC 419, 426 (19%0)
,:l' decontamination hearing to inciude proposed license amendments; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 624
:l )

Commonwealth Edisor Co. (Zion Units | and 2), ALAB-616, 12 NRC 419, 421422 (1980)
m” of license on basis of commitments by applicant, LBP-£1-59, 14 NRC 1413, 14151416, 1418
(1981)
Commonwealth Edison Co. v. Allis-Chalmers Mfg. Co., 315 F.2d 564 (7th Cir. 1963), cert. den., 375 US.
B34, 845 Cu 64, 11 L Bd 2d 64 (1962)
application of collateral estoppel in case of late intervention; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1173 (1981)
Commonwealth Edison y (Zion Station, Units | and 2), LBP-80-7, 11 NRC 245, 269, 273, 279-80,
295 (1980), affirmed 16, 12 NRC 419 (October 2, 1980)
eriticality analyses, comparison of U-235 content requirements in fuel assemblies at Zion and Dresden;
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 720 (1981)
Concerned About Trident v. Rumafeld, 555 F 2d 817, 825 (D.C. Cir. 1977
consideration of alternatives to completed projects; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 202 (1981)
Ca::-’md Citizens of Rbode Island v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 430 F. Supp. 027, 632-33 (DR.L
1977}
mNIC.'dm’l nuclear power plant site by applicant seeking early site review; ALAB-662. 14
1136 (i981)
Connecticut v. Massachusetts, 282 US “0.614(&!) -
requirements for ing of irreparable injury. -81-30, 14 NRC 360 (1981)
Consolidated Edizon Co. van(m Nuclesr Generating Station, Units 1, 2 & 3),
ALAB-319, 3 NRC 188, 190 (1976)
mrm:mmmdmhuwunl-n 14 NRC
165-166 (1981)
Co-;l;ﬁulu'su&dNcht(hﬁ-MMU-'- I, 2and 3), CLI-77-2, S NRC 13, 15
(1577)
NRC staff obliged 10 lay materials relevant 10 pending cases before Board; ALAB-649, 14 NRC 42
(1981)
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York (indian Point Unit No. 2), CLI-72-29, $ ABC 20 (1972)
special circumstances required for admission of pressure vessel cracking contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC

Crl&;dﬂu%mdhvut(llﬁn”ﬂwmw!).CU-‘M-R,IABC

L9
pwn:-.lot-ln&ﬂdh.dhandoudd-dhvhm&hpm“;l.ﬂl-u.
14 NRC 162 (1981)

us te authority of board issuc; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 707 (1981)

M:s ted Edison of York (Indian Foint, Unit Nos. 1, 2, 3), CLI-75-8, 2 NRC 173, 176

(1975)

IlmMnquhmdth“hwm
DD-81-12, 14 NRC 27 (1981)
Consumers Power Co. (Big Rock Point Nuclear Plant), LBP-80-4, 11 NRC 117, 127 (1989)
Mn” tion of applicant’s financial qualifications for spent fuel pool expansion, LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 915
(1981)
Consumers Power Co. (Big Rock Point Nuclear Plant), ALAB-636, 13 NRC )12, 326, 328-29 (1981)
consideration of alternatives 1o steam generstor repairs, where EIS is required; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1004
(1981)
Consumers Power Co. (Big Rock Point), ALAB-636 13 NRC 330, .35 (1981)
w.u.cwwnrummmunmnm
LBP-51-53, 14 NRC 914, 915 (1981)
Consumens Power Co. (Midland Plant, Units | & 2), CLI-73-38, 6 AEC 1082, 108 (1973)
immediate suspension of license not effected by issuance of show cause order; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1811
(1981)
Consumery Power Co. (Midland Plant, Units | and 2) ALAB-438, 7 NRC 155, 165 (1978)
w%drymhummnmmmmmu
I (1981)
Consumers Power Co. (Midland Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-235, § AEC 645, 646 (1974)
w..‘-gd:.mnu-»mhwnudw-uumw.unc
(1981)
Consumens Power Co. (Midland Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-382, 5§ NRC 603, 606 (1977)
standard for granting request for directed certification, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1162 (1981)
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2), ALAB-382, 5 NRC 603, 608 (1977)
its own expert witnesses; LBP-81-47, |4 NRC 873

zuﬁmcy boards; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1155 (1981)

2), ALAB-458, 7 NRC 155, 177, fa. 87 (1978)

disclosure; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1778, 1800 (1981)

Units | and 2), ALAB-458, 7 NRC 162-163 (197%)
sconomical alternative,
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Units | snd 2), CLI-74-3 7 AEC 10-12 (1973)
are sufficient for immetiate effectivencss of license amendment;

Jnits | and 2), Py bearing Conference Order Ruling on Contentions

. uhm'r-u?' m‘l(.ln nui:::)c 377 (1981)
i-31,

2), ALAB-452, 6 NRC 892 (197/)

jon services; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 119 (1981)

2), LBP-75-39, 2 NRC 29 (197¢)

Energy Regulatory Commissi o and NRC; LBP-81-58, 14

2), ALAB-179, S NRC %65, & 7 (1977)
standard; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 483 (1981)
. Co, 39 FRD. 610 (SDNY 1965)
spplication of attorney work product privilege to material disclosed to third party; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC

LaCrosse Boiling Water Reactor), LBP-80-2, 11 NRC 44, 78 (1980)
meet reserve margin requirement of power pool; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 268 (1981
Duiryland Power Cooperative (LaCrosse Boiling Water Reactor), LBP-80-26, 12 NRC 347, 373 (1980)
M?nmmmydmumwm-u. 14 NRC 254 (1981)
Daaville Tobacco Association v. Bryant-Buckner Associates, Inc., 333 F.2d 202 (#4th Cir. 1964)
inbereat power of trial judge to appoint own witnesses; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 872 (1981)
Detroit Edison Company (Earico Fermi Atomic Unit 2), ALAB-46%, 7 NRC 470, 471 (1978)
replies 1o answers to motions; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 72-73 (1981)
Duke Power Co (William B. McGuire Nuclear Station, Units | & 2) LBP-79-13, 9 NRC 489, 523-28
of

s ”nq-bﬁwa-tuﬁmr—:nm' permit bolders; DD-81-23,
14 ] (1981)
Amendment to Materials License SNM-1733-Transportation of Spent Fuel from Oconee
uclear Station for Storage at McGuire Nuciear Station), ALAB-651, 14 NRT 312-14, (1981)
NEPA consideration, low-level radioactive waste management plan; LBP-81-40, 14 NRC $32-833 (198])
Duke Power Co. (Catawbe Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-355, 4 NRC 397, 401, 40¢ (1976)
of new information mandatory, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1783 (1981)
(Catawbe Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-355, 4 NRC 397, 40¢ (October 29,

cost/benefit belance for proposed nuciear power plants; DD-81-°2, 14 NRC 268 (1981)
(Catawbe Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-355, 4 NRC 397, 413 (1976)

meaningful argument; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 50 (1981)

Catawbs Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-355, 4 NRC 397 at 406, fn. 26

! of changing circumstances during adjudication; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 769 (1981)
tawba Nuclear Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-359, 4 NRC 619, 620 (1976)

ing to reopen record bas difficult burden; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 271 (1981)

cGuire Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-143, 6 AEC 623, 625 (1973)
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WNICMW to changing circumstances, new information during
adjudication; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC (1981)
NRC staff obliged to inform licensing cod appeal boards of significant developments in pending cases;

ALAB-649, 14 NRC 42 (1981)
u:m«m»m-mmmaw-m—m DD-81-18, 14 NRC
30 (1981)
Duke Power Co. (Oconee Nuclear Station and McGuire Nuclear Station), ALAB-651, 14 NRC 113 (1981),
rev'g. LBP-80-28, 12 NRC 459, 469-71 (1980)
responsibility of counsel to disclose relevant factual information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1779 (1981)
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milling, ALAB-654, 14 NRC 613

M” effects of radon releases from uranium mining and

(1981)

Duke Power Co. (Perkins Nuclear Station, Units |, 2 and 3), LBP-78-25, 8 NRC 87, 90, 95-100 (1978)
support, ”m, Mdu‘nm findings; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1786-1789 (1981)
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Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-143, 6 AEC 623, 6256

prompt, affirmative disclosure of new information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1782, 1783 (1981)
i uclear Station, Units 1, 2 and 3), ALAB-597, 11 NRC 870 (1980)
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partial initial decision LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 584 (1981)

o-:muwun McGuire Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 1 (Juse 29,
1981)
Board

treatment of hydrogen control contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 208 (1981)
. v. Deering Miliiken, Inc., 397 F. Supp 1146, 1172.75 (DS.C. 1974)
)

i
g

waork product privilege to material disclosed 1o third party; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC.

Eastern Greyhound Line v. Fusco, 310 F.2d 632, 634 (6th Cir. 1962)
Wﬁnmdmhhm LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 360 (1981)
Ecology Aciion v. USAEC, 492 F.2d 998 (2d Cir. 1974)
10 intecvenors, stay denied, CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 19 (1981)
Ediow International Co. (SNM Export), CLI-77- 16, 5 NIC ln7 1328 (1977)

-76-6, 3 NRC 563 (1976)

ac.pl application proceeding; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 303 (1981)
RC 563, 584, ”5 (lﬂ()

]
%
15 ]

intervenor N.Ch;shud; of making strong showing io prevail on merits of appeal of Final Order; LBP-81-30,
14 9 (1981)
Environmental Defense Fund, Inc. v. Frochlke, 348 F Suppl. 138, 366 (W.D. Mo. 1972), afl"d 477 F.2d
1033 (8th Cir. 1973)
requirements for strong showing, petition for stay of effectiveness of remcdial antitrust conditions to
operating license; CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 797 (1981)
Federa! Power Commuission v. Conway Corp. 426 US. 271 (1976)
application of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission legal standards o NRC antitrust proceeding;
LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1175 (1981)
Florida Cities v. Florida Power & Light Co. (US.D.C. Southern District of Florida), October 13, 1981
effect of antitrust proceeding on; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1188 (1981)
H;Mn'o-ulL‘hCo.(StlmMUml) DD-81-15, 13 NRC 589 (Docket No. 50-389, August
1981)
NRC jurisdiction 1o review decisions of Rural Electrification Administration; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 927
(1981)
Florida Power & Light Co. (St. Lucie Plant, Unit No. 2), CLI-78-12, 7 NRC 939 (1978)
affirmation of late petition 10 intervene; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1171 (1981)
Florida Power & Light Co. (St. Lucie, Unit 2), ALAB-603, 12 NRC 30 (1980)
factors for determining application of single failure criterion; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1355, 1357.1358
(1981)
value of sua sponte review; CLI-81-33, 14 NRC 1096 (1981)

MM‘MC&vMMIﬂ Commission (5th Cir. No. 80-5259, Nov. 6, 1981)
application of collaters! estoppel. LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1180 (198))
Flonda Power & Light Co., 37 FPC 544 !Sl 552 (1967), reversed 430 F.2d 1377 (5th Cir. 1970), reversed,
Florida Power & Light Co. v. FPC, 404 US 453 (1972)
application of collateral estoppel, LBP-81-58, 14 NRC [18] (1981)
MM&L@!Q,W&MS?MHA 32 PUR &b 313, Dec. 21, 1979
application of collateral estoppel. LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172 (1981)
Florda F:wu & Light Company, CPPR I“ A-.‘—t No. 3, 3.F.(6), Section X, issued May 26, 198)
(46 31394).
Z.umm“!mdmmdummd“t
DD-81-15, 14 NRC 590 (1981)
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purpose of specificity requirement of contentions; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1737 (1981)

Florida Power and Light Co. (Turkey Point Plant, Unit 3), DD-80-28, 12 NRC 386, 388 (1980)
requirements imposed because of stcam tor problems; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1079, 1081 (1981)
Florida Power and Light Co., Docket No. ER78-19 (orders of December 21, 1979 and February 6, 1980)

application of collaters! . LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172 (1981)
Florida Power and Light Co., No. §17, 37 FPC 544 (1967)
application of collateral estoppel; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172 (1981)

Fuentes v. Shevin, 407 US. 67, 80 (1972)
procedural due process rights in overtime restrictions case; LBP-8)-25, 14 NRC 255, 257 (1981)
Fusari v. Steinberg, 419 US. 379, 391 (1975)
mud”'l duty regarding prompt, affirmative disclosure of new information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1783
(1981)
GAF Corp. v. Eastman Kodak Co. (SDNY.) 1981-2 Trade Cases %64,205 at 73,751
application of collateral where seperate trials were requested; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1173 (1981)
GAF Corp. v. Eastman Kodak Co., 1981 Trade Cas. 964,205, at 73,749 (SDNY. August 3, 1981)
consideration of finality of decision in application of collateral estoppel effect; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1189
(1981)
Gage v. AEC, 479 F 24 1214, 1214, 1222 (D.C. Cir. 1973)
w::updmm:mmmnammmmmm;mu
C 1136 (1981)
Gainwville Utilities Department v. Florida Power & Light Co., 573 F.2d 292 (5th Cir ), cert. denied, 439
US. 966 (1978)
spplication of collateral estoppel; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172 (1981)
motion for summary judgment of antitrust issues; LBP- .-19, 14 NRC 88, 90 (1981)
Geders v United States, 425 US. 80, 90, 0.3 (1976)
‘esponsibilities of counsel and witness regarding prepared writien testimony; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1799
(1981)
General Electric Company, CLI-81-2, 13 NRC 67 (1981)
petitioner denied hearing on applications for exports to Taiwan and South Kores; CLI-81-18, i4 NRC
302 (1981)
Georgis Power Co. (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-291, 2 NRC 404, 408-12 (1975)
duty of prompt, affirmative disclosure of new information; LEP-81.63, 14 NRC 1782 (1981)
ia Power Company (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Unit Nos. | and 2), DD-79-18, 10 NRC 617
(1979)
attempt to reopen record on need for power issue. DD-81-12, 14 NRC 267 (1981)
Georgia Power Company (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), DD-794, 9 NRC 282 (1979)
attempt to reopen record on need for power issue; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 267 (1981)
Georgia Power Company (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuciear Plant, Units | and 2), DD-79-4, § NRC 582, S84
(1979)
reconsideration of decisions based on EIS not required by NEPA; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 27i (1981)
Georgia Power Compsny (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), DD-80-13, 11 NRC 503 (1980)
atiempt to reopen record on need for power issue; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 267 (1981)
Georgia Power Company (Alvin W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), DD-80-13, 11 NRC 503, 508
(1980)
need for power must coincide reasonably with operational date of plant; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 260 (1981)
Power Company (Alvin W. Vogtie Nuclear Plant, Unitz 1-4), LBP-74-39, 7 AEC ¢95 (1974),
LBP.77.2, § NRC 261 (1977); affirmed, ALAB-375, $ NRC 423 (1977)
need for power found, construction rm’u issued, DD-81-12, 14 NRC 267, 269 (1981)
Getmar v. NLR.B., 450 F.2d 670, 674, 675 (D.C. Cir. 1971)
exceptions to regulations dealing with confidentiality of identities of individuals accused of cheating.
LBP-81-50, 14 NRC %92 (1981)
Gonsales v. United States, 288 F.2d 118, 121 (10th Cir. 1960), cert. denied, 365 US. 878 (1961)
test of matenality of a statement. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781 (1981)



Grannis v. Ordean, 234 US. 385, 394 (1918)
Union claims right to bearing under Due Process Clause of Constitution; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 256 (1981)
Greene County Planning Board v. Federsl Power Commission, 455 F.2d 412, 419 (2ad Cir. 1972)
right of Board to raise sponte; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 168 (1981)
Greene County PManning v. FPC, 559 F.24 1227 (2nd Cir. 1976), cert. denied, 434 US. 1086 (1979)
NEPA record; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 271 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Co. (River Bend Station, Units | and 2), CLI-76-16, 4 NRC 449 (1976)
need for & hearing on request for exemption from regulations; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1105 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Co. (River Bend Station, Units | and 2), LBP-75-10, | NRC 246, 248 (1979)
svordance of answering sumimary disposition on mere hope of discrediting movant's evidence st trial
LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 883 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 411 US. 747 (1973)
application of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission jegal standards to NRC aatitrust proceeding:
LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1175 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Co. v. Federa! Power Commission, Dist. Col. 1973, 93 S.Cu 1870, 411 US. 747, %
L.Ed 635, rebearing denied 93 S.Ct. 2767, 412 US. 944, 37 L Bd.2d 405
intervention in antitrust proceeding denied, other means available 10 protect petitioner’s interests;
LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 338 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Compeny (River Bend Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-444, 6 NRC 760, 771 ot seq.
(1977
reason for requiring greater specificity in contentions; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 75 (1981)
Gulf States Utilities Company (River Bend Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-444, 5§ NRC 760 (1977)
guidance for dealing with unresolved generic safety issues; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 116, 118-119 (1981)
Hamlin Testing Laboratories, Inc., 2 AEC 423, 428 (1964)
responsibility of counsel to disclose relevant factual information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1779 (1981)
Harding v. Carr, 79 R.1 32, 83 A 24 79 (1951)
preclusion of collatersl estoppel with shift in burden of proof; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1177 (1981)
Hickman v. Taylor, 329 US. 495, 510-1]1 (1947)
delineation of work product privilege: LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1793, 1794 (1981)
Houston LirSting & Power Company (Allens Croek Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-",1, 2 NRC 853 (1979%)
partial nitial decision immediately appealable; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 583 (1981)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuciear Generating Station, Usit 1), ALAB-535, 9 NRC
377 (1979)
denial of intervention for lack of standing: LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 237 (1981)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nucicar Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC
542, 548-49 (1980)
ﬂndemury shovm. not required for admission of contentions; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1134 (1981)
y of jon asking preparstion of programmatic environmental impact ststement on
steam pntnw repairs, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1008 (1981)
fouston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Croek Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC
542, 550 (1980)
safety-related concrete contention as type of issue to be decided pursuant to summary disposition;
LBP-81-48 14 NRC 883 (1981)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Station, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC 542, 546 (1980)
standards for intervenors participating pro se: ALAB-650, 14 NRC 50 (198i)
Houston Lighiing and Power Co (South Texas Project, Unit Nos. | and 2), CLI-77-13, 5 NRC 1303, 1309
(1977)
regime for considering antitrust concerns connected with nucleas power plant licensing: ALAB-661, 14
NRC 1121 (i98))
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (South Texas Project, Units | and 2), CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 93)
(November 4, 1981)
curtailment of investigation of safety or environmental issues unfavorable 10 applicant; CLI-81-33, 14
NRC 1096 (1981)
Houston Lighting and Power Co., ot al. (South Texas Project, Units | & 2), ALABS9, 13 NRC 489, 474
(198))
need 1o protect confidential information; CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 938 (1981)
Houston Lighting and Povver Company (Allens Croek Nuclear Genersting Station, Unit 1), ALAB-53S, 9
NRC 377, 392 (1979)

standing 10 ir -urvene, physical proximity of petitioner to plant; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 254 (1981)
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Houré-”l - )ul Power Company (Allens Creek Nuclear (Generating Station Unit 1), ALAB-565, 10

replies 1o answers to motions; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 72 (1981)

s “Lm)-ﬂMM(AI-CM Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11
(

scceptance of contention concerning ice buildup at service water intake; LBP-£1-23, 14 NRC 173 (1981)

umngmuunmmbmm:muncm(nn)

limitations on power of licensing boards 10 exclude contentionc, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 181-183, 19] (1981)

litigation of contentions based on TMI accident; CLI-§1.16, 14 NRC 2] (198])

Project, Uniu | and 2), LBP-79-10, 9 NRC 439

i'

Houston and Power Company, et al. (South

(l’”).lm struck, ALAB-545, 9 NRC 634 (1979)

reside: ce used for intervention in license proceeding: LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 178 (1981)
Houston and Power Company, et al. s Project, Units | and 2), LBP-79-87, 10 NRC
563 (1979 d summarily, ALAB-575, ii NRC 14 (1980)

parties limitation 1o collateral estoppel doctrine; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 199 (1981)
ICC v. City, 322 US. 503, 514 (1944)

rﬁ“w‘ sdministrative record; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 270 (1981)
. NRC, 591 F.2d 12, 14 (7th Cir. I#)

h-mnm- need for not by law; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 266 (1981)
Illinois v. Nuclear Mmu'y& 1 F.2d 12 (T Cir. 1979)
r dm-mmuumuuwwr.wuncmu
1)
hnC-r’lhh.m tion, 360 F. Supp. 366, 386, fu. 19 (SDNY 1973)
misleading statements; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1780 (1981)
Inre J:?s.na-n.umum.mrxm(mc. 1980)

C

Ei‘!

attorney work LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1794 (1981)
Indian Lookout Alliance v. V*l“ 11 lthCirl”))
whdmm’mdw assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 313 (1981)
Commerce 22 US 503, 514 (1944)

l
lmdNBPAuhdmuc&‘ of eavironmental consequences of proposed steam

rtu. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1005 (1981)
hﬂ.v.wl. §1-5878 (9th Cir., filed November 4, 1981)
licensee for failure to meet commitments; CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 953 (1981)
h-huvmndn musurum.mmc:m)
dismissal of construction permit application with prejudice, limitations on applicant's future activities;
ALANS? 14 NRC 973 (1981)
Jooes v. Lynn, 477 F.2d 885, 890 (1st Cir. 1973)
~— ”md—‘hpwuunwndumnmw-ﬂuuhllc
(1981)
MVSGCMUSII’(I“C)
h?ﬁuuuhwdmmmmm
l.l‘Nl 1135 (1981)

-’nd r-hhmwumhmmmwv
979 (1981)

Kansa: City Gas and Electric Co., Kansas City Power and Light Co. (Wolf Creek Generating Station, Unit
No.l)i.Cu-"GD.‘NIC 476 h('lni) okl EE05.00 i a o
need for a bearing on request regulations; 1-35, 14 1104 (1981)
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. (Wolf Creek ting Station, Unit 1), ALAB-462, 7 NRC 320, 334 0. 30

m—u.d:lmc ey financial qualifications of applicants at construction permit stage:
(1981)
Kansas Gas and Electric “o. (Wolf Creek Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-462, 7 NRC 320, 338 (1978)
burden of nﬁqummm-ll-” 14 NRC 1497 (1981)
contribution to resolution of gross loss of water question, spent fuel pool expansion
MALALCSO.! CCJ(I”I)
mbm denied, issue raised for first time on appeal lacks grave public
and safety i tions; ALAB-648, 14 NRC 38.39 (1981)
Kansas Gas and Electric (W&MM&&.MUMN&I).MZ” 1 NRC 559 (197%)
intervenor alleges issuance of ting license maintains situation inconsisten! with antitrust laws;
LBP-§1-19, 14 Nlcn(lz
wm«-ummmummnnumcmmum)
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intervention in sntitrust proceeding, situation inconsistent with antitrust laws not shown;
LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 348 (1981)
Kansas Gas and Electric Co. (Wolf Creek Generating Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-299, 2 NRC 740 (1975)
ustimely intervention in antitrust proceeding, situation inconsistent with antitrvst laws not shown;
ur-u-n 14 NRC 348, 350 (1981)
Kansas Gas and Electric Co., et al. (Wolf Creek Neclear Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-327, 3 NRC
“(Iﬂt)
of boards concerning confidentiality of filed documents; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1753-1754,
1756-1757, 1758, 1765 (1981)
Kansas Gas and Electric Company (Wolf Creek Generating Station, Unit No. 1), ALAB-462, 7 NRC 320,
327 (1978)
forecasts of electricity demand used to demonstrate need for power; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 268, 269 (1981)
Kansas Gas and Fleciric Company and Kansas City Power and Light Company (Wolf Creek Generating

Station, Unit No L BP-75-13, | NRC 268 at 271 (1975)
untimely intere antitrust proceeding denied, nexus not established: LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 350
(1981)

Kelley v. United States. 108 F 2d 328 (1st Cir. 1964)

u-an-". tor unjustified refusals or failures 1o comply with discovery orders, LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908
(1981)

Kiein v. Califano, 586 F.2d 250, 257 (3d. Cir. 1978)
definition of property interests in overtime restrictions case; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 257, 258 (1981)

Kieppe v. Sierra Club, 427 US. 390 (1976)
scope of NEPA review regarding storage of low-level radicactive wastes; LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 833 (1981)

Kieppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 (1976)
factor determining need for programmatic environmental impact statement on proposed steam generator

repairs, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1009 (1981)

LeCompte v. Mr. Chip, Inc., 528 F.2d 601, 604 (5th Cir. 1976)

dismissal of construction permit application with prejudice deemed abuse of licensing board discretion,
ALAB-657, 14 NRC 974, 978, 979 (1981)

Loog Island Lighting Co. (Shoresham Nuclear Power Station), ALAB-99, 6 AEC 53 (1973)
deferral, 1o the Commission, of issues that are the subject of rulemaking: LBP-81-51, 14 NRC 898 (1981)

Lovisiana Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electric Generating Station, Unit 3), CLI-73-25, 6 AEC
619 (1973)
intervention petition in antitrust proceeding must show nexus; LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 348 (1981)

Louisiana Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electric Generating Station, Unit 3), CLI-73-25, 6 AEC
619, 621622 (1973)
issuance of construction permit pending outcome of antitrust bearing; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1120 (1981)

Louisiana Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electric Generating Station, Unit 3), CLI-73-25, 6 AEC
619, 622 n.23 (1973)
ufu-mnmhmmmcum-u. 14 NRC 1104 (1981,

Lummus Co. v. Commonwealth Oil Refining Co., 297 F.2d 80, 87-90 (24 Cir. 1961)
consideration of finality of decision in application of collsters] estoppel effect; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1189

(1981)

Maine Yankee Atomic Power Co. (Maine Yankee Nuclear Power Plant, Unit 2), ALAB-161, 6§ AEC 1003
(1973), affirmed 7 AEC 2 (1974), affirmed sub nom Citizess for Safe Power v. NRC 524 F 24 1291
(D.C. Cir. 1975)
nurv.:u- rights to raise issues; imposition of requirements deyond agency regulations; CLI-81-16, 14

N 16-18 (1981)

Maine Yankee Atomic Power Company, CLI-74-2, 7 AEC 2, 4 (1974)

NRC policy for determining cdequacy of protection, public heaith and safety; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 21
(1981)

Maryland-Nationa! Capital Park and Planning Comm'n v. US. Posial Service, 487 F.2d 1029, 1039 (D.C.
Cir. 1973, Leventhal, J)
function of EIA, shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 317 (1981)

McVeith v. United States, 78 US. 259, 267 (1870)
union claims right to hearing under Due Process Clause of Constitution; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 156 (1981)

Mertens v. Hummel, 587 F.2d 862 (7th Cir. 1978)
sanctions for unjustified refusals or failures to comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
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Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuciear Station, Unit 1), CLI-80-16, 11 NRC 674 (1980)
scenario required for hydrogen bubble contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 207 (1981)
curtailment of investigation of safety or environmental issues unfavorable to spplicant; CLI-81-33, 14
NRC 1096 (1981)
waiver of 10 CFR 50.44; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 9 (1981])
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1), CLI-80-39, 12 NRC 607 (1980)
wmilgtm of investigation of safety or environmental issues unfavorable to applicant; CLI-81-33, 14
N 1096 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1), CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304, 305
(August 2C, 1981)
effectiveness of decision to restart; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 890 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit Ne. 1), CLI-86-16, 11 NRC 674 at 675
(1980)
remedy for exclusion of contention concerning generic safety issue; LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1038 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2), ALAB-436, 8 NRC 9, 21 (1978)
‘burden of party seeking to record when motion is untimely, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1497 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company ( Mile Island Nuciear Station, Unit 1), LBP-80-17, 11 NRC 893
(1980)

intervenor sanctioned for failure to comply with discovery order; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 392 (1981)
sanctions for unjustified failures or refusals to comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154
(1981). LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1), LBP-80-8, 11 NRC 297 (1980)
consideration of psychological stress under NEPA; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 393 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-79-8, 10 NRC 141
(1979)
basis of NRC concerns about operation of TMI-1; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 387 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company (Tharee Mile Island Nuclesr Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-19, 11 NRC 700
(1980)
intervenor’s request for financial assistance denied; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 397 (1981}
Metropolitan Edison Company (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-20, 11 NRC 708
(1980)
financial assistance to intervenors addressing psychological stress issue not provided; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
397 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company (Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), Docket No. 50-289,
September 26, 1980
motion for reconsideration, hydrogen control issues, denied; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 9 (1981)
Metropolitan Edison Company (Three Mile Island Nuciear Station, Unit No. 1), LBP-80-23, 12 NRC 227
(1980)
m:-dmumuauuummumnmwn-n 14 NRC 398
(198i)
Michigan Consolidated Gas Co. v. FPC, 283 F.2d 204, 226 (D.C. Cir. 1960)
right of Board 1o raise issues sua sponte, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 168 (1981)
Minnesota v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 602 F.2d 412 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
time period coversd by NEPA environmental review for onsite storage of low-level radicactive wastes;
ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1911 (1981)
Minnesota v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 602 F.2d at 416 fa. 5 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
intervenor fails to show that impact of steam generator repairs would restrict choice of alternatives at
another faci'ity, ALAB-560, 14 NRC 1009 (1981)
Mississippi Power & Light Co. v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 601 F 2d 223 (Sth Cir. 1979) certiorari
denied, 444 US 1102 (1980)

paymeni of fees for NRC Staff work performed for . ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1137 (1981)
Mississippi Power and 1ight Co. (Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAE . ., 6 \ET 423, 426
(1973)

admissibility of contentions; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC 1114 (1981)

Mississippi Power and Light Company (Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-130, 6 AEC
4231 424 (197Y)
appropriate functions of petition or intervention board; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 367 (1981)

Mississippi Power and Light Company (Grand Guif Nuclear Station, Units | and 2, AI. AB-130, 6 ABC 423
(1973)
u:udmumwwun«hdwmmmm.uml-mu

RC 369 (198)



limitations on power of licensing boards (o exclude contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 181, 183, 185, 190,
191 (1981)

Missouri Pacific RR Co. v. National Milling Co., 409 F.24 882 (3rd Cir. 1969)

burden of persuasion in motion for summary disposition of antitrust sction; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1191
(1981)

Montana v. United States, 440 US. 147 (1979)
arguments about privity in NRC antitrust proceeding: LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1188 (1981)

National Hockey League v Metropolitan Hockey Club, 427 US. 639, 640 (1976)
sanctions for unjustified refusals or failures to comply with discovery orders. LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908

(1981)

National Wildlife Federation v. Appalachian Regional Commission, 000 F.24 000, 15 ER.C. 1945 (DC.
Cir. 1581)
reconsideration of need for power issue an attempt \~ reform past decisionmaking: LBP-81-24, 14 NRC

202 (1981)

Natural Resources Defense Council v. NRC, 547 F.24 663 (D.C. Cir. 1976)
need for & hearing on request for exemption from regulations; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1104 (1981)

Natura! Resources Defense Council v. NRC, 647 F.24 1345 (198))
dec allowing special nuclear materials ur\nlomlini-wﬂ.cu-ll-ll. 14 NRC 302 (1981)

Natural Resources Defense Council v. Nuciear Regulatory Commission, 582 F.2d f“ (24 7%+ 19M)
assurance of safe storage of radicactive wastes; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1011 (1981)

Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Morton, 458 F.2d 827, 832, 837 (D.C. Cir. 1972)
apphication of NEPA rule of reason to considerstion of environmenta! changes from proposed steam

generator repairs; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1004 (1981)

Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. v. Morton, 458 F.24 827, 838 (D.C. Cir. 1972)

absence of credible mechanism for gross loss of water from spent fuel pool, EIS not required; ALAB-650,
14 NRC 63 (1981)

Natural Resources Defense Council v. Morton, 458 F.2d 827, 834-36 (D.C. Cir. 1972)
consideration of alternatives 1o completed projects. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 202 (1981)

New England Coantion on Nuclear Pollution v. NRC, 582 F.24 87, 93 (1m Cir. 1978)

NRC discretion 1o decide appropriate financial qualifications of licensees; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1808, 1812
(1981)

New England Coslition on Nuclear Pollution v. NRC, 582 F.2d 87, %4 (ist Cir. 1978)
deermination of whether NEPA EIA is required for TMI restart; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1731 (198))

New England Cosliton on *.uclear Pollution v. Nuciear Regulatory Commission, 582 F.2d 87, 93-94 (Imt
Cir. 1978)
modification of staff-prepared FES by licensing board decision based on evidentiary record; ALAB-660,

14 NRC 1014 (1981)

New England Coalition on Nuclear Pollution v. United States Nuciear Regulstory Commission, 532 F.24

87,9798 (Imt Cir. 1978)
need for nuclear power 10 repiace existing fossil fuel-generated . DD-81-12, 14 NRC 268 (1981)
New England Power Co. (NEP Units | ané 2), LBP-78-9, 7 NRC 271, 281-83 (1978)
ownership of proposed nuclear power plant site by applicant seeking site review; ALAB-662, 14 NRC
1136 (1981)
New England Power Co. v. Nuclear Regulstory Commission, No. 81-1839 (Ist Cir. Nov. 25, 1981)
payment of fees for NRC Staff work for applicant when application is withdrawn; ALAB-6562, 14 NRC
1137 (1981)

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporstion (Nine Mile Point Nuclear Power Station, Unit 2), ALAS-264, | NRC

347,353 (197%)
need for nuclear power 10 replace existing fossil fuel-generated power, DD-81-12, 14 NRC 268 (1981)

Nisgars Mohawk Power Corporation (Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit 2), ALAB-264, | NRC 347,

352-69 (1975)
reopening record 10 concider changes in electric power demand forecasts; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 271 (1981)

Northern Indiana Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuciear-1), ALAB-227, § AEC 416, 418

(1974)
burden of party seeking to reopen record. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1497 (1981)
untimely motion to suppl record denied, ALAB-648, 14 NRC 38 (1981)

Northern Indiana Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear-1), CLI-78-7, 7 NRC 429, 432-34
(1978), aff"'d sub nom. Porter County Chap. of the lzask Walton League, Inc. v. NRC, 606 F.2d 1363
(DC. Cir 1979)

further inquiry into REA's extension of financial sssistance 10 licensee not warranted; DD-81-18, 14 NRC
930, 931 (1981)
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Northern Indians Public Service Co. (Bailly Generating Station, Nuclear-1), CLI-79-11, 10 NRC 733
(1979) reversed sub nom. People of the State of Illinois v. NRC, No. 80-1163 (D.C. Cir., July 1, 1981)
wmh-n".c dmu igation of safety or environmental issues unfavorable 1o applicant; CLI-81-33, 14
1096 (1981)
No;!‘hr: Indiana Public Service Company (Bailly Genersiing Station, Nuchar 1), CLI-78-7, 7 NRC 429,
434 (197%)
2.206 procedure not a vehicle for reconsideration of issue previously decided in Commission proceedings:
DD-81-12, 14 NRC 271 (1981)
Northern States Power Co. (Monticello Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-611, 12 NRC 301, 304 (1980)
Appeal Board standard in conducting sus sponte review, ALAB-655, 14 NRC 803 (1981)
Northern States Power Co. (Prairie Island Nuclear Generating Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-427, 6 NRC
212 (1977), and ALAB-343, 4 NRC 169 (1976)
steam genersior degradation and its safety significance; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 992 (1981)
Northern States Power Co. (Prairie lsland Nuclear Generating Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-455, 7 NRC
41,46 n. 4 (1978), remanded on other grounds sub nom. Minnesota v. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
602 F 2d 412 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
eui:znuudmmdmmm-hmmqhmw 4
N 1005 (1981)
Northern States Power Co. (Prairie lsland Nuclear Generating Plant, Units | and 2), & al, ALAB-455, 7
NRC 41, 48 (197%)
environmentsl assessment of unavosdable consequences of five-year onsite storage of low-levei ~adicactive
~astes. LBP-81-40, 14 NKRC 833 (1981)
Northern States Power Co. (Prairic Island Nuclear Generation Plant), ALAB-455, 7 NRC 41 (1978)
ugnificant environmental impact by spent fuel pool expansion, requiring EIS, argued by intsivenors,
LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 914 (198)1)
Northern States Power Co. (Prairie lsland Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-284, 2 NRC 197 (197%)
intervenors ask further analysis, spent fuel oxidation; ALAB-650, 14 NRC %9, 63 (1981)
Northern Staies Fower Co. (Prairie Island Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-455, 7 NRC 41, 45, 46 a4 (1978
remanded in part on other grounds, Minnesota v. NRC, 02 F.2d 412 (D.C. Cir. 1979
scope of environmental analysis, determining whether spent fuel pool expansion is major federsl action;
ALAB-650, 14 NRC 66, 68-69 (1981)
MNorthern States Power Co (Tyrone Energy Park, Unit 1), ALAB-492 8§ NRC 231 (1978)
statement of policy alieged harmful to intervenors, stay dened; CLI-B1-16, 14 NRC 19 (198!)
Northern States Power Company (Prairie Island Nuclear Genuraiing Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-45, 7
NRC 41, fn. 4 at 46 (1978)
collateral estoppel applied although new parties have intervened in later proceeding: LBP-81-24, 14 NRC
200 (1981)
Northern States Power Company (Prairie Island Nuclear Gererating Plant, Units | and 2), Ve mont
Yankse Nuclear Power Corporation (Vermont Yaakee Nuclear Station), ALAB-435, 7 NRC 41, $7 (1978)
application of as-low-as-reasonably-achicvable standard to disposa! of spent fuel racks; LBP-81-37, 14
NRC 743 (1981)
Northern States Power Company (Prairie Island Nuciear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-343, 4
NRC 169 (1976)
NRC practice of review of appellate decision, ohysical security; CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 396 (1981)
Northern States Power Company, et al. (Tyrone Energy Park, Unit 1), LBP-77-37, § NRC 1298, 1301
{19
sanctions for unjustified failures or refusals 10 comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154
(1981)
Northern States Power Company, et al. (Tyrone Energy Park, Unit 1), LBP-77-37, $ NRC 1301 (1977)
admission of solely sponsored contentions of voluntarily dismissed intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 165,
167 (1981)
sanctions for unjustified refusals or failures 10 comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908
(1981)
NRDC v. Callaway, 524 F.2d 79 (2nd Cir 1975)
EIS consideration of future waste disposal: ALAB-651, 14 NRC 116 (1981)
Nud?v Engineering Co., Inc. (ShefTield, lilinois Low-Level Radicactive Waste Disposa! Site), CLI-79-6, 9
NRC 673 (1979)
latent conditions with potential for harm are sufficient for immediate effectivencss of license amendment.
CLi-81-29, 14 NRC 542943 (1981}
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Offshore Power Systems (Flosting Nuclear Power Plants), ALAB-489, 8 NRC 194, 202, 206-07 (1.78)
NRC Staff delays in issusnce of documents, nature of staff and Board responsibilities noted. LBP-81-38,
u NIC 768, 770 (1981)
Power Systems (Floating Nuclear Power Plants), AL AB-489, 8 NRC 194, 207 (1778)

m for handling staff delays; CLI-21-36, 14 NRC 1113 (1981)
Power Systems (Flosting Nuclear Power Plants), CLI-79-9, 10 NRC 257, 261 (1979)

lwumvhu 10 make . LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 875 (198))

Offshore Systems ( Nuclear  Plants, ALAB-489, 8 NRC 201-208 (197%)
hhmmdl“bdhhpmdmcu-ll-“. 14 NRC 1113 (1981)
m'. v 1'”"’" (Manufacturing License for Floating Nuclear Power Plants), LBP-75-67, 2 NRC

I 1 (I )

m;r unjustified failures or refusals to comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154
(1981

-mrhwmmn-um»mmmmmn-sz 14 NRC %08
(1981)

Pacific Gas & Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), CLI-81-5, 13 NRC 361

'aﬁmhmz‘ on TMI-related issues; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 609 (1541)
v. FPC, 506 F.24 33, 38 (D.C. Cir. 1974

)
non-binding nature of policy statement; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 18 (1981)
Pacific Gas & Electric Co. v. , 506 F 2d at 39 (D.C. Cir. 1974)
binding norm of agency policy statement adversely affecting intervenors; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 18 (1981)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Unit 1) CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 950
(November 19, 1981)
delegation of responsibility and control of QA /QC m LBP-81-61, 14 NRT 1740 (1981)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2) ALAB-519, 9 NRC &2
(1979), ALAB-604, 12 NRC 149, 150-151 (1980)
uulhnmy for licensing board to call its own expert witnesses; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 873 (1981)
utof”mlam witnesses by NRC adjudicatory boards; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1154, 1162
(1981)
Mgc;.‘ma,-.l Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-504, 8 NRC 406,
410-12 (197%)
ibilities of licensing boards (o carry out appeal board instructions; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1151
(1981

h'c’i;’-c‘ﬁumﬁhnm“ ic Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-644, 13 NRC
(June 16, 1981)
eapn”mn.. on reservoir-induced seismicity appointed by licensing board; LBP-81.47, 14 NRC 869
(1981)
NRC practice for review of appellate decision, physica! security; CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 596 (1981)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), CL1-80-24, 11 NRC
775 (1980); ALAB-410, 5 NRC 1398 (1977). ALAB-580, 11 NRC 227 (1980). ALAB-592, 11 NRC 74
(1980); and ALAB-600, 12 NRC 3 (1980)
protection of unclassified safeguards information; LBP-81-6., .4 NRC 1741 (1981)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plani, Units | and 2), CLI-81-22, 14 NRC
603 (September 21, 1981)
curtailment of investigation of safety or environmental issues unfavorable to applicant; C1 |-81-33, 14
NRC 1096 (1981)
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Stanislaus Nuclear Project, Unit 1) LBP-78-20. 7 NRC 138, 1040 (1978)
discovery rules between parties; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1742 (1981)
reasons for granting pretrial discovery; LBP-§1-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
hctﬁ: G‘u and Electric Co.apany (Stanislaus Nuclear Project, Unit No. 1), ALAB-400, § NRC 1175,
117778 (1977,
difference between intervention board and hearing board in NRC proceedings: LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 366
(1981)
Parklane Hosiery Co v. Shore 439 US 326, fn 5 (1979)
issues precluded by collateral estoppe!, LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 11%] (1981)
Parklane Hosiery Co. v. Shore, 439 U.s 322 (1979)
controiling precedent on collateral estoppel relevat to antitrust proceeding. LBP-81-58, i4 NRC 1172
(1981)
Parkiane Hosiery Co. v. Shore, 429 US. 331 (1979)
general rule for use of collateial estoppel offensively; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1173, 1174 (1981)
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Parklane Hosiery Company, Inc. et al., v. Leo M. Shore, 439 US 322, 58 L. Ed. 2d 552, 99 S C1 643
(1979)
use of offensive collatersl estoppel, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 199 (1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Co. (Susquehanna Stzam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-363, 10
NRC 449, 450 n.1 (1979)
intervenors obliged to be familiar with Rules of Practice and proper briefing format; ALAB-650, 14 NRC
50 (1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Co. and Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Susquehanns Steam Electric
Station, Uniis | and 2), ALAB-613, 12 NRC 317, 322, 339 (1980)
sanctions for unjustified failures or refusals 1o comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 134
(1981). LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
Pennsylvenia Power and Light Co. and Flectric Cooperative, Inc. (Susquehanna Steam Electric
Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-613, 12 NRC 317, 333-35, 340 (1980)
use of interrogatorier as & method of discovery; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 903 (1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-613,
12 NRC 317, 322 (1980)
reasons for granting pretrial discovery; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
hmny:zm Power and Light Conpany (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-§13,
I2N 331, 334 (1980)
contentions are method for framing issues under NRC practice; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company and Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc. (!
Electric Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-613, 12 NRC 337 (1980)
numerous motions and disputes relating 1o irterrogatories reflect lack of understanding of discovery;
LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company, Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Susquehanns Steam Electric
Station, Units | and 2) LBP-79-6, 9 NRC 291, 302-305 (1979)
circumsiances not sufficiently changed, need for power contentions not admitted at operating license stage;
LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 203-20¢ [1981)
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company, et al. (Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Units | and 2),
ALAB-613, 12 NRC 317, 337 (1980)
excessive number of motions and disputes relating to discovery; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 371 (1981)
People of the State of lllinois v. NRC, 591 F.2d 12 (7th Cir. 1979)
holding of hearings on 2.206 petition; DD-81-22, 14 NRPC 1089 (1981)
Permian Basin Area Rate Case, 34 FPC 17, 238 (1965)
power of judge to appoint own expert witnesses. LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 872 (1981)
Permian Basin Area Rate Cases, 350 US. 747, 773 (1968)
most crucial facior for granting stay of effectiveness of remedial antitrus: conditions to operating license;
CLI-81 27, 14 NRC 797 (1981)
role of irreparable injury showing in grant of stay of Fiua! Order, LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 360 (i981)
Perry v. Sinderman, 408 US. 592, 60' (1972)
legal entitlement as source of property interesis; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 256 (1981)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Fulton Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-637, 14 NRC 967, fa. 12
(1981)
dirmissal of consiruction permit anplicatior with prejudice; ALAB 662, 14 NRC 1132, 1134 (1981)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Stavion, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-216, 8 AEC 13,2
(1974)
purpose of specificity ’m‘l of contentions; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1737 (1981)
Philadelphia Eleciric Co. ( Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 end 3), ALAB-216, 8 AEC 13,
2021 (1974)
admussibility of contentions, interpretation of term “reasonable specificity”; LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 8%
(1981)
criteria for rejection of contention asking for documentation of deviations in design, structures, and
components; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 332 (1981)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Botiem Atomic Power Station, Units ? and 3), ALAB-480, 7 NRC 796
(1978)
structuring of radon issue. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1771 (1981)
Philadelphia Electric Co. (Peach Botiom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-480, 7 NRC 796,
BO4-06 (1978)
procedure for using radon issues decision in other separate licensing pr ceedings. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC
1786 (1981)
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' ia Electric Co. (Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3), ALAB-640, 1) NRC 47,
546-49 (1981); ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632 (1981)
health effects of radon releases; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1787 (1981)

Pinto Trucking Service, Inc. v. Motor Dispatch, Inc., 1981-1 Trade Cas. 964,028 at 76,325 (7th Cir. 1981)
arguments about uivy in NRC antitrust LBP-81-58, i4 NRC 1188 (1981)

Porter County Chapter of the Izask Walton League v. NRC, 606 F.2d 1363, 136% (D.C. Cir. 1979)
Cm“mynﬂmm--bdmmhh.MI <12, 14
Commission latitude to determine appropriate means of administering, applying. and eaforcing regulaiions;

DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1811 (198))

Porter County Chapter of the lzaak Walton League, Inc. v. NRC, 606 F.24 136), 1367-70 (D.C. Cie. 1979)

site’s selection for examination does not mandate suspension of comstruction peading compietion of
analysis; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 281, 285 (1981)

Porter County v. NRC, 606 F.24 1363 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
standard of required for changes determination; CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 792 (1981)

M:'-:Gml!hwk&( Springs Nuciear Plant, Units | & 2), CLI-76-27, 4 NRC 610, 613
(1976
um?wm.lqnu--—uﬂu-d“mumunn-uu

N 250 (1981)

T:.:mnmcumwnumun|mz).cu-nn.4ncom
1314 (
um?m-*—-u-mm-nn.uncul(mn;cual-u.u
NRC 963 (1981)

leCi‘;’i.mﬂ ting license proceeding by petitioners outside 50-mile radius of plant; LBP-81-24, 14
179 (1981)
Portiand General Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant), ALAB-181, 7 AEC 207, 209 u.7 (1974)
NINC.ICu" mp_l' ibility on issues 10 be comsidered prior 1o issuance of operating license, LBP-81-23, 14
166 (1981)
Portland General Electiric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 262 (1979)
consideration of aliernatives 1o transfer of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 321 (1981)
sgnificant environmental impact by spent fvel pool expansion, requiring EIS, argued by intervesors
LBP-81-5), 14 NRC 914 (1981)
Portland General Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclear Plant), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 263, 266 (1979)
-Mbmmn““hummm 14 NRC 10086 (1981)
Tortland Genera! Electric Co. \Trojun Nuclear Plant), 531, 9 NRC 261, 266-68 and fa. & (1979)
considerstion of alternatives 10 stesma generntor repairs, where E'S is requiced: A".AB-660, '4 NRC 1004
(1981)
Portland Genersl Electric Co. (Trojan Nuclewr Plani), ALAB-SY1. 9 NRC 2e3, 2607 (1979)
fm’.-l 1o determine whether 1o allow trumafer of spen foel asewblies; ALAB-SS], (4 NRC 3 4
(1981)
Portiand Genersl Eleciric Co. (Trojan Plant), ALAS-53), 9 NRC 263, 265 né (1979,
scope of environmental analysis spent fvel pool expansion; ALAS-650, 14 NRC 6 (1981)
Portland General Electric Co (Trojan Plant), ALAS-531, 9 NRC 263, 274-275 (1979)
rejortirg and recording of deviations (rom astablished opersting p-ocedures f + mai~taining isd
monitoring water chen istry r( fuel pool; ALAE-650, .4 NRC 54 (1%1)
Portland General Electric Co., &t Pebble Springs Nuclear Flaat, Uvits - asd 2) CLI-76-27, 4 NRC
610, 616 (1976)
discretionary intervention in decontamination hewring: CLI-%1.22, 14 NRC 622 (1981)
factors bearing on the granting of Giscretionary intervention, LBP-§1-26, 14 NRC 259 (1981}
Portland Genera Eml Zo., et a. (Tropa N-d-' Flamt), ALAB-531, 9 NRC 263, 272, 273 (1979)
purpose of conditions attached to license; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1413, 1415, 1418 (1981)
MMMQ(MMNMMMMU*lnl!).ALAMlI.IAK

lS(l”l)
m proceedings, of contentions which are the subject of genera! rulemaking.
LBP-81-51, 14 NRC §98, 899 (1981)
Mhydh”mmﬁhmd—-ﬂmm&‘”.NNIC
816 (1981)
Potomac Electric Power Co. (Douglas Point Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-218, § AEC
84 (1974)
m!;u;”m” may decide generic issues by general rule or o _ase-by-case basis. LBP-81-51, i4
KRC (1981)
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l:‘o:cu”!.lm"r:’mu (Douglas Point Nuciear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-277, 1

(1975}

MNIC Iim( Bt nuclear power plant site by applicant seeking early site review, ALAB-662, 14
1 |
suitability of site for nuclear power plant; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1129 (1981)

Poulos v. United States, 387 F.2d 4, 6 (10th Cir. 1968)
definition of materiality; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781 (1981)

Power Reactor Development Co. v. International Union of Electrical, Radio & iachine Workers, 367 US.
396 (1961)
risk of lost investment carried by all construction permit holders, DD-81-14, 14 NRC 286 (1981)

Power Reactor Development Co., | AEC 128, 153 (1959), aiT'd sub nom. Power Reactor Development Co. v.
International Union of Electrical Workers, 367 US. 196 (1961)
criteria for demonstration of financial capability of applicants; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)

N:&WC.JW(MNNWMMU“IA!).AML”O.'NIC

1 (1979)
hc:dcm = no pending proceeding regarding licensee’s financial qualifications; DD-81-18, 14
RC 930 (1981)

nuuzmc‘dluh- (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | & 2), CL1-80-10, 1] NRC
438 (1980)
mu?.cmwmmum-dwmuau LBP-£]-26

14 250 (1981)

Public s-ma» ~ Co';: Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersging Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-316, 3 NRC
167. 170-174 (1976)

Licensing Board lacks jurisdiction to consider antitrust petitions; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1119 (198])

Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2) CLI-80-10, 11 NRC
438, 442 (19%0)

Union claims hearing as & matter of right in overtime restrictions case; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 258, 259
(1981)

mmc&dlmu(munm Nuclear Generating Station, Units | snd 2), ALAB-40S, § NRC
1190, 1192 (1977)
reasons for referrals of rulings: LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 700 (1981)
standard (or directed certification, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1160, 1162 (198])

Public Service Co. of Indians (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-437, 6 NRC
630, 632 (1977)
most crucial factor for granting stay of effectivencss of rmedial antitrust conditions to operating license;

CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 797 (i981)

Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersting Siativn Units | and 2), ALAB437, 6 NRT
630, 632, 635 (1977)
stay of Final Order, absent irreparable injury, movant must make overwhelming showing of success on

merits, LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 359 (1981)

Public Service Co. of Indians (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersting Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-459, 7 NRC
179, 188 (1978)
wppeal board review of licensing board discovery rulings. ALAB-660, 14 NRC (015 (1981)

Public Service Co. of Indians (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersting Statioa, Units | und 2), ALAB-473, # NRC
253, 270 (1978)
burden of persussion of four factors considered for stay of effectiveness of remedial anlitrus. coaditions Lo

operating license; CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 797 (1981)

Public Service Co of Indiana (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), CLI-80-10, 1}
NRC 438,439 (1980)
bearing as & matter of right on an enforcement order; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 960 (1981); CLI-41-32, 14

NRC 963 (1981)

Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-461, 7 NRC 313, 315 (1978)
function of briefs, ALAB-650, 14 NRC 45 (1981)

Public Service Co. of Indiana (Marble Hill Units | and 2). ALAB-461, 7 NRC 313, 318 (1978)

Stafl responsibility in the determination of license conditions: LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1419 (1981)

Public Service Co. of Indisna et al (Marble Hill N-dmOn-anuuu. Units | & 2), LBP-7767. 6
NRC 1101, IIIS-IC(W") LBP-78-12, 7 NRC 573, 57677 (1978), af"d ALAB-493, 8§ NRC 253 (i1978)
mwmmnnundmmml-m 14 NRC 926,

927 (1981)
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mmc%ﬂm-u. (Marble Hill Nuclear Generaling Station, Units | & 2), LBP-7767, 6
NRC 1117 (1977)
construction permit conditioned 1o prevent REA interference with licensee's safety responsibility and
technical judgment; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 929 (1981)
WNICWI Co. of Indiana et al. (Marbie Hill Nuclear Generating Station, Units | & 2), LBP-78-12, 7
577 (1978)
cun.ncan;’mn condition, NRC notification required for REA action on loan contract; DD-81-18, 14
NRC 929 (198)1)
’lﬂ: s'via'(E’o of !'ndiana, Inc. (Marble Hill Nuclear Generating Statior., Units | and 2), ALAB-49), 8
NRC 253 (1978)
coniention seeking environmental review of volume reduction and solidification aspects of LLRW
management plan outside NRC jurisdiciion: LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 835 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Ha ire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-422, 6 NRC 33, 79 (1977)
criteria for demonstration of financial capability of applicants; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-422, 6 NRC 133, 90 (July
26, 1977)
explanation of NEPA -mandsted cost/benefit balance for proposed auclear power plants, DD-81-12, 14
NRC 267 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), CV1-78-1, 7 NRC |, 18, 20-21
(197%)
definition of *easonable assurance of financing plan; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)
Pubdlic Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), CLI 78-1, 7 NRC 1, 23-24 (1978,
NRC jurisdiction 1o review decisions of Rural Electrification Administration: DD-81-18, 14 NRC 927
(1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), CL. 7 NRC 18 (1978), afTd
sub nom New England Coalition 0n Nuclear Pollution v. NRC, 582 F2¢ 8 « Cir. 1978)
applicant’s financial plan considered in light of relevant circumstances, DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Sea! Station, Units | & 2), DD-79-20, 10 NRC 703, 706
(1979)
licensee free to adjust financial plan 10 new economic conditions; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928, 911 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampehire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2); DD-79-20, 10 NRC 703, 713
(1979)
recovery ohgnun costs thoough rate-setting, DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire /Seabrook Stativn, Units | and 2), ALAB-271, | NRC 478, 482-83
(u"’:
denial of petition Jor directed certification; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1142 (1981)
Public Servies Co of New Hampshir: (Seabrook Statin, Units ' and 2), ALAB-2"1, | NRC 478 436
(19.%)
standard fngnuiq request for directed cervification; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1162 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Serbrook Station, Units | and 2). ALAB-422, 6 NRC 33, 41 (1977)
luaﬁém not ;uw for safety findings regurdiag proposca snent fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14
NRC 322 (1981)
Pudlic Service Co. of Neow Mampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2). ALAB-422, 6 NRC 13, 30-82
(19
criteria for reopening record becaus: of false material statements; [.BP-81-63, 14 NRC 1783 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-422, 6 NRC 77-78 (1977)
recovery of opersting costs through rate-setting. DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), CLI-78-" ~ NRC |, 26-27 (1978)
effect of failure 10 consclidate opersting license and show cause proceedings on | on of safe shutdown
carthquake issue. LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 377 (1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), Docket Nos 50443 and 50-444
(November 6, 1980 unpublished order)
authority for licensing board 1o cail its own expert witnesses, LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 873 (1981)
use of independent expert witnesses by NRC adjudicatory boards; ALAB-66), 14 NRC 1155, 1162
(1981)
directive 'ugw‘ relemaking on financial qualifications; LBP-81-51, 14 NRC 897 (1991)
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-62), 12 NRC 670, 677-78
(Dec. 9, 1980)
consiruction permit holger's invesiment not considered in determuning plant safety st operating license
stage. DD-81-14, 14 NRC 286 (1981)
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Public Service Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), CLI-77-8, 5§ NRC 303, 526 (1977)
n,;n“mdwwmdw"mnm' ize environmental effects; DD-81-12, 14 NRC
(1981)
Public Service Co. of New Hampahire (Seabrook Station, Units | & 2), LBP-77-43, 6 NRC 134, 137-13%
(19
consideration of alternative nuclear power plant sites outside facility's immediate service ares; DD-8J 12,
14 NRC 268 (198))
Public Service Co of New Hampshire (Seabrook Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-138, 4 NRC 10, 14 (1976)
no single factor among four considered for stay of Final Order is necessarily dispositive; LBP-81-30, 14
NRC 358 (1981)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-505, 8 NRC 327 (1978)
failure by counsel 1o call attention .0 facts of record; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1784 (1981)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-573, 10 NRC 775, 785-87
(1979)
absence of discussion in FES calling for recirculation of FES, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1014 (1981)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-573, 10 NRC 775, 805 (1979)
standards for judging exceptions of intervenors represented by counsel, ALAB-650, 14 NRC $1 (1981)
Public Service Co of Oklahoma (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), LBP-78.26, 8 NRC 102 (1978)
discretionary authority of licensing board 10 call its own expert witnesses; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 873
(1981)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoms (Black Fox Station, Units | and 2), LBP-78-26, 8 NRC 102, stay denied,
ALAB-5GS, 8 NRC 527 (1978)
use of independent expert witnesses by NRC adjudicatory boards: ALAB-66)3, 14 NRC 1153 (1981)
Public Service Co. of Oklahoms Associated Electric Cooperative (Black Fox Station, Units | & 2),
LBP-76-38, 4 NRC 435, 441 (1976)
replies 10 answers 1o motions, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 73 (1981)
Public Service Co of Oklahoma Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc., et. al. (Black Fox, Units | and 2),
L8P-77-17 (March 9, 1977)
late petitioners grantod intervention; LBP-£1.24, 14 NRC 200 (1981)
Public Service Electric & Gas Co. (Atlantic Nuclear Generating Station, Units | and 2), LBP-75-62, 2
NRC 702, 705-6 (197%)
sanciions for unjustified failures or refusals 1o comply with discovery orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154
(1981), LPB-B1-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
Public Service Eleciric & Gas Co. (Hope Creek Generating Station, Units | and 2), LBP-78.15, 7 NRC 642
(197%)
discretiovary suthority of hoensing board 10 call its own expert witnesses; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC §7)
(1981)
use of independent exper: witnesses by NRC adwdicatory boards, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1154 (1981)
Public Service Electric & Gas Co. (Salem Nackar Genersting Station, Unitc | & 2), DD-80-19, 11 NRC
625, 627.2¢ (1980)
reluctance of StafT 10 initiate individual adjedicatory procsedings in response 10 2 206 petitions, DD-§1-23,
14 NRC 1311 (1981)
Public Service Flectric eod Gas Co (Hope Croel Generating Station, Units | and 2). ALAB-518. 9 NRC
14,38 (197%)
E'S comiderction of remote and speculative consequences. spent fuel assemblies. ALAB-651, i4 NRC 321
(1981)
Public Service Electric and Gas Co. (Salen Nuclesr Generating Siation), ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
significant environmental impact by spent fuel pool expansion, requiring EIS, asgued by i ;
LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 914 (1981) -
Public Service Electric and Gas Ce. (Salem Nucleer Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB-588, 11 NRC 335,
536 (198%0)
standard for appeal board determination (o undertake discretionary interlocutory review of licensing
board’s proposed action, ALAB-663, 14 NRC | 150 (1981)
Public Service Electric and Gas Co. (Salem Nuclear Genersting Station, Unit 1), ALAB-650, 14 NRC 4),
65 fn. 33 (July 17, 1981)
consideration of aliernatives o transfer of spent fuel assemblies. ALAB-651, 14 NRC 322 (1981)
Public Service Electric and Gas Co (Salem Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-136, 6 AEC 487, 489 (1973)
argumentation and filing requirements of intervenor without counsel. LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 686 (1981)
stundards for intervenors participating pro se. ALAB-650, 14 NRC 50 (198))
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Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (North Cosst Plant, Unit 1), Docket No. 50-376 CP (February 25,
1981), appeal pending
withdrawal of application for license, with prejudics, ALAB-637, 14 NRC 971 (1981)
r Common Carrier Conference v. US., 628 F.2d 243 (D.C. Cir. June 30, 1980)
reedom of agency 10 exercise discretion under policy statement, CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 18 (1981)
Robley v. United States, 279 ¥ 2d 401, 404 (9th Cir. 1960)
test of materiality of & statement; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781 (1981)
WM.MMA(WMMNMWNu 1), ALAB-502, 8 NRC 383, 388
(19w
lega! obligation of utilities 1o meet customer demands relevant 10 NRU need for power determination;
DD-81-12, 14 NRC 273 {198))
IW“MMM(WMMU‘N‘ 1), ALAB-596, 11 NRC 867, 869
( )
memorands and orders vacated 10 avoid residual inconsistency; ALAB-658, 14 NRC 982 (1981)
partial initial decision vacated on mootness grounds. ALAB-656, 14 NRC 966 (1981)
Sur:.m Municipal Utility District (Rancho Seco Nuclear Generating Station), ALAB-655, 14 NRC 809
(1981)
responsibility of counsel 10 disclose relevant factual information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1779 (1981)
Sampson v. Murray, 415 US. 61, 90 {(1974)
statement of policy alleged harmful 1o intervenors, stay denied; CLI-31-16, 14 NRC 19 (1981)
Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference v. Federal Power Commission, 354 F 04 608, 614, 620 (20d Cir.
1965)
right of Bosrd 1o raise issues sua sponte; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 168 (1981)
Scwmc':-m-u for Public Information, Inc. v. Atomic Energy Commission, 44 ' F.2d 1079, 1085-5)
(DC . 1973)
EIS preparation, proposed spent fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 312 (1981)
Scott v. Spanjer Bros., Inc., 298 F.2d 928, 930 (24 Cir. 1962)
circumstances allowing appointment of expert witnesses; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1152 '981)
inherent power of trial judge 1o appoint own expert witnesses; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC &, 7 (19%1)
Sescoast Anti-Pollution League v. Costle, 572 F.2d 872 (Im Cir. 1978)
scquiring expert advice for the evidentiary record; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1249 (1981)
SEC v. Capital Gains Research Bureay, 375 US. 180, (86, 198-99 (1963)
omissions of information us meterial false statements; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1730 (1981)
Securities and Exchange Commission v. Texas Gulf Sulphur Co., 401 F.2d 833, 849 (2nd Cir. 1 '88)
omissions of nformation as material false statements, LBP-§1-63, 14 NRC 1770 (1981)
Selas Corp. of America v Wilshire Ofl Co of Vexns, ST FRD ), 56 (ED Ps 1972)
conuiderations in licensing bourd’s decision to dismiss with prajudice: ALAR-657, 14 NRC 979 (19%1)
Sholly v. NRC (D C. Ciz. Nos. 801691, £0-,783, and 80- 784, filed Nov. 19, 1980)
initiation of chemical decontamnation prior 10 =ud of hearing: C11-81-25, 14 NRC 621 (1981)
Sholly v. NRC, No. 80-1636 (D.C_ Cir. Nov. 19, 1980)

intervenor alieges that licenses’s finuncia! constiu'e amendment of “onstrechon Jernu’
notice and y 1o be heard, DD-81-18, 14 NRC 927 (1981)
Siegel v Atomic Commission, %00 F 24 77%_ 780782 (D.C. Cir. 1988)

admission dchunn;-k pulses contention barred by, LAP-81-42, 14 NRC 843, 844 (1981)
Sierrs Club v. Froehike, 534 F 24 1289, 1297 (8tk Cir. 1976)
tion of EIS, shipment of spent fue! assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 313 (1981)

South Carcline Council of Milk Producers, Inc. v. Newton, 360 F.2d 414 (4th Cir), cert. desied, 385 US.
934 (1966)
applicant’s possession of monopoly power not shown; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC (193 (1981}

South Carolina Electric and Gas Co. (Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-28, 11 NRC
817, 82) a1l (1980)
interested parties invited 15 roquest antitrust hearing even if US. Attorney General does not so

recommend. ALAB-66! 14 NRC 1121 (1981)

South Carolina Electric and Gas Co. (Virgil C. Summer Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1), CLI-80-28, |1 NRC
821 and n 6, 824, 825 (1980)
prerequisites for w license antitrust review; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1122 (1981)

Southern California Co. (San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 1), Docket Nos.
$0-361 and 50-362. Tr. 180102 (June 26, 1981), Tr 260206 (July 1, 1981), Tr. 4973-74 (July 27, 1981)
wse of independent expert witnesses by NRC adjudicatory boards; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1155 (1981)
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Southern California Edison Co., (San Onofre Unit 1), Steam Generator Repair Program and Restart,
Docket Number 50-206 (June 8, 1981)
scceptability of steam generator repairs at SONGS; DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1065 (1981)
Stanley Works v. u...umnu 35 FR.D. 551, 55455 (N.D. [ll. 1964)
mdammmmn—wwmmmywﬂu 14 NRC

1794 (1981)
State of Minnesots v. NRC, 402 F.2d 412, 416-17 (D.C. Cir. 1979)
criteria for issues in rulemaking; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1811 (198))
State of Minnesota SNRC,602 F2d 412 a1 416 05 (D.C. Cir. 1979)

e—.iunmdfummdmwdhmm“w-ﬂ& 14 NRC
33 (1981)
State of New York v. NRC 550 F.2d 745, 755 (2nd Cir. 1977)
lb;i.!dmulnundmn&mm-qhmdu,dﬁalomr;l.ml-n "
360 (1981)
Stix Prods. Inc. v. United Merchants & Mirs., Inc. 47 FR.D 334, 338 (SDN.Y. 1969)
nnl;:mdnw-ywtmwupw-w&dﬁbmnm LBP-81-63, 14 NRC
1 (1981)
Swain v. Brinegar, 542 F.2d 364 (7th Cir. 1976)
segmentation of E!S, shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 313 (1981)
Tennessee Valley Authority (Hartsville Nuclear Plant, Units 1A, 2A, Ba 2B). ALAB-418, 6 NRC 1,2
(1977
criteria for motions for reconsideration; CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 790 (1981)
Tm“ Valley Authority (Haruville Nuclear Plant, Units 1A, 2A, IB and 2B), ALAB-409, 5 NRC 1391,
139596 (1977)
failure by counsel to call attention 1o facts of record; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1784 (1981)
Tcu..'t,:dky Authority (Hartsville Nuclear Plant, Units 1A, 2A, IR end 2B), ALAB-46), 7 NRC 341,
348 (1 )
exceptions raised for first time on appeal; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 49, 69 (1981)
m?cwmmmwwhuﬁhMMumtAum. 14
N 37 (1981)
Tm'” Valley Authority (Hartsville Plant, Units 1A, 2A, 1B and 2B), ALAB-367, 5 NRC 92, 104 .59
(19
exceptions not fully briefed; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 49 (1981)
Tm Vollcy Authority (NM Plant, Units 1A, 2A, !B and 2B), ALAB-463, 7 NRC 370 (1978)
meaningful . . ALAB-650, 14 NRC 50, 51 (1981)
Tm Valley Authority ( hv Nuclear Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-41), § NRC 1418, 1421,
1422 (197)
W‘ 106 in operating license procending by petitioners outside S0-mile radius of plant; LBF -81-24, 14
NRC 179 (I98")
Texas Utilities Generating Co. (Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, Units | and 1), CLI-81-24, 14
NRC 614 (198))
factors susporting Board's sus sponte adopiion of dismissed intervenor's contentions; CLI-81-36 14 NRC
1112 (1981)
Texas Utilities Gencrating Company, et al. (Comanche Peak Steam Eloctric Station, Units | snd 2),
LBP-R1-22, 14 NRC 150, 155 57
purposes of and reasonabie limitations on dscovery, LBP-81-30A, !4 NRC 370 (i1981)
Toldeo Edison Co. (Davis-Besse Station, Units 2 and 1), ALAB-622, 12 NRC 667, 669 (1980)
motions 1o terminate proceeding must bz made to all bonrds retaining jurisdiction over aspects of & case;
ALAB-656, 14 NRC %66 (1981)
Toledo Edison Co. (Duvis-Besse Nuclear Power Station Units 1, 2 and 3), ALAB-378, § NRC 547, 561
(1977
tion of collateral estoppel in NRC antitrust ; LBP-81-58, (4 NRC 1188 (1981)
To'sdo Edison Co. (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1), ALAB-385, 5§ NRC 621, 626 (1977}
burden of proof in pwuu-hruyddhamdmummumhmmm
CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 797 (1981)
Toledo Edison Co. (Davis-Besse Units 1, 2, and 3), LlP?‘l 1, S NRC 133, 253-54 (1977)
burden of persuasion in antitrust procoeding. LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1176 (198))
Toledo Edison Co.. et al (D.m-l-N-d.:MSmn-.Uml 2 and 3), LBP-77.7, 5§ NRC 452
(9
requirements for st showing. petition for stay of effectiveness of remedial antitrust conditions to
operating license, CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 797 (198))



Toledo Edison Co., et al. (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station, Units |, 2 and 3), LBP-77-7, § NRC 452,
454, cTd ALAB-38S, S NRC 621, 631 (1977)
intervenor lclu”hn: of making strong showing 1o prevail on merits of appeal of Final Order; LBP-81-30,
14N 359 (1981)
Transmirra Prods. Corp v. Monsanto Chemical Co., 26 FR D. 572, 576-78 (SDN.Y. 1960)
application of attorney work product privilege to material disclosed 10 third party, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC
1794 (1981)
Trout Unlimited v. Morton, 509 F.24 1276 (%th Cir. 1974)
segmentation of EiS, shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 313 (1981)
Trout Uniimited v. Morton, 509 F.2d 1283 (%th Cir. 1974)
EIS consideration of remote and speculative consequences, spent fuel assemblics; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 321
(1981)
Trustees of Columbia University in the City of New York, ALAB-50, WASH-1218 320 (May 18, 1972)
imposition of requirements beyond agency regulations; CLI-81-i6, 14 NRC 17 (1981)
US. v E.l duPont de Nemours & Co., 351 US. 377, 396 (1956)
nuclear-generated electricity not s separate market; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1192 (1981)
Union Electric Co. (Callaway Plant, Units | & 2), ALAB-572, 9 NRC 126 (1979)
need 1o protect identity of confidential informant; CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 938 (1981)
Union of Concerned Scientists v. Alomic Energy Commission, 499 F.2d 1069 (1974)
Union argues Due Process Clause of Constitution entitles it 10 hearing in overtime resirictions case;
LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 257 (1981)
United States Fire Insurance Co. v. Adirondack Power & Light Corporation, 201 N.Y.S. 643 (App. Div.,
3rd Dept. 1923)
burden of persuasion in NRC antitrust proceedings. LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1178 (1981)
United States v. Borden, 370 US. 460 (1962)
discrimination against outside cities in settierent of antitrust action, LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1192 (1981)
United States v. Griffith, 334 US. 100 (1948)
applicant’s possession of monopoly power not shown; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1193 (1981)
United States v. Krause, 507 F.2d 113, 118 (5th Cir. 1975)
definition of materiality. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781 (1981)
United States v. Madera, 574 F.2d 1320, 1322 (5th Cir. 1978)
definition of materiality. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1782 (1981)
United States v. McGough. 510 F 2d 598, 602 (5th Cir. 1975)
infl of sta on decision maker as a *est of matetiality; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781 (1981)
United States v Utah Construction & Minirg Co. 384 US. 394 (1966)
controlling prucedent on collateral estoppel relevani to antitrust proceeding. LBP-£1-58, 14 NRC 1172
1173 (1981,
United States v Weathers, 618 F.2d €63 (10th Cir. 1980)
appellate criticism of court appointment o cxpert » liess; ALAB-667, i1 NRC 1153 (i9")
Vermont Yankee Nuciear Power Corp (Vermont Y ankee Nuclear Power Station). ALAB-3€. 4 AEC 410
11972)
deferral, 1o the Commission, of issues that are the subject of ruiemaking, LBP-£1-51, 14 NRC 898 (19
Vermont Yankse Nuclear Power Corp. (Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station), DD-80-20, 11 NRC §13,
914 (1980)
reluctance of Staff 10 initiate individua! adjudicatory proceedings in response @ 2.206 petitions: DN-§1.13,
14 NRC 1811 (1981)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. (Vermont Yankee Station), ALAB-138, 6 AEC 529, 535 (1973)
responsibility of counsel 10 disclose factual information; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1778-1779, 1800 (158!)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v Natural Resources Defense Council, 475 US. 519, 55¢ {1978)
factual basis for bosrd's sua sponte consideration of earthquake exceeding SSE. LOP-F,-36, 4 NRC 698
(1981)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v Natural Resources Defens: Council, Inc. 435 US. 519 (1978)
consideration of alternatives to completed projects; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 202 (1981)
consideration of energy conservation as alternative (o proposed steam generator repeirs, ALAB-660, |14
NRC 1005, 1008 (198i)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 435 US. 519, 543-44
(1978
right 10 hearing on withdrawal of construction permit application; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1134 (1981)
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Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 435 US. 519, 550

(1978)

legal obligation of utilities 10 meet customer demands relevant 10 NRC need for power determingtion;
DD-B1-12, 14 NRC 273 (1981)

State regulatory determinations o need for power; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1133 (1981)

Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 435 US. 519, 553-554
(197%)

res” onsibilities of intervenors in NRC proceedings; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 50, 67 (1981)

Verr ont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v. NRDC, 435 US 519, 543 (1978)

Comnssion latitude to determine appropriaie means of administering, applying. and enforcing regulations;
DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1811 (1981)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v NRDC, 435 US. 519, 548 (1978)
AEA, NEPA, regulatory requirenents for hearing on EIS for decontamination of primary coolant
systems, CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 625 (1981)
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp., CLI-74-40, 8 AEC 809, 812 (1974)
postulation of successively more conservative accident assumptions for different regulatory purposes.
LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 697, 706 (1981)

Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corporation v. NRDC, 435 US 519, »54 (1978)

Supreme Court predisposed against reopening administrative record. DD-81-12, 14 NRC 270 (1981)

Virginia Electric & Power Company (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-522, 9
NRC 54, 56 (January 26, 1979)

Union standing 1o intervene, physica! proximity of workers, LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 250, 254 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (Worth Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | & 2), ALAB-584, |1 NRC
451, 451 (1980)
answer 10 properly supported motion for summary disposition, LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 883 (1981)

issues considered in grant of summary disposition of contentions involving steam generator repairs;
ALAB-660, 14 NRC 100) (198))

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Nuclear Power Siation, Units | and 2), ALAB-555, 0 NRC

23, 28 (1979)
refusal of intervenors to sign protective order; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1756, 1758, 1760 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-584, 11 NRC
451, 457.58 (1980)
consideration of alternatives 1o transfer of spent fue! assemblies: ALAB-651, 14 NRC 322 (198!)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-584, || NRC
454.58 (1980)
consideration of alternatives to steam generator repairs, where EIS is required, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1004

(1981)

Virginia Electric and Powe, Co. (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), Docket Nos.
50-138-0L. 50-339-OL (March 3, 1980, unpublished memorendum and order), concurring opinion
(Chairmar Rosenthal), 0. §

Appeal Bourd request for additioral evidesce LBP-81-47 14 NRC 869 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co (North Anna Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-324, 3 NRC 37,
360-63 (1976)
omissions by licensee as material false statements: LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1780 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Power Station, Units | and 2), CLI-76-22, 4 NRC 480,
48789 (197%)

material false statements by licensee; LBP-81.63, 14 NRC 1779, 1800 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Annz Power Station, Units | and 2), LBP-74-49, 7 AEC 118},
1185 (1974)
consolidation of Commission enforcement and licensing proceedings: LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 177-378 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anns Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-551, 9 NRC 704, 706 (1979)

NRC safl oohiged 10 lay materials relevant 1o pending cases before Board, ALAB-649, 14 NRC 42
(1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Station, Units | and 2), ALAP 584, 11 NRC 451 462
(1980), petition for review pending sub nom. Potomac Alliance v NRC (No. 80-1862, D C. Cir, filed July
28, 1980)

boral corrosion considered in spent fuel pool expansion proceeding. ALAB-650, 14 NRC 54 (1981)

Virginia Electric and Power Co (North Anna Station, Uaits | and 2), ALAB- 584, |1 NRC 463-465 (1980)

complaint of long-term storage of spent fuel, improper collateral attack on rulemaking. ALAB-650, 14
NRC 69 (1981)
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VMMMM (North Anna Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-551, 9 NRC 704, 706 (1979)

Nlﬁ:laﬂcﬂﬁ y materials relevant to pending cases before Board, ALAB-649, 14 NRC 42

( )

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (Nosth Anna Station, Units | nll) ALAB-584, 11 NRC 45, 462
(zl"I')’)”Ttmbmm nom. Potomac Alliance v. NRC (No. 80-1862, D.C. Cir., filed July
Qﬂmmnﬂupﬂmmwuunuunu
Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Station, U lull).AlAl-S“.llNlC“HS(lm)
n-ﬂ-mdhq-hmw spent fuel, improper collateral attack on rulemaking. ALAB-650, 14

NRC 69 (1981)
Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna Units | and 2), ALAB-491, 8§ NRC 245 (1978)
guidance for dealing with unresolved generic safety issues; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 116 (1981)
ﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁﬂnmhmd-ﬁmﬂyh‘m?-ﬂ. 14 NRC 1391,
(
Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North Anna, Units | and 2), ALAY 378, 11 NRC 189, 217, 218 (1980)
granting of license on dasis of commiiments by spplicant; LBP-81 59, 14 NRC 1413, 1415 (1981)
vwxmmmu(uqummmu. | and 2) CLI-80-4, 1] NRC 405
(1980)
suance of EIS for proposed steam genersior repairs; ALAB-660, 4 NRC 994 (1981)
Virginia Electric and Power Co. (Surry Power Station, Units | and 2) DD-75-19, 10 NRC 625 (1979),
reversed in part, CLI1-80-4, 11 NRC 405 (1980)
environmental impacis of sicam generstor repairs local rether than cwinulative; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1009
(1981)
Virginia Electric and Power Company (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB-491, 8
NRC 245, 247, 249 (1978)
Bosrd authority to obtain information on ssues raised sua sponte; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 168 (1981)
Virginia Electric and Power Company (North Anna Nuclear Power Station, Units | and 2), ALAB- 522, 9
NRC 54 (1979)
n::guqmnmum“um evidence concerning contentions; LBP-81-30A, 14
369 (1981)
residence requirements for intervention in operating license proceedings; LBP-81-24, !4 NRC 179 (1981)
Virginia Electric sod Power Company (North Anns Staton, Units | & 2), ALAB- 146, 6 ABC 431,
63334 (1973)
residunce requirements for intervention in operating 'oense procecdings; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 179 (1981)
Virginia Electric and Powe: Compaay {North Anzs Power Station, Unita | asd 2), ALAB-578, 11 NRC
189 11989)
NRC practics for review of appeilate decision, physical security; CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 596 (1981)
Virginia Electric Power Co. (North Anne NMuclear Power Station, Usits | & 2), LBP-77-68, 6 NRC 1127,
1162 (1977), aff'd, ALAB-491, 8 NRC 245 (1978)
recovery of operating costs through rate-setiing. DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (1981)
Virginia Petrolesm Jobbers Ass'n v. FP.C., 295 F 24 921, 925 (D C. Cir. 1958)
considerytion of public interest [actor, ita ) of effectiveness of re.nedia! antitrust conditions 10 opersting
license; CLI-6'-27, 14 NRC 797 (i981)
foer factors considered 1o stay effectivencss of licersing boa'J decision; ALAN-647, 14 NRT X (198))
rules governing corsiderstion of & riay also applcable to motions for preliminary injunctions; LBP-81-30,
14 NRC 358 (1981)
Virginia Petro'eum Jobbers Asin. v. Federal Power Commission, 259 F 24 921 (D.C. Cir. 1958)
insufficient showing made for stay or postponement of immediate effectiveness of license amendment;
CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 941 (1981)
Virginian Ry Co. v. United States, 272 US. 658, 672 (1926)
lack of strong showing could cause denial of stay even in case of irreparable injury; LBP-81-30, 14 NRC
359 (1981)
Washington Metropolitan Ares Transit Commission v. Holiday Tours, 559 F.2d 841, 843-44 (D.C. Cir.
1977)
rules governing consideration of & stay also applicable 1o motions for preliminary injunctions; LBP-81-30,
14 NRC 358 (198))
Washington Public Power Supply System (WPPSS Nuclear Project Nos. 3 and $), CLI-77-11, S NRC 719
(19
noed for a bearing on request for exemption from regulations; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1105 (1981)
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Washington Public Power System (WPPSS Nuclear Project No. 2), ALAB-571, 10 NRC 687, 692 (1979)
conditions for appellate review of final disposition of licensing proceeding; ALAF 652, 14 NRC 628

(1981)
m{‘llgm’:r)nd‘nummdﬁnldw'hdmmw& 14
(
Washington State Bidg. & Constr. Trades Council v. 518 F. Sepp. 928 (E. D. Wash. 1981),

mmmu-ms (9th Cir. July 27, 1981
I‘O?"I,l) disposal of low-ievel radioactive wastes found unconstitutional; ALAB-660, 14 NRC
1 (1981

Washington Swute Building & Construction Trades Counci! v. Spellman (E.D. Wash., No. C-81-154 RJM)
.ﬁm"d licensee to dispose of radicactive wastes; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1444 (1981)
EIA for disposal and storage of TMI westes; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1734 (1981)
Weinstock v. United States, 231 F.2d 699, 701-02 (D.C. Cir. 1956)
'Wu'u of materiality; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 178) (Il?l)
estinghouse Electric Company, CLI-80-30, 12 NRC 253 (1980)
hearing as & matter of right, fuel export mgmcu-n-n. 14 NRC 302-303 (19%1)
Westi Electric Corporation, CL1-80-15, 11 NRC 672 (1980)
N:'C“;o.l.‘ M" ‘) impacts not considered in evaluating fuel export applications; CLI-81-18,
i4 (1981
Wine Hobby USA. v. LRS, 502 F.2d 133, 135 (3d Cir. 1974)
mmumzuwmsqimdwmnm
incidents; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 892 (1981)
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point Beach, Usit 1), CLI-80-38, 12 NRC 547 (1980)
Nl. ;o”il(w,;m interest must fall within zone of interests protected by AEA; LBP-81-26, 14
1981)

W'-u’;,-i-MMM(MMNMMMU&HLMUICA&“I
(1973)
mlw m‘” required for admission of pressure vessel cracking contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC
(1981)
Zdanok v. Glidden, 327 F.2d 944, 955 (2d Cir.), cert. denied, 377 US. 934 (1964)
unu':‘u'uliol of finality of decisicn in epplication of collateral estoppel effect; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1189
(1981)
Zucker v. Sable, 72 FRD 1, ., (SDNY. 197%)
application of attorney work product privilege; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1794 (1981)
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10 CFR 2
Board use of independent consultants 1o appraise Staff evidence; ALAP 663, 14 NRC 1156 (1981)
clarify of Memorandum and Order, long-term safety issues. Boar | [ iven discretion on admission and
presentation order of contentions, CLI-81-23, 14 NRC 611 (1981)
mm:ol petitions for leave 10 intervene, license amendment hearing. CL'-81-25, 14 NRC 943 (1981)
10 CFR 2.101(a-1)
dismissal of construction permit application with prejudice compelied by, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 970, 971
(1981)
specific information 1o be included in request for early site review, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 974 (1981)
10 CFR 2,100 (a-1)(! ) (i)
information required in vequest for early site review; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR 2101(a-})
ownership of proposed nuclear power plant site by applicant seeking early site review, ALAB-662, 14
NRC 1136 (1981)
10 CFR 2,102
NRC antitrust review, LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1177 (1981)
10CER 204
prerequisite foc boldm(! public hearings on EIS for decontamination of primary coolant systems,
CLI-R1-25, 14 NRC 625 (1981)
10 CFR 2 105(e)
NRC Sl responsibility concerning safety matters at operating license stage. ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1i56
(1941)
10 CFR 2.107
motion 10 w,hdraw application, without prejudice, for operating license amendment; LBP-81-20, 14 NRC
101 (1981)
10 CFR 2.107(s)
Commission authon.y to cunditior the withdrawal of construction permit spplicaion; ALAB-662, 14
NRC 1133 (1981)
construction permit apphication withdrawn, conditions imposed on applicant, ALAB-652, 14 NRC 628
{1981)
imposivion of rebabilitative conditions annecessary upon withdrawal of comsirucuon permit application.
ALAB-657, 14 NRC 970 (i981)
licensing board authority 1o dismiss construction permut application with prejudice. ALAB-6°7, 14 NRC
974 (1981)
site rodressing orderod following withdraws! of const-uction permits; LBP-81-3), 14 NF._ 586 (1981)
10 CFR 2.107(¢)
publication of withdrawal of construction pe:: “*s. | BP-81-23, 14 NRC 588 (1981)
10 CFR 2202
Inspection and Enforcement Director requestd o insiitute thow cause proceeding. DD-81-16, 14 NRC
T8I (1981)
licensee ordered 10 show cause why license should not be suspended pending compietion of specified
actions, CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 951 (1981)
10 CFR 2.202(D
immediate suspension of license not effected by msuance of show cause order: DD-§1-23, 14 NRC 181)
(198))
order saspending fuel loading, low-power testing license i~ mediately effer tive; CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 951
(1981)
10 CFR 2203
NRC policy favors negotiation and settlement between Peansylvania and TMI licensee, LBP-81-32, 14
NRC 564 (1981)
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10 CF2 2.204
enti lement of licensee 1o prior hearing on immediately effective license amendment. CLI-81-29, 14 NRC
24, 945, 946 (1981)
maﬁncmdh—:md’“nbﬂndhammml-u. 14 NRC 1811
(1981)
10 CFR 2.206
denial by NRR mamnmn&umdwmmumd
seismic design deficiencies; DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052-1077 (1981)
dmﬂdniummmuiwn-p-awmmdmmh-
because of reactor pressure vessel concerns; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 10781084 (1981)
denial of petition requesting suspension of operation, deficiencies in fire protection and environmental
qualification of electric equipment; DD-81-13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)
“hldﬂluww.mmmﬂd.ﬁ-hmmb&ﬂ-u. 4
NRC 279-287 (1981)
holding of hearings on petitions under; DD-81-22, 14 MRC 1089 (1981)
licensee free to adjust financial plan to new economic conditions; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928 (1981)
Nnnmmmmmnmlmnmmn-u. 14 NRC
926-931 (1981)
NRR Director denies petition requesting enforcement action for licensse's failure to abide antitrust
condition of license; DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589 (1981)
NRR Director denies petitions of 1500 Californians for suspension of operations; DD-81-19, 14 NRC
1041-1051 (1981)
mhhhum«hnmﬁn‘mnﬁndlmmﬂwﬂuﬁamw
decontaminate damaged plants, denial of, DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1807 (1981)
numhﬁncnww‘mdmmmmmmm
denied, DD-81-"5, 14 NRC 781-783 (1981); DD-81-17, 14 NRC 784-786 (1981)
petition to reopen revord, need for power issue, denied; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 265-274 (1981)
mlntudh&ldlﬂmhﬂbm-h&%lmmmh
performed; DD-81-22, 14 NRC 10851089
request granted for EIS on chemical decontamination of Unit 1; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 619-620 (198})
10 CFR 2.276
time for review of decision authorizing withholding of informants’ names allowed to expire; CLI-81-28, 14
NRC 933 (i1981)
10 CFR 2 600
dismissal of corstruction permit application with prejudice compelied by; ALAB-617, 14 NRC 970, 97)
(1981)
limitation on izvoking early site review procedures: ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR 2.600-2 606
ownership of proposed nuclear power plam sitc by applicant ieeling early site review. ALAB-662. 14
NRC 1136 (1981)
10 CFR 2.603(b)(1)
rtatirg of applicant's intent in request for early site review, ALAB-637, 14 NRC 97% (1981)
10 CFR 2.605
circunistances for Commission decline of early site review request; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
'0 CFR 2, Subpan G
Am&lnyaﬁMhﬁC&memMMMwm«q hearings on
immediately effective license amendmeat; CLI81-29, 14 NRC 942 (1981)
mifmmehq-mm-mﬂu-luﬁuuwymmnnhdm
CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 7%9 (1981)
10 CFR 2707
dismissal of intervenor for failure to answer interrogatories; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
motion 1o sirike contentions, imposition of sanctions for defsuit; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 151, 154 (1981)
I0CFR 2710
Board authority to expedite treatment of motions; LBP-81-51, 14 NRC 899 (1981)
deadline for filing amended petition to intervene, LBP-81.24, 14 NRC 238 (1981)
10 CFR 2.71)¢)
duty concerning afTirmative disclosure of facts 10 NRC licensing boards; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1778
(1981)
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10 CFR 2714
admissibility of contentions in operating liccnse amendment proceeding; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 181 (1981);
LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 855-856 (1981)
admissibility of electromagnetic pulses contention; LBP-81-42, 14 NRC 843 (1981)
contentions adequately plead bases for allegations of unresolved generic safety issues; LBP-81-30A, 14
NRC 369 (1981)
dismissed intervenor's contentions, adopted sua sponte by Board, satisfy threshold pleading requirements,
LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 771 (1981)
factor supporting Board's sua sponte sdoption of dismissed intervenor's contentions; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC
1113 (1981)
lack of basis for socioeconomic contentions in reopened TMI restart proceeding. LBP-81-60, 14 NRC
1733 (1981)
matiers may be put in controversy by the partics to & proceeding: LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
parties (o decontamination hesring required to establish standing separately, CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 623
(1981)
requirements for timely filing under; LBP-81.35, 14 NRC 688 (1981)
setting forth interests in petition 1o intervene. CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 943 (1981)
standing of NRC staff; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 658 (1981)
untimely contention relating to onsite storage of low-level radioactive wastes. LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 830,
835 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714(¢)
Board extends time for particularization of contentiors, because of intervenors’ inexperience, LBP-81-24,
14 NRC 185 (1981)
late petition 1o intervene granted by divided licensing board; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 994 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)
admission of TMI-related contentions; LBP-81.21, 14 NRC 112 (1981)
filing of TMI-related contentions, CL1-81-22, 14 NRC 609 (1981)
late intervention criteria, antitrust proceeding; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC 92 (1981)
rejection of untimely EIA contentions; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1730 (1981)
reparticularization of contention subject to Mve-facior iest, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 82 (15¢81)
smecial factors applied to late intervention, antitrust proceeding. LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 336 (1981)
10 CFR 27140 )(2)
labor union requesis hearing on overtime restriztions; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 248-249 (198))
petitioner’s interests not set forth in request for hearing on enforcement action; CLI-8131, 14 NRC 960
(1981), CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 96 (1981)
roquirements for petition (o irtervene in entitrust proceeding; LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 335 (1981)
requirements for petitions for leave 10 intervene; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 236 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714(a)(})
amendmeat of petition to intervene; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 237 (1981)
10 CFR 2. 714(a)i)-(v)
factors detcrmining admission of nontimely petition 1o intervene, license amendment hearirg, CLI-81-29,
14 NRC 244 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714(b)
admissibility of NEPA contentions; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1728 (198i)
applicant argues need for power contentions at opersting license stage lack basis. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC
202 (1981)
basis and specificity requirements not met in contentions opposing steam generaior repairs, ALAB-660, 14
NRC 999 (1981)
contention on earthquake resistance of proposed spent fuel racks disallowed for lack of specificity,
LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 916 (1981)
contentions stated as broad allegations; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1737 (1981)
evidentiary showing not required for admission of contentions; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1134 (1981)
time constraints for particularization of contentions, operating license proceeding. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC
185 (1981)
TMI-related contentions required to comply with busis and specificity requirements. LBP-81-21, 14 NRC
112 (198))
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10 CFR 27I4(d)
criteria for intervention, antitrust proceeding; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC 92 (1981)
mu“mml«mummw-ﬂ 31, 14 NRC 960 (1981);
CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 963 (1981)
factors considered in rulings on petitions 10 inter z0e or requests for hearings; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 236

(1981)
"Fl for petition 10 intervene in antitrust proceeding. LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 335 (1981)
10c 211‘(4)(2)
conclusions about cognizable interest of late intervention petitioner, antitrust proceeding: LBP-81-19, 14
NRC 95 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714(0)
limitation on issues, petitions to intervene; LBP-81-24, 14 “RC 236 (1981)
10CFR 2.714a
.mldr‘ ting licensing ; ALAB-6€1, 14 NRC 1119 (1981)
appeal of order denying concerning temporary onsite storage of low-level
radioactive wastes; LBP-81.40, 14 NIC 837 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714a(b)

dudlniu for appeal of order denying petition to intervene, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 234 (1981)
10 CFR 2.714e(c)
appeal of order granting intervention, admission of contentions, operating license amendment proceeding;
LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 861 (198))
deadlines for appeal of order granting petitions to intervene, request for bearing; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 234
(1981)
10CFR 2715
clarification of status of Lake County Board of Commissioners; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 687 (1981)
nonparty participation in decontamination hearing discretionary; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 623 (1981)
for limited appearance in operating license proceeding, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 779 (198])
i0C Hz

715¢c)
agmnmcmmummuw“muss 14 NRC
2 (1981)
interested state supports & with prejudice, of application for

%8 657, 16 NRC 973 (1

construction permit; ALAB 657, 14 NRC 972 (1981)

nonparty staius of Ashta’ s Couniy Commissioners established: L RP-81.35, 14 NRC 688 (1981)

pertivipetion by illinois as an interested state; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1726 (1981)

perticipation by Peaosylvania as interested state n TM] Restart case; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1714 (1981)

participation by Calilornia as interested state; LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 102 (1981)

right of municipality representatives 10 participate in licensing proceedings, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 236
(1981)

w%nmmnMdTuthJWMw-ﬂ-n 14 NRC ™17
‘1981

1981)
IWCFR 27'%
consclidat un of perticipetion of parties in TMI-1 restart proceeding; LBP-21-22, 14 NRC 396 (1981)
consolidation of parties in decontamination hearing: CLI-81-25 14 NRC 623 (1981)
o prehearing order enteced to sei forth contentions: LBP-41-50A, 14 NRC 368 (1981)
I CFR 2715 and 2716
na...nqmmmummn-umdm'mml-u. 14
N Cl)l(l!ll)

16CFR 2716
corsolidation . ion of opersting license and show cause proceedings; LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 377, 378 (1981)

10 CFR 2.717(b)
duty of prompt, affirmative disclosere of new information, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1782 (1981)

board 1o approve QA plan for rausition period construction activities, LBP-81-54, 14
NRC 920 (1981)

<5 dnur discretionary confidentiality. 50, 14 NRC 894 (198
suthority of presiding regarding . LBP-81-50, 14 (1981)
authority of officer o impose sanctions, default of discovery, LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154 (1981)
Board authority o indispensable information on the record from experts; LBP-81.23, 14 NRC 168

(1981)
dismissal of intervenor for failure 1o answer interrogatories; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
filing deadlines, answers 1o motions for protective orders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
imposition of sanctions for failure 10 supply requested information; LBP-81.24, 14 NRC 225 (1981)
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objections to interrogatories or document requests; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 372 (1981)
preservation of confidentiality claim; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1766 (1981)
nhrnlcn 1;'.('“ 1o Commission, by-passing Appeal Board; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 701 (1981)
10 T18(e)
ea_‘;a;l.(p.m- 1o NRC proceeding regarding discovery, LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 154 (1981)
10 2.718(h)
ml;-aumdhaﬂmunﬁuumb““Ll’-ﬂ-lt 14 NRC 91
(1981)
10 CFR 2.718(1)
Nlcm::’.u:nynwmammhmmAm:. 14
1149 (1981)
denial of petition for directed certification; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1142 (1981)
differentiation between certification and referral, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 699 (1981)
directed certification on merits of seismic issue; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1166 (1981)
order subject to discretionary interlocutory review; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 234 (1981)
aca;:uzd for discretionary interlocutory review via directed certification; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1162 (1981)
10 T8¢
suthorization for Order setting residency requirements for intervention; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 178 (1981)
10 CFR 2.720(h)(2)
testimony by NRC stafl not identified as witnesses, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1163 (1981)
10 CFR 2.721(a)
isal of Staff evidence by Licensing Boards; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1156 (1981)
10 gﬂ 2.721(4)
wrﬁudmM‘lu‘hﬂﬂyh““lﬂhﬁmvﬂuzﬂb“dmn
iff's request, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 974 (1981)

10 CFR 2722
sppointment of Special Master Chairman for reopened restart proceeding dealing with confidentiality,
LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 889 (1981)
uthn,r.ny of Special Master Chairman regarding discretionary confidentiality. LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 894
(1981)
Imn:.nthrity to obtain indispensable information on the record from experis; LBP-81-2, 14 NRC 168
(1981)
16 CFR 2.722(a)(2)
|nnin-ulols_udllnmwm:umdwth-dﬁnunnmmuml
reactor ope~ators; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC (708 (1981)
10 CFR 2730
deadlines. snsw.s 10 ootions for protective orders, LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
NRT -+ chiects to Board decision tha: partial in‘tial decision need not be mede; LBP-81-3/, 14 NRC
i 1)
:‘p « i0 interrogatories or document requests; LBP-81 30A, 14 NRC 372 (1981)
eras of rulings to Commussion, by-passing Appeal Board, LBP-8!-36, 14 NRC 701 (1981)
resolution of written motions without service oo parties, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 130 (1981)
10 CFR 2.73%¢)
leave to reply t0 answer to motion, LBF-81-22, 14 NRC 157 (1981)
replies 1o answers opposing motions, LBF-81-30A, 13 NRC 372 (1981)
replies U answers to motions; LBP-81.18, 14 NRC 72 (1981)
10 CFR 2.730¢0
differentiation between certification and referral; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 699, 700 (1981)
standard for granting request for directed certification; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1162 (1981)
u;:?;hu delays by NRC Staff, rulings referred to Appeal Board; LBP-8]-38, 14 NRC 770 (1981)
10 CFR 2.730(g)
proceeding not stayed by Staff motion for directed certification of Licensing Board's determination to call
W experts; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 871 (1981)
10C 2

WCFI 21.“'. antitrust proceeding: LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1176, 1177 (1981)
10 733
OWCFR - 's motion for qualification of expert interrogator granted; LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 353-356 (1981)
I 2.733a)
standard of expertise required of expert interrogator; LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 355 (1981)
10 CFR 2.733(b) and (c)
obligations required of expert interrogators, LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 355 (1981)
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10 CFR 2740
discovery techniques available to intervenors in spent fuel pool expansion proceeding: LBP-81-53, 14 NRC
916 (1981)
ismissal of intervenor for failure (0 answer interrogatories; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 908 (1981)
filing deadlines, answers to motions for protective orders; LBP-8)-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
matiers may be put in controversy by the parties in a proceeding, LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
objections 1o interrogatonies or document requests; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 372 (1981)
10 CFR 2 740(b)
due date for answers to Applicant’s interrogatories; LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 903 (1981)
objections to inlerrogatories or document requests; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 372 (1981)
10 CFR 2.740(b)(1)
matters on which discovery may be obtsined; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1737, 1739 (1981)
o-mrl;n to compel discovery relating to ATWS analyses; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1742 (1981)
10 CFR 2.740(¢)
standards governing issuance of a protective order; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1759 (1981)
'0 CFR 2740(e)(3)
continuing nature of interrogatories; LBP-81-22 14 *.&C 156 (1981)
rule reafflirmed regarding continuing nature of interrogatories; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 372 (1981)
10 CFR 2.740(0)(1)
feilure o respond to discovery in absence of motion for protective order; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1738
(1981)
10 CFR 2.740-2742
use of depositions for discovery; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 373 (1981)
use of depositions instead of interrogatories; LBP-81-22, 14 NRIC 157 (1981)
10 CFR 2.740-2.744
commencement of discovery on admitted issues; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 230 (1981)
10 CFR 2.740b
criteria for prepared written testimony; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1800 (1981)
m;;‘ deadlines, answers to motions for protective orders, LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
10cC 2741
filing deadiines, answers to motions for protective urders; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 156 (1981)
objections to interrogatories or document requests; LBP-81-30A, i4 NP ™ 372 (10e])
10 CFR 2.743(¢c)
criteria for material admitted as evidence; LBP-21-¢" .4 NRC 1781 (1981)
10 CFR 2.743(i5(1)
findings, relating to ~conomic visks of nuclear «ie”ition, adopted by taking official notice; . 3P-81-58, 14
NRC 1191 (1981)
10 CFR 2744
balancing test relating to policy of protecting privicy interests of individuals nemed in NRC reports,
LBP-K1-50, 14 WRC 892-893 (1981)
au’;mn of authority to adjudicatory bosrds to & termine confidentiality: LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1754,
1755 (1981)
discovery, employment files, reasons for termination of former employees, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1740
(1981)
10 CFR 2 744(d)
" Flmum’ to public release of confidenu:al infsrmation; LRP-81-62, 14 NRC 1753 (1981)
10 2749
deration of contention of asmissed intervenor; LBP-81-34. 14 NRC 65# (108])
contentions admitted, in special ‘nhmu conference, without prejudice to possibility of future summary
disposition. LBP-81-51, 14 NRC 913 (1981)
dismissed intervenor's contentions, already subjected to discovery, adopted sua sponte by Board,
LBP-5i 38, 14 NRC 771 (1981)
intervenor fails to meet requirements for summary disposition of contention dealing with Applicant’s
technical qualifications; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 656 (1981)
motion for summary disposition of all contentions involving spent fuel poci expansion partially granted;
ALAB-650, 14 NRC 47 (1981)
motion for summary disposition of contention on safety-related concrete construction; LBP-81-48, 14 NRC
878, 880 (1981)
right of NRC ST to file summary disposition motion challenged. LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 658 (1981)
right of parties 1o be given opportunity for hearing concerning dismissal of construction permit application
with prejudice, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 978 (1981)
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showing of availability of resources prior to summary judgment motion; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 197 (1981)
unsatisfaci ory response 10 answer (0 conlention o6 intergranular stress corrosion and cracking, LBP-81-34,
14 NRC 642 (1981)
10 CFR 2.745%(s)
intervenor advised 1o notify Board ¥ it wishes 10 respond to Stafl response to “laiching” phenomenon
contention, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 651 (1981)
10 CFR 2.74%(b)
motion for summary disposition of antitrust issues properly filed; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC 88-89 (1981)
10 CFR 2.749(d)
issues considered in grant of summary disposition of contentions involving steam generstor repairs;
ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1003 (1981)
u::ndud for determination of summary disposition motion, LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1172 (1981)
10 CFR 2.751
l‘u::_nrvdhcm of general policy of public NRC hearings; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 894 (193!)
10 L 2.751a
convening of prehearing conference, operating license proceeuing, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 238 (1:51)
matters may be put in controversy by the parties in & proceeding. LBP-81-7¢ 14 NRC 243 (1981)
ing conference asked for to limit scope of discovery, 10 establish discovery schedule; LBP-81-19,
14 NRC 88 (1981)
special prehearing conference conducted on admission of intervenor, contentions on spent fuel pool
expansion, LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 913 (1981)
10 CFR 2.751a(d)
deadlines for filing objections to order, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 233 (1981)
filing of objections to order granting intervention, admission of contentions, operating license amendment
ng, LBP-81-45, 1< NRC 86) (1981)
10 CFR 2.752
final pre-hearing conference scheduled; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 776 (1981)
10 CFR 2.754(a)
parties not asked to present findings on seismic considerations of installation of proposed spent fuel stor: ge
racks; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 714 (/98]
parties to restart proceeding required to file proposeu findings of fact and conclusions of law; LBP-£1-32,
14 NRC 399 (1981)
10 CFR 2.754(b;
adequacy of emergency pianning at TMI to protect livestock; LBP-8!-59, 14 NRC 1671, 1673 (1981)
consequences of failure to propose findings on an issue, LBP-8'-59, 14 NRC 1426 (1981)
default by participant in TM!-1 restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 399 (1981)
dcfault o' intervenors on emergency planning issues; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1598 (1981)
use of radioprutective drugs in an emergency; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1666 (1981)
10 CFR 2.754(c)
pacamevers for inervenor’s proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 49
(1981)
10 CFR 2758
attack of Commission rules during adjudicatory proceading, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 706 (19£1)
California Governor requests waiver of immediate effectiveness rule, low-power testing license, citing
specis circumstances; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 600 (1981)
direct challenges to NRC regulations; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 227, 229 (1981)
ground for petition for waiver of 10 CFR 50.13; LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1038-1039 (1981)
imposition of requirements, operating licenses, beyond agency regulations; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 17-18
(1981)
intervenors’ rights to raise issues, policy statement on new operating licenses, CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 17-18
(1981)
petition to waive §50 44, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1224 (1981)
10 CFR 2.758(a)
intervenor barred from attacking right of staff to file summary disposition motion. LBP-81-34, 14 NRC
658 (1981)
10 CFR 2.758(b)
iance of intervenor, petition for waiver or exception to summary disposition rule, LBP-81-34, 14
NRC 658 (198))
petition for waiver of 10 CFR 50.13 excluding electromagnetic puises contention; LBP-81.57, 14 NRC
1038 (1981)

n
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10 CFR 2.760
effectiveness of partial initial decision, license amendment, 10 permit installation of speat fuel racks;
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 762 (1981)
10 CFR 2.760(¢c)
NRC staff objects o Board decision that partial initia) decision need not be made; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC
712 (1981)
10 CFR 2.760a
board's wua sponte consideration of multiple disasters as & serious safety matter; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 697,
707 (1981)
factors supporting Board's sus sponte adoption of dismissed intervenor’s contentions; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC
1112 1113, 1114 (1981)
Licensing Board authority to shape issues of proceeding; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC 1113 (1981)
matten may be put in controversy sus sponte by the Board; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 243 (1981)
NRC Staff responsibility concerning safety matters at operating license stage; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 115
(198 )
requiremients for Licensing Board's sus sponte adoption of dismissed iatervenor’s contentions; CLI-81-24,
14 NRC 615 (1981)
sua sponte consideration ~f contentions and issues in operating license proceedings; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC
161-162, 165-168 (1981)
sua sponte review of serious safety matter, CLI-81-33, 14 NRC 1096 (1981)
voluntarily dismissed intervenor's contenuons edopted sua sponte by Board; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 758
(1981)
10 CFR 2762
California governor requests clarification of procedure for filing exceptions to physical security decision;
CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 596 (1981)
deadline for filing briefs supporting exceptions to partial initial decision on restart of TMI; LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1712 (1981)
effectivenss of partial initial decision, license amendment, to permit installation of spent fuel racks;
LBP-E1-37, 14 NRC 762 (1981)
partial initial decision involving TM | restart appealabie; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 584 (1981)
ucn;_ellim| for objections to initial ¢ ecision in opersting license case; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 178 (1981)
10 2.762(a)
dismissed intervenor moves for extension of time in which 10 file exceptions; ALAB-659, 14 NRC 984
(1981)
interveaor seeks stay of effectiveness, full-term cperaiing licenses, pending disposition of excepuions,
ALAD-647, 14 NRC 30 (1981)
mzlgppm of each exception required in appeliate brief;, ALAB-€50, 14 NRC 49 (1981)
10 CFR 2.764
California Governor requests waiver of immediate effectivencss rule, low-power testing license; CLI-81-22,
14 NRC 600 (1981)
effectiveness of partial initial decision, license amendment, 1o permit instaliation of spent fuei racks;
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 762 (1981)
intervenors ask Commission to rule on stay motion at completion of effoctivencss review; CLI-31-22, 14
NRC 601 (1981)
10 CFR 2.764(a)
effectiveness of order issuing license amendment for steam generator tube sleeving; LBP-81.55, 14 NRC
1033 (1981)
10 CFR 2.764(D)
immediate effectiveness review of decision authorizing fuel loading and low-power testing, CLI-81-22, 14
NRC 599 (1981)
10 CFR 2.764(N(2)
bases of determination to stay effectiveness of decision authorizing issuance of full-power licenses;
ALAB-647, 14 NRC 29-32 (1981)
1I0CFR 2701
tolling of appeal period while petition for reconsideration of decision is in question; ALAB-6359, 14 NRC
985 (1981)
10 CFR 2785
effectiveness of partial initial decision, license amendment, to permit installation of spent fuel racks;
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 7€2 (1981)
motion for review of a portion of full-power effectiveness decision considered impermissible interlocutory
review, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 2 (1981)
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review of proceeding involving EIS for Unit | decontamination; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 625 (1981)
10 CFR 1"3(!)

m’ uthority to perform review functions of Commiscion; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1149 (198])
10 l?lS(l)(l)

. ,. appointment of ALAR for proceeding involving EIS for decontamination of Unit |, CLI-81-25, 14 NRC
(1981)
10 CFR 2.785(b)(1)
directed certification of questions arising in licensing proceedings; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1149 (1981)
order subject to discretionary interlocutory review, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 234 (1961)
referral of rulings to Commission; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 701 (1981)
10 CFR 2.785-2.
deadline for filing ions to order issuing license amendment for steam generator tube sleeving;
LBF-8).55, 14 NRC 1033 (1981)
10 CFR 2.7%6
ALAB established to hear initial appeals in restart proceedings; Commission review may be requested,
CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304, 305 (1981)
California governor requests clarification of procedure for review of physical security dacision; time for
filing petition. extended; CL1-81-21, 14 NRC 596 (1981)
of partial initial decision, license amendment, 10 permit installation of spen: fuel racks,
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 762 (198])
motion for review of a portion of full-power effectiveness decision considered impermissible ‘“terlocutory
review, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 2 (1981)
10 CFR 2.786(b)(4)(ii)
dll'n{ in proceedings cause for Commission review, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 770 (i981)
10 CFR 2787
designation of Appeal Board proceeding involving EIS for Unit | decontamination; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC
625 (1981)
10 CFR 2.787(b)
authority of Appeal Panel Chairman to deny motion for reconsideration. ALAB-659, 14 NRC 986 (1981)
:;W’ order tolls running of period for filing exceptions, ALAB-659, 14 NRC 984 (1981)
10 2788
consideration of rublic interest factor, stay of effectiveness of remedial antitrust conditions to operating
license, CL181-27, 14 NRC 797 (1981)
four factors considered on request for stay of Final Order; LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 358 (1981)
um requints stay of effectiveness of full-power license; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 2 (198])
v requests not prejudiced by Commission sua sponte review, ALAB-647, 14 NRC 30 (1961)
IOCFI 2.7%8(s)
time constraints governing applications for stay of effectiveness of licensing board decision. ALAB-647, 14
NRC 30 (1981)
16 CFR 2.788(e)
factors governing gran! or denial of stay of effectiveness of licensing board decision: Al ~ 15 647, 14 NRC
30 (1981)
public interest consideration of request for stay of Final Order; LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 158 (1981)
10 CFR 2.7%0
delegation of authority to adjudicatory boards to determine confidentiolity; LBP-8 62, 14 NRC 1749,
1753-1757, 1760 (1981)
, employment files, reasons for termination of former employees. LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1740

o
questions concerning relevance of alieged sabotage incident to present case generally answerable from
materials available to public; ALAB-649, 14 NRC 41 {198])
Staff pleads exemptions regarding discovery of identities of individuals sccused of cheating: “BP-81-50, 14
NRC 891, 892 (1981)
10 CFR 2.790(s)(6) and (7)
exemptions 1o public disclosure of NRC documents; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 891-892 (1981)
10 CFR 2.790(b)(1)
proposal to withhold information, LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1754, 1755, 1764 (1981)
10 CFR 2.790(b)( 1 )(ii)
Board jurisdiction to review affidavit concerning confidentiality of filed document, LBP-81-62, 14 NRC
1749, 1752-1753, 1755, 1756, 1761 (1981)
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10 CFR 2.790(b)(2) through (¢c)
standards used by boards in determining whether to release confidential information; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC
1755, 1756, 1760-1761, 1765, 1766 (1981)
10 CFR 2.790(¢)
hearing board authority to rule on confidentiality of Westinghouse sleeving report questioned; LBP-§1-62,
14 NRC 1749, 1755, 1756 (1981)
10 CFR 2802
petition for rulemaking as remedy for exclusion of electromagnetic pulses contention; LBP-81-57, 14 NRC
1039 (1981)
10 CFR 2, App. A
Board use of independent consultants to appraise Stafl evidence, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1156 (1981)
10 CFR 2, App. A, IV(a)
discovery not relevant to matters in controversy, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1741 (1981)
10 CFR 2, App. A, V(N(1) and (2)
duplication of NRC staff review of health and safety matters at construction permit stage. ALAB-663, 14
NRC 1156 (1981)
I0CFR 2, App. B
2.206 peiition for rulemaking, amendment to require fixed time periods for completion of licensing review,
DPRM-81-2, 14 NRC 290, 293, 294 (1981)
function of, and repeal of, ALAB-647, 14 NRC 29 (1981)
10 CFR 9.5(a)(4)
confidentiality of appropriately marked trade information; LBP-81-62, 14 1 RC 1754, 1757, 1761 (1981)
10 CFR 9.5(a)(6) and (7)
exemptions under Freedom of Information Act regarding public disclosure of identities of individuals
accused of cheating, LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 891-892 (1981)
10 CFR 9.12
Board jurisdiction to review affidavit concerning confidentiality of filed document; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC
1749, 1753-1755, 1760, 176) (1981)
10 CFR 1§
health physics training program for workers entering spent fuel pool area; LBP-51-37, 14 NRC 745
(1981)
overtime restrictions, maintenance of safe conditions within nuciear facility; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 251-252,
260 (1981)
10 CFR 20
sdequacy of monitoring apparatus in containment building to detect hydrogen explosions; LBP-81-34, 14
NRC 649 (1981)
consequences of & spill to gioundwater of contents of borated water storage tank; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1453 (1981)
consideration of radicactive releases, from stored steam generator lower assemblies, during hurricane;
ALAB-660, 14 NRC 994, 995, 998, 1000 (1981)
radiation doses associated with shredding and barreling spent fuel racks for disposal; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC
743 (1981)
radiosotope levels in groundwater levels near TMI, LB2-81-59, 14 NRC 1450 (1981)
10 CFR 201
denial of motion to compel discovery relating to maintenance of radiation exposure levels
as-low-as-reasonably achievable, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1742 (1981)
10 CFR 20.1(¢)
eveiuation of radiation exposure relating to spent fuel shipments, ALAB-651, 14 NRC 323 (1981)
10 CFR 20302
intervenor argues that application setting for h proposed disposal procedures for wastes from steam
generator repairs should be required; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1000 (1981)
10 CFR 20, App. B
accidental release of radiation from steam generator repairs, into cooling canals, LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 36!
(1981)
estimate of radioactive releases into cooling vanals, from low-level wastes from repairs of one steam
generator unit, during hurricane; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1002, 1612 (1981)
levels of radicactivity in Susquehanna River, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1450 (1981)
tritium in groundwater near TMI, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1449 (1981)
10 CFR 20, App. B, Table 11, Column |
capability of TMI-1 waste gas system, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1442 ¢ 981)
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10 CFR 20, App. B, Tabie 11, Column 2
capability of TMI-1 liquid radwaste system; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1441 (1981)
10 CFR 21
QA procedure for compliance, spent fuel racks, not established. LBP-81-17, 14 NRC 728 (198))
10 CFR 30
petitioner cites failure of low-level radioactive waste management plan to follow regulations; LBP-81-40,
14 NRC B35-836 (1981)
10 CFR 3022
contention asking submission of long-term costs of low-level radioactive waste disposal challenges
regulations, LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 837 (1981)
10 CFR 30.32(H
scope of environmental review, storage of low-level radicactive wastes; LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 835, 836
(1981)
10 CFR S0
appeal board authority to perform review functions of Commission, concerning operating license
applications, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1149 (1981)
extended boundaries for state and local evacuation plans; LEP-81-59, 14 NRC 1559 (1981])
radioactive relcases, from stored steam generator lower assemblies, during hurricane not “as low as
reasonably achievabic™, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 994, 995 (1981)
request lo conduct non-safety-related site preparation activities prior 1o construction permit issuance,
CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1010 (1981)
revised requirements for emergency preparedness at power reactor sites, DD-81-14, 14 NRC 28] (1981)
10 CFR 50.10
request for exemption from, to conduct site preparation activities; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1101 (1981)
10 CFR SO.10(e)(1)
adequacy of documentation to support request for exemption from §50 10; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1108
(1981)
10 CFR S0.10(e)(1) and
construction permit apphication withdrawn, LWA's vacated; ALAB-652, 14 NRC 628 (1981)
himited work authorizations revoked fojowing withdrawal of construction permits; LBP-§1-33, 14 NRC
S87 (1981)
10 CFR 50.12
form of proceedings for considering request for exemption from regulations: CL1-81-35, 14 NRC 1102
(1981)
request for exemption from 50.10, to conduct site preparation activ: ties; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1108 (198])
schedule for comments on request for exemption from, CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1110 (1981)
10 CFR 50.12(a) and (b)(4
public interest considerstions for granting exemption from §50.10; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1108 (1981)
10 CFR 50.13
admission of electromagnetic pulses contention barved by: LBP-81-42, 14 NRC 843-845 (1981)
exclusion of electromagnetic pulses contention unde:, denial of petition for waiver of, LBP-81-57, 14 NRC
1038-1039 (1981)
10 CFR 50.21(b)(2) or 13)
limitation on invoking early sile review procedures; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR 50.22
limitation on invoking early site review procedures, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR 50.33(N
applicant’s financing plan considered in light of relevant circumstances; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928 (1981)
co-owners found financially qualified prior 10 issuance of construction permits; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 926
(1981)
financial ability of Applicant 1o complete construction irrelevant at operating license stage, LBP-§1-24, 14
NRC 193, 195 (1981)
standards for determining financial qualifications of applicants »nd licensees; DD-81-23, 14 NRC
18081809 (1981)
10 CFR $0.33(g)
contention citing noncompliance of emergency response plans sufficient to reopen record of fuli-power
licensing jproceeding. LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 326, 332 (1981)
10 CFR S0 34(a) and (b)
emergency preparedness requirements to be met before receiving construction permit or operating license
DD-81-14, 14 NRC 28] (1981)
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10 CFR 50 34(b)
decommissioning plan not required as condition of issuance of operating license; LBP£].24, 14 NRC 214
(1981)
Questions concerning relevance of sabotage incident 10 present case generally answerable from
materials available 1o public ALA 9. 14 NRC 41 (1981)
10 CFR 50.34(b)(6)(v)
responses 1o discovery of incomplete emeigency plan; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1739 (1981)
10 CFR 50.35(a)
no unresolved generic safety problems found 1o prevent operation of proposed Diablo Canyon facility;
LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 119 (1981)
10 CFR 50 36
categories of technical specifications to be considered in conditioning & license; LBP-81-59, '4 NRC 1418
(1981)
Licensee’s technical qualifications 1o operate TMI-i questioned in restart proceeding; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
479 (1981)
10 CFR 50 36(a)
mmmnummdwm‘iw«bmummm
maierials available to public; ALA , 14 NRC 41 (1981)
10 CFR 50 36a(a)(2)
contention, noncompliance of meteorological measurement program with Draft Guides, dismissed without
prejudice. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 73 (1981)

10 CFR 5039
qmtmmrﬂwnmdnlhn‘n; incident to present case generally answerabie from
materiais available to public. ALA , 14 NRC 4] (1981)
10 CFR 50.40
1 ‘s technical qualifications to cperate TMI-1 questioned in restart proceeding: LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
479 (1981)

10 CFR 50 40(c)
omyx:um of requirements beyond agency regulations; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 17 (1981)
10 CFR 50 44
accident leading 1o excessive hydrogen generation consideiod in effectiveness decision. full-power license,
Unit 1; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 2 (1981)
Commission ruling on excessive hydrogen gen: ration issues. LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 327 (1981)
Commission TMI-1 Order on Hydrogen Control Rule: CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 8-9 (1931)
m::tm, noncompliance, proposed port-accident hydrogen control management, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14
C 76 (1981)
excessive hydrogen generation, postulated TMI-type accident at McGuire, ALAB-647, 14 NRC 29 (1981)
exemption from inerting requiremcat, CLI-B1-15, 14 NC 8 (198')
hydrogen generation standards prior to TMI; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC § (1981)
litigation of hydrogen gas control contentions; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 207 (1981)
remedy to generic safety issue; LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1039 (1981)
suspension of regulation on hydrogen control advocated in separate view, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 11 (1981)
waiver of, LBP-81-5° 14 NRC 1224 (198))
10 CFR 50 46
compliance demonsirated at TMI, additional loss-of coolant accident analyses specified, LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1328-13135, 1338 (1981)
determining existence of insdequate core cooling, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1237 (1981)
final safety testing of emergency core cooling systems. LBP-81-2¢ 14 NRC 215 (1981)
Justification of Staff's one percent failed fuel rssumption at TMI; LBF 81-59, 14 NRC 1402 (1981)
mitigation of PORV.induced LOCAs; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1280 (1981)
19 CFR 50.46(b)(1)
excessive cladding temperatures during TM1-2 accident; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1128 (1981)
10 CFR 5C 46(b)(3,
u?‘uvc hydrogen generstion during TM)-2 accident; LBP-81-59 14 NRC 1128 (1981)
1c S047
adequacy of protctive measures during radiological releases, CLI-81-33, 14 NRC 1096 (1981)
complance. applicant, State and local emergency planning requirements during low-power testing;
LBP-B1-21, 14 NRC 119, 121-123, 131 (1981}
emer, preparedness requirements 1o be met before receiving construction permii or operating license,
DD-81-14. 14 NRC 28] (1981)
factoring of effects of earthquakes into emergency plans, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 704 (1981)
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10 CFR 50.47(a)
F!MAH-“WWMdmmhmdhmm
CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 601, 605 (1981)
W«mmwwm«iummmw
emergencies; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC ¢99 (1981)
10 CFR 50.47(a)(2)
applicatin of rebuttable presumption standard to adequacy of emergency pianning; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1462, 1463, 1455, 1466 (1981)
o::%N’CM.uMdm preparedness; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1462 (1981)
] 47(b)
compliense by TMI with emergency action level criteria; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1702-1703 (1981)
mmdemmmm.numcumuuuncm 607 (1981)
generic emergency plan for evacuation routes not suitable; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 699 (1981)
nMMdTﬂlu‘uu-mmmw-ﬂ 14 NRC 1458 (1981)
-dmvcmuwn_mmuf-ﬂ 59, 14 NRC 1593 (198))

10 CFR 3047(5)0)
assignment of in TMI emergency response organization; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1470 (1981)
10 CFR 50.47(b)(10)
adoption of guidelines for choice of protective action during emergency; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1498 (1981)
notifying transient popuiations of an emerge.cy; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1527 (1981)
protection of public in plume exposure pathway EPZ around TMI; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1555 (1981)
mdmmumm DD-81-14, 14 NRC 281 (1981)
use of guidelines for contaminated foodstufls in emergency planning; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1593 (1981)
10 CFR 50.47(0)(2)
adequacy of staffing, TMI emesgency operstions facility, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1474 (1981)
10 CFR S0.47(b)($)
means for early notification of populsce within plume EPZ of an emergency. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1535,
1538 (1981)
10 CFR S0.47(b)7)
discussion of standards governing emergency preparedness public education programs; LBP-§1-59, 14
NKC 1522, 1524 (1981)
notifying transient populations of an emergency’ L™P-81.59, 14 NRC 1527, 1528 (1981)
10 CFR 50.47(b)(%)
requirements of emergency operstions facility; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1473 (1981)
10 CFI S0.47(b)(8) and (9)
rules for emergency planning generaily non-specific: LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 699 (1981)
10 CFR 5047(6) 1
assessment of adequacy of emergency plan. ag for low-power licenses; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 605 (1981)
mammmbﬁe ncies meets criteria for reopening record, full-power licensing
LBP-81-27, 14 NRC .26 .. 81)
exemptions compliance. applicant, Saaie an”’ "wal emorgency plans during low-power testing,
LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 120, 122-123, 129 (1981)
fexibility in implementation of new emergency planning rv .. LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1459 (1981)
mnumhmh-&thMhuqhmmﬂm evaluating

emergency plan; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 605 (1981)
10 CFR 50 47(c)(2)
boundaries of the food ingestion EPZ around & nuclear powes 5 .. LBy " 1-59, 14 NRC 1555 (1981)
defining arcal extent of plume exposure pathway EPZ, LBP-81-5%, i+ . .l 1579 (1981)

definition of plume exposure EPZ of & nuclear power plant; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1538 (1981)
site specific sccident snalyses, establishing plume exposure pathway EPZ; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 698
(1981)
TMI compliance with order for 10-mile plume EPZ, LBP-§1-59, 14 NRC 1703 (1981)
10 CFR 50 48
issuance of new fire protection requirements; DD-81-13, 14 NRC 276 (1981)
10 CFR 30.54(1)
licensee required to submit information on reactor pressure vessel for review; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1083
(1981)
10 CFR 50 54(q)
standards required of TMI under new emergency planning rules; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1458, 1462 (1981)
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10 CFR S0.54(s)(1)
definition of plume exposure EPZ of & nuclear po~er plant; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1538 (1981)
protection of the food ingestion pathway around a nuclear power plant; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1555 (1981)
TMI compliance with order for 10-mile plume EPZ; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1703 (1981)
10 CFR 50.54(s)(2)
imolementation of emergency plan under new rules; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1458-1455 (1981)
10 CFR 50.54(s)(3)
basis for NRC determination of adequacy of licensee's emergency preparedness; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1458, 1462 (1981)
10 CFR 50.55(e)
NRC inspections of placcment of safety-related concrete; LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 882 (1901)
10 CFR 50.55%
contention, structures, systems, components not backfitted in comformance with safety standards, recent
Regulatory Guides; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 76, 78, 81 (1981)
10 CFR 50.55a(h)
application criteria for, at TMI; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1260, 1262 (1981)
contention citing deficiencies in reactor vessel level instrumentation system denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NPC

override of safety systems at TM1. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1258, 1260 (1981)
10 CFR #2.57
contention, structures, systems, components not backfitted in conformance with safety standards, recent
Regulatory Guides; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 76 (1981)
Licensee's technical qualifications to operate TMI-| questioned in restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
479 (1981)
NRC Staff responsibility concerning safety matters at operating license stage. ALAB-663, 14 NRC 11%
(1981)
tandem licensing concern; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 209 (1981)
10 CFR 50.57(a)
requisite findings made o issue full-term operating licenses for McGuire units; ALAB-647, 14 NRC 29
(1981)
10 CFR 50.57(a)(1)
severance and stay of proceeding for Unit 2 operating license +_aght on ground of incompleteness of
facility; LBP-81-56, 14 NRC 1035 (1981)
10 CFR 50.57(a)(3)
relevant conditions to plant operation pending outcome of appeal of dacision su'honzing full-term license;
ALAB-647 14 NRC 32 (1981)
10 CFR 50.57(a)(4)
technical qualifications of personnel 1o operate nuclear power plant safely; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 242
(1981)
Applicant’s financial qualifications questioned in Board-adopted contention; 1.BP-81.38, 14 NRC 778
(1981)
10 CFR 50.57(c)
for fuel loading and low-power operation; ' BP-81-21, 14 NRC 110 (1981)
10 CFR 50.59(b}
enforcement of licensee’s commitments;, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1415 (1981)
reporting and recording of deviations from established operating procedures for maintaining and
monitoring water chemistry, spent fuel pool; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 54 (1981)
significance of licensee’s commitments involving changes in facility or procedures, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1415 (1981)
10 CFR 50.71
Licensee's technical qualifications 1o operate TMI-1 questioned in restart proceeding, LBP-81.32, 14 NRC
479 (1981)
10 CFR 50.71(e)
Applicant ordered to include commitments concerning installation of spent fue! racks in Dresden FSAR
when updated. LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 762 (1981)
10 CFR 50 80
NRC approval not required for licensee's financial arrangements; DU-81-18, 14 NRC ©27.928 (1981)
10 CFR 5081
NRC approval not required for licensee's financial arrangements; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928 (1981)
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10 CFR 5091
public heaith and safety standard satisfied by Boral 95% leaktightness, 95% confidence level guaraniee;
ALAB-650, 14 NRC 55 (1981)
10 CFR !0:2“
licensee 10 show cause why license should not be suspended pending completion of specified
actions, CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 951 (1981)

10 CFR 50.109
contention, structures, systems, components not backfitted in conformance with safety standards, recent
Regulatory Guides; LBP-B1-18, 14 NRC 76 (1981)
10 CFR 50 109(s)

Wo ,~*iton of requirements beyond agency regulations; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 17 (1981)

stundards |- Roard's determination of what is necessary for safe operation of s facility, LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1247-1248 (1981)

10 CFR 50, A?. A
assessment of plant response of design basis events; LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 1382 (1981)
cu;;;mu citing noncompliance of classification of reliefl and block valves denied, LBP-81-27, 14 NRC
(1981)

contention, compliance regarding intergranular stress corrosion and cracking not demonstrated,
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 642 (1981)

contention, failure to document method for fuel densification analysis, admitted, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 85
(1981)

contention, noncompliance of initial test program, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 81 (1981)

contention, remote shutdown capability, being reviewed by staff. LBP-81.23, 14 NRC 171 (1981)

contention, single failure criterion, dc power system, being reviewed by staff, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 170
(1981)

contentic + involving environmental qualification of control systems, TMI action plan, being reviewed by
staff, L. ™81.23, 14 NRC 170 (1981)

defense in o *h policy; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1280 (1981)

definition of si. ctures, sysiems and components important to reactor safety; LBP-81.59, 14 NPC 1342,
1344 (1981)

environmertal quanfication of safety-relsied electrical equipment, documents forming requirements for
LBP-81-59, 14 RC 1199 (1981)

requirements satisfied concerning control room design at TMI-1, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1326 (1981)

violation concerning on-site power generstion alieged; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 221 (1981)

10 CFR 50, App. B

applicant’s quality assurance programs in i LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 115116 (1981)

assurance of safe welding operations, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 668 (1981)

contention citing noncompliance of classification of relief and block valves denied, LBP-81-27, 14 MRC
327 (1981)

contention, compliance of construction QA program not documented, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 84
(1981

contention, conformance of plan to sudit QA during construction, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 86
(1981)

description of QA /QC m, LBP-81-48 14 NRC 8%0 (198)1)

documentation of QA /QC functions concerning safety-related concrete; LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 881 (1981)

licensee ordered to compare its QA procedures and rontrols with, CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 955 (1981)

Licensee's technical qualifications to operate TMI-1 questioned in restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
479 (1981)

performance of audits of spent fuel rack fabricators for quality assurance program, LBP-81-37, 14 NRC
725, 730 (1981)

proposed QA program for TMI-1 operations found satisfactory, LBP-81.352, 14 NRC 427 (1981)

quality sssurance program, spent fuel storage, meets applicable regulations, LBP-81-17, 14 NRC 723
(1981)

types of deficiencies disclosed in sudits; LBP-81.37, 14 NRC 726 (1981)

violation, QA procedure for compliance with 10 CFR 21, not established. LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 728

(1981)
violations of, regarding seismic design; CL1-81-30, 14 NRC 951 (1981)
10 < <R 30, App. C

applicant’s financial qualifications questioned in Board-adopted contention, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 778
(1981)
applicant’s financing plas considered in light of relevant circumstances; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 928 (1981)
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contention questioning applicant’s financial qualification for speat fuel pool expansion disallowed;
LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 915 (1981)
l“';" o,l.uvlihiiﬁly of resources by applicants for operating licenses; LAP-81-24, 14 NRC 1983, 193,
197 (1981)
nuwumwmmdmummn.u 14 NRC 208,
I (1981)
10 CF® 2, App. C, LA
costs considered in determining financial qualifications of spplicants at constraction permit stage.
DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1809 (i981)
10 CFR 50, App. O
definition of Class 9 accident in proposed annex to; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 48 (1981)
mNIC‘?‘r':wM' involving 7 X 7 fuel assemblies in spent fuel pools; LBP-81-37, 14
47 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App E (Rev.)
contention citing noncompliance of emergency response plans sufficient to reopen record of full-power
licensing proceeding; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 326, 332 (1981)
19 CFR 50, App. E
classification of accidents for emergency planning purposes; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1494 (1981)
wompliance of applicant, State and loca: emergency plans during low-power testing; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC

119, 121-123 (1981)
program with Draft Guides, dismissed without

con ention, noncompliance of meteorological
o judice; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 78 (1981)
emergency planning contention to track latest version; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 686 (1981)
emergency preparedness requirements to be met before receiving construction permit or operating license;
DD-81-14, 14 NRC 281 (198])
factoring of effects of earthquakes into emergency plans; LBP-8)-36, 14 NRC 704 (1981)
frequency of federal agency participation in emergency exercises at TMI; LBP-81-55, 14 VRC 1693
(1981)
generic emergency pian for evacuation routes not suitable, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 699 (1981)
interpretation of time period encompassed by an emergency. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1477 (1981)
protection of property during an emergenc , LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1674 (1981)
provision of emergency facilities and equipment, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1474 (1981)
responses to discovery of incomplete emergency plan; L BP-81-61, 14 NRC 1739 (1981)
six deficiencies in emergency planning described in contention; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 777 (1981)
standards required of TMI under new emergency planning rules; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1458 (1981)
upgrading of emergency planning regulations in; DD-81-19, 14 NRC 1048 (1981); DD-81-20, 14 NRC
1059 (1981)
10 CFR S0, App. E, I, fn 2
defining areal extent of plume exposrre pathway EPZ; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1579 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. E, ILf
contention, state and local emergency plans “not workable™, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 189 (1981)
10 CFR S0, App E, IV
breadth of TMI's evacuation time estimates; LPP-81-59, 14 NRC 1584 71981)
10 CFR 50, App. E, IV.B
intent of requirement for emergency plan; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 283 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. E IVD
meeting design objective of alerting system; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 281 (1981)
10 CFR S0, App. E, IV.D2
discussion of standards go-erning emergency preparedness public education programs; LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1522 (1981
10 CFR 50, App. £, IV.D.).
2206 petitioner cites failure of Applicant to comply with emergency planning requirements for notification
system; DD-81-16, 14 NRC 781 (1981)
amendment of, regarding operstional date for emergency notification systems, DD-81-16, 14 NRC 782
(1981)
dete for implementing | S-minute public notification requirement; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1458 (1981)
means for early notification of the populace within the piume EPZ of an emergency; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1535 (1981)
warning of state and local governmental agencies in an emergency; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1573 (1981)
warning transient population, within |5 minutes, of an emergency; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1527 (1981)
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10 CFR 30, App E, IVF2
of provisions for federal emergency response agency participation in exercises st TMI:
LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1693 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. |
contention, prescribed dows and release measures not used in StafTs radiation effects analysis, rejected.
LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 83 (1981)
ull:,h.dh balance of health effects of low-level, routine radiosctive emissions; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC
675680 (1981)
estimate of atmospheric radioactive releases, from low-level wastes from repair of one stesm generator
unit, during hurricane; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1002 (1981)
radiation emissions con.ention challenges regulation, lacks specificity; LBP-81-24, (<« NRC 209 (1981)
site boundary doses of accidental release of radiation from steam generstor repairs, LBF-81-30, 14 NRC
361 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. I, §ILA
capability of TMI-1 liquid radwaste system to meet dose design objectives; LB/ -81-59, 14 NRC 1441
(1981)
10 CFR S0, App. I, §11B, 1I.C
capability of TMI-| waste gas system to meet dose design objectives; LBP-81 29, 14 NRC 1442 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. |, §IID
capability of TMI-1 waste systems to mee! cost/benefit objectives; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1441, 1442
(1981)
10 CFR S0, App. J
testing to assure leaktightness of containment, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 640 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App K
analysis of LOCAs at TMI, NRC approval of ECCS evaluation model, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1329, 1332
(1981)
compliance, fina! safety testing, ECCS; LBP-81-24, 14 NRCT 215 (1981)
smal! break criteria 1o be met by emergency feedwater system at TMI, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1311 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. Q
procedures for seeking early review of site suitability issues; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR 50, App. R
compliance with requirements for remote shutdown panel, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1325 (1981)
new fire protection requirements and exemptions from; DD-81-13, 14 NRC 276-277 (1981)
10 CFR §1
lur:cmn-m“lhy under NEPA 10 explore alternatives to spent fuel pool expansion; LBP-81-53, 14
N 914 (1981)
EIS not requ “ed for issuance of license amendment to allow installation of spent fuel storage racks.
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 759 (1981)
jcensing Board jurisdiction to comsider whether NEPA has been complied with, LBP-81-60, 14 NRC
1727 (1981)
TMI-1 restart proceeding. noncompliance issues; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1726, 1731 (1981)
10 CFR 51 5(s)
limitation on invoking early site review procedures in connection with utilization facility, ALAB-657, 14
NRC 975 (1981)
10 CFR S1.S(ax11)
requirement for consideration of alternatives to spent fuel pool expansion through EIS, LBP-81-53, 14
NRC 914 (1981)
10 CFR 51.5(b)(2)
preparation of EIS or EIA for opersting license amendment to allow steam generator tube sleeving.
LBP-81-45 14 NRC 859 (198))
10 CFR 51.5(e)(1)
eavironmental review of proposed amendment, special nuciear materials hicense involving shipment of

spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 310 (1981)
10 CFR 517
1& declaration, EIS, proposed shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 311 (1981)
10 CFR 51.7(b)
N.aw for EIA involving tranafer of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 316, 317
(198))

TMI-1 restart, preparation and issuance of EIA; LBP-§1.60, 14 NRC 1726 (1981)
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10 CFR $i.21, 51.23 and 51.26
Mn” ’u'ea of CANDU Reactor contention prohibited at operating license stage; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC
229 (1981)
10 CFR 51.26
need for power analyzed at construction permit stage; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 197 (1981)
10 CFR 51, Tabie §-3
deletion of radon value from; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1785 (1981)
10 CFR 51.52(b)3)
modification of staff-prepared FES by licensing board decision based on evidentiary record. ALAB-660,
14 NRC 1014 (1981)
10 CFR 51.52(c)(1)
comparison with Licensing Board jurisdiction to rule on NEPA contention, LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1728
(1981)
10 CFR 51.52(d)
challenges to stafl EIA, spent fuel pool expansion; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 67 (1981)
Lma.” Board jurisdiction to rule on NEPA contentions; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1728 (1981)
10 CFR
licensing of shift supervisor, LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 577 (1981)
10 CFR 55.11(b)
adrunistration of examinations to reactor operators, LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 473 (1981)
10 CIR 55.20-55.23
NRR Director recommends examination of all TMI-| licensed personnel; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 388, 451,
455, 473, 476, 568, 569 (1981)
10 CFR 70
amendment of Special Nuclear Materials License w0 aliow transportation of three spent fuel assemblies,
ALAB-651, 14 NRC 309 (1981)
revised for emergency preparedness st power reactor sites; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 281 (1981)
1¢ CFR 70.31(d)

agphcluon of safety standards to proposed spent fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 323 (1981)
10CFR 7
design of casks for shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 318 (1981)
10 CFR 71.12
%chpn ng requirements, shipment of three spent fuel assembiies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 309 (1981)
10 73
:lmh for shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 318 (1981)
10C 3
restricted operating license proceeding, applicant's physical security plan found in conformance;
ALAB-653, 14 NRC 630 (1981)
10 CFR 73.37
security requirements for shipment of spent fuel assemblics; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 319 (1981)
10 CFR 7340
restricted opersting license proceeding, applicant’s physical security plan found in comformance;
ALAB-635 14 NRC 630 (1981)
10 CFR 7345
emergency planning not & licensed activity, LBP 81.24, 14 NRC 180 (1981)
10 CFR 73.55
motion to compel discovery of security plan denied; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 174] (1981)
rustricted operating license proceeding, applicant’s physical security plan found in conformance;
ALAB-635, 14 NRC 30 (1981)
10 CFR 100
as & substitute for 10 CFR 50.44 in litigation of hydrogen control issues; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC %10, 12
(1981)
assessment of consequences of design basis events; LBP-8i-59, 14 NRC 1382 (1981)
basis for estimate of unfiltered leakage from containment, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 640 (1981,
calculation of radiation doses from postulated fuel-handling accident, LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 747 (1981)
credibility of class 9 sccidenis, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1381 (1981)
litigation of hydrogen gas control contentions. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 207 (1981); LBP-81.27, 14 NRC 327
(1981)
litigation of TMI post-accident hydrogen gas control under, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1224 (1981)
radioactive releases rom cracked containment. LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 641 (1531)
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duloul:upubhhmudmuudmﬁulnhmAuul 14 NRC
1130 (1981)
10 CFR 100.3(¢c)
contention, population center distance 0o short in light of TMI accident, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 228 (1981)
10 CFR 100.10(c)(2)
contention, noncompliance of meteorologica! measurement program with Draft Guides, disrmssed without
prejudice; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 78 (1981)
10 CFR 100.11
exposure risks during low-power testing; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 124, 130 (1981)
10 CFR 1601 i(aM2)
m"wia. with offsite radiation releases from hydrogen combustion denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC
327 (1981)
10 CFR 100.11{a)(3) and 100.11(b)
population center distance (oo short in light of TMI accident; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 228 (1981)

contention,
10 CFR 100, App. A
leme - non-conservative seismic design spectra and damping factors accepted; LBP-81-18,
4 (1981)
implementation of gradations in safety classification of reactor systems; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1343 (1981)
noncompliance, seismic design classifications, control room habitability, radioactive waste systems,
contention rejected. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 78 (1981)
seismic issue raised in show cause proceeding based on StafT's use of acceleration value at nearby site;
LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 379 (1981)
10 CFR 100, App. A, lli(c)
un:;uumm” pi.nning of earthquakes occurring with radiological releases offsite; CLI-81-33, 14
C 1091 (1981)
origin of the term “safe’y-grade”, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1343, 1344 (1981)
stability of spent fuel pool; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 62 (1981)
10 CFR 100, App. A, VI(a)(1)
contention, noncompliance of methods for seismic response analysis, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC §3
(1981)
10 CFR 110.84(d)
consolidation of fuel export applications awaits Executive Branch views on application; CLI-81-18, 14
NRC 302 (1981)
10 CFR 170
payment of fees for NRC Siaff work performed for applicant; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1137 (1981)
16 CFR 824i and k
intervention in antitrust proceeding denied, other means available to protect petitioner's interests,
LBP-81-13, 14 NRC 337-338, 351 (198i)
18 CFR 292
zcz'g: petitioners as qualifying small power production facility; DD-81-15, 14 NRC 59 (1981)
18 29261
2.206 petitioners assert resource recovery plant subject to regulation as public wtility; DD-81-15, 14 NRC
591 (1981)
18 CFR 292.305(b)'1)
intervention in antitrust proceeding dependent upon availability of other means to protect petitioner's
interests; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 337 (1981)
18 CFR 292, Subpart B
definition of qualifying small power production faciiity; DD-81-15, 14 NRC 59 (1981)
40 CFR 15017
intervenor alleges Commission violation, scoping of EIS on proposed steam generator repairs, ALAB-660,
14 NRC 1009, 1010 (1981)
40 CFR 15022

environmental significance of action determines extent of consideration of alternatives; ALAB-660, 14
NRC woumn
40 CFR 1502 14
factors determining scope of alternative to be considered to steam generator repairs; ALAB-660, 14 NRC
1006 (1981)

intervenor alleges violation of CEQ regulations governing consideration of alternatives; ALAB-660, 14
NRC 1009 (1981)
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~ CFR 1508
intervenor alleges Commission violation, scoping EIS, preparing record for decison, on proposed steam
& uznnm. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1009 (1981)
0 150%
no record of decision cited as deficiency in FES. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 997 (1981)
record of decision on FPL's steam generator repair proposal found satisfactory; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1010
(1981)
40 CFR 1508 9
mawanwnm-mm~ms-mmm 14 NRC 1006 (1981)
4«0 1 2
‘otgaudils on proposed steam genersior repains found satisfactory, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 1010 “1981)
9

;c(c_'y d,mmu Apparatus in contaiament building 1o detect hydrogen explosions, LBP-81.34, 14
649 (1981)
44 CFR 3%

FEMA evaluation and approval of state and local emergency plans, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1461 (1981)
44 CFR 350 7.3%0.12

ssuance d”FEHA findings and determinations on state and local emergency plans, LBP-81-99, 14 NRC

1461 (1981)

49 CFR I71-79

shy t of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 318 (1981)
49 CFR 173 and 178

proposed packaging of wasie. from steam generator repairs; ALAB-680, 14 NRC 1001 (1981)
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Administrative Procedure Act 558, § USC 558(c)

insuance of license amendment, over licensee’s objections, without prior hesring, CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 944,

945 (1981)
Administrative Procedure Act 9(b), S US.C. 558(c)
nndn" te suspension of license not effected by issuance of show cause order; DD-81-23. 14 NRC 1811
(1981)
Administrative Procedure Act, § USC 557(c)
adoption of verbatim findings of fact in TMI-) restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 399 (1981)
Administrative Procedur: Act, as amended, 5 USC 551, et s,
adoption of policy standard by licensing board in conflict with, LBP-8(-47, 14 NRC 875 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 104d, 42 USC 2134(d)
application of safety standards to proposed speut fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 322-323 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 105(a)
conditions for instituting antitrust proceeding. LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 349 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 105(c)(2), 42 USC 2135(c)($) (1576)
untimely intervention in antitrust proceeding, situation inconsistent with antitrust laws not shown,
LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 348 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 184, 42 USC 2234
NRC approval not required for licensee's financial arrangements; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 927-928 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 271, 42 USC 2018
NRC jurisdiction 1o review decisions of other agencies; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 927 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act 274 |
interested state’s right to hearing on effectivencss of low-power test license; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 600
(1981)
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 as amended, 182, 186
consideration of mailgram as material faise statement; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 555-556 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 105
Commission authority for antitrust action; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1171 (1981)
denial of petition for significant changes determination; CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 788, 752 (1931)
mcrammmmmmmnmAuml. 4
1121 (1981)
requirement for showing of inconsistency with entitrust laws; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1175, 1176 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 105¢(!), 42 US.C. 2135¢(1)
tion for construction permit filed witk US. Attorney General for antitrust review; ALAB-661, 14
NRC 1119, 1121 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 1822, 42 USC. 2232(a)
application of safety standards to proposed spent fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 322-323 (1981)
Commission suthority to require information on financial qualifications of applicants. DD-81-23, 14 NRC
1808 (1981)
purpose of conditions attached 10 & license; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1413 (1981)
requirements for conducting & bearing reisting to decontamination of Unit 1; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 622
(1981
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 42 US.C 2021(k)
State regulatory determinations of need for power; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1133 (1981)
Atomic Energy \ct, 105¢(2)
obtaining antitrust review at operating license stage. ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1121, 1123 (1981)
Atomic Encrgy Act, 1610
mmvhﬂim“nnhamm.ummbmwmhﬁumd
safety-related electrical equipment; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1399 (1981)
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Atomic Energy Act, 182
Commission suthority to determine what constitutes safe operation of & facility, LBP-81.59, 14 NRC
1248 (1981)
Atomic Energy Act, 186b, 42 US C. 2236(b)
immediate suspension of license not effected by issuance of show cause order, DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1811
(1981)
Atomic Energy Act, 189 2 USC 229
evidentiary hearing on withdrawal of construction per mit application with prejudice; ALAB-662, 14 NRC
1134 (1981)
petiioners not entitied (o hearing as a matter of right in el application proceeding; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC
302 (198%1)
Atomic Energy Act, 191a
obtaining expert testimony for the evidentiary record; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1249 (1981)
Energy Reorganization Act, 201, 42 USC 5841
number of Commissioners needed to determine st action, CLI-81-21, 14 NRC $97 (1981)
Freedom of Information Act (1977), § USC 522
confidentiality, as a matter of right, of identities of individuals involved in cheating incrdents, LBP-81-50
14 NRC 89) (1981)
Low-Level Radioactive Waste Policy Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-573, 94 Stat. 3347, December 23 1980)
Energy Board studies of low-level radioactive waste management; LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 82 (1981)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) 102(2)(C), 42 USC 4332(2%(C)
necessity of EIS, shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 310, 315 (1981)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 US.C. 4321
consideration of scope of Commission duties in context of grant of summary disposition, ALAB-660, 14
NRC 991 (1981)
EIS not required for issuance of license amendment 1o allow installation of spent fuel storage racks,
LBP-81.37, 14 NRC 759 (1981)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 102(2)(C) and (E), 42 USC 4332(2)(C) and (E)
consideration of alternatives to shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 321 (1981)
National Environmental Policy Act, 42 US.C. 4321 et seq
sufficiency of heaith effects of radon emissions 1o halt construction; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1786 (1981)
Privacy Act (1974), 5§ USC 552a
right of Licensee 1o disclose names of individuals involved in cheating incidents; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 891
(198))
Public Utilities Regulatory Policy Act of 1978, 210
untimely petilion (o intervene in antitrust proceeding, other means available 1o protect petitioner’s
interests, LBP-81-28 14 NRC 337 (1981)
West Valley Demenstration Project Act, Pub. L. No. 96-368 (enacted October |, 1980)
public interest in making license amendment immediately effective without prior hearing. CLI-81-29, 14
NRC 946 (1981)
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1B J Moore’s Federal Practice §0 405(i] pp. 6224” (24 Ed 1974}

issues precluded by collateral BP-81-58, 14 NRC 1181 (1981)
S Moore's Federal Practice §41.05(1] at 4158 (2d ed. 1981)
dismissal of construction permit apphication with prejudice deemed abuse of licensing board's discretion.

ALAB-657, 14 NRC 974 (l’ll)
5 Moore's Federal Practice §4: 05[1] st 4172 10 41-73 (2d od 1981)
possibility of future tion as basis for dismissal of construction permit application with preju. "¢
ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1135 (1981)
S Moore's Federal m “l Oilll at 4173
showing necessa pplication with prejudice; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 979 (198))
S Moore's chnl';nan §ei 05|2' a4l 1! (2d od 1981)
dismicsal of construction permit application with prejudice, imitations on applicant’s future activities.
ALAB-657, 14 NRC 973 H’.l)
6 ) Moore's Federal Practice §56.12 (1976)
mdmmmhwh'uuaduwmm LBP.§!.58, 14 NRC 1191
1981)
10 Moore's Federal Practice 401, 01 et seq.
definition of materiality. LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1782 (1981)
California Evidence Code §210
definition of matenality, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1782 (1981)
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 24(b)
denial of late intervention in antitrust proceeding LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1173 (1981)
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 41(a)(2)
comparison with licensing board’s authority to dismiss license applications, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 974, 979
(1981)
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 42(a)
consolidation of proceedings involving common issues, LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 377 (1981)
Federal Rules of Civil Rule 54(b)
finality of decision questioned in ¢pplication of collateral estoppel. LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1189 (1981)
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 803(8)
opmmptd: relevant evidence pursuant 1o public records exception to hearsay rule. LBP-81-58, 14
1190 (19%1)
Federal Rules of Evidence
legal basis for Licensing Board's ca of expert seismic witness, LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 872 (1981)
Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule 201, 28 USC._ PL 93-595 (1975)
on rebuttable presumption for FEMA's findings on emergency preparedness. LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1463, 1464, 1465 1466 (198])
Federal Rules of Evidence, 401, 28 USCA
definition of relevant evidence, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1781, 1782 (1981)
Federal Rules of Evidence, Ruie 706
use of board witnesses 10 pass on NRC staff reviewers, ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1152, 1153 (1981}
Restatement (2d) of J 1 (Yent. Draft No. 1, 1973)
preciusion of colla mmdmulhhnlhd-dpvd LBP-81-58 14 NRC 1177 (1981}
Tribe, American Constitutions! Law, p. 507 (1978)
defining property mterests that merit due process protection, LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 256 (1981)
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ABNORMAL TRANSIENT OPERATING GUIDELINES
of

development of program for. at TMI; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
ACCIDENT
assessment and dose projection for purposes of emergency planning st TMI; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211
(1981)

missile silo, generating electromagnetic pulse, barred from consideration; LBP-81-42, 14 NRC (1981
small break, loss of coolant, at TMI-1, adequacy of natura! circulstion 1o remove decay heat resulting
from; additional analyses of, LBP-81 & 1~ NRC 1211 (1981)
small break, loss of coolant, Review Bos..' ;oquests status report on analyses of potential for; ALAB-655,
14 NRC 799 (198])
ACCIDENT, LOSS OF COOLANT
ty of drywell 1o withstand pressure generated during. velnerability of Control Rod Drive
echanism Hydraulic Unit and Traversing in-Core Probe 1o pool-swell phenomenon duning. summary
disposition of contentions denied; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
i-volﬂr‘"?m fuel pool, ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
ACCIDEN
class 9, consideration of in reopened TMI restart proceeding; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
class 9, specific scenarios, nexus to TMI-2 required of contentions; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (191)
design basis, Stafl method of determining which fall into category of, Staff determination of reasonable
assurance of public health and safety regarding. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
due to increased number of spent fuel assemblies to be stored in spent fue! pool insdequately addressed.
LBP-81-17, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
mitigation of. by nonsafety systems; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
postulated, a1 SONGS, scenarios for, DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 {1981)
ADJUDICATOVY BOARDS
delegated auth rity of, regarding policymaking. LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 365 (1981)
delegated autho ity of, to determine confidentiality of filed documents; LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1747 (1981)
AGENDA
and rules set for expedited hearing on sieeving of steam generator tubes; LBP-81-46, 14 NRC 862 (1981)
l:cr-lrh;-rmdummlmﬂmcmm-um LBP-81-4), 14 NRC 848 (198))
Al A
radioactive emissions as hazard to guidance systems of, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1931)
AIRPLANE CRASH
contention alleging incorrect basis for probabilities of, not admissible. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
contention, jon 1o exclusion from operating license proceeding. LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
ALTERNATIV
10 spent fuel pooi expansion, consideration of under NEPA, LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (1981)
1o steam generalor repairs, consideretion of financially preferable, environmentally preferable. applying
NEPA rule of reason. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
AMENDMENT
limited licerse, to allow demonstration of steam generstor tube sleeving, show cause proceeding to
determine appropristeness of, LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
of operating license for program for solidifying -level liquid radiosctive wastes, postponensent of
immediaie effectiveness denied, CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (198!)
dcpnu:.. license 10 allow sleeving rather then plugging of steam generator tubes, LBP-81-39, 14 NRC
819 (1981)
of operating license 1o transfer operating authority for Unit | 1o GPU Nuclear; CLI-81-17, 14 NRC 299
(1981)
of Special Nuclear Materials License for shiper snt of 300 spent fuel sssemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307
{198))
operating license, 1o allow sleeving of steam generstor tubr ., agends and rules set for expedited hearing
on, LBP-B1-46, 14 NRC 8452 (1981)
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10 operating license 10 allow fuel pooi expansion, inicrvenors and contentions sdmitted in spocial
prehearing conference. l.l."-l-l'd). 14 NRC 912 (1981)
See also ting License Amendment
ANTICIPA TRANSIENTS WITHOUT SCRAM (ATWS)
contention, subject of proposed rule, readmitted to discovery; LBP-81-42, 14 NRC (1981)
decision reserved, pending issuance of Fed Reg notice, concerning effect of rulemaking on admissibility
of issue, LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
issues questioned under Board's sua sponte suthority, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
mitigation of, through installation of automsted standby liquid con‘rol sysiem, contention accepted. briefs
on admissibility of contention required; LBP-81-24, |4 NRC 175 (1981)
m‘ru:: w;n-pl discovery concerning analyses of, granted, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
ANTITRUS
condition of license, 2.206 petition asserting failure of licensee denied; DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589 (1541)
Mumnmuuglmmwm.mhmdwudmu.
CLI-81. 27, 14 NRC 795 (1981)
m;udm:ammmm‘h.umdmn;mwhﬂ. ALAB-661, 14
NRC 1117 (1981)
ying intervention affirmed, minor changes ~ade in order after consideration of objections,
LBP-Bi-4], 14 NRC 839 (198))
remedy for situation inconsistent with laws pertaining to; LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
untimely petition 1o intervene denied for lack of nexus, LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 333 (1981)
See also NRC Antitrust Review
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING
motion to modify schedule for, granted; LBP-K1-64, 14 NRC i80) /198])
resumption of discovery ordered, schedule for submission of briefs established, two prehearing conferences
scheduled; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC 87 (1981)
APPEAL
of decision approving denial of requests for confidential treatment of identities of individusls sccused of
cheating on NRC exams, withdrawn, ALAB-658, 14 NRC 981 (1981)
APPEAL ARD(S)
omn!::c-ma authority of. standard for undertaking discretionary interlocutory review, ALAB-663, 14
N 1140 (1981)
decision on physical security, NRC review of, CLI-81-21, 14 NRC %95 (1981)
oﬂc::.vna- of decision, regarding Staff motion for directed certification, LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 84%
(1981)
not convened (o consider conditions imposed by LB for withdrawal of construction permit application.
ALAB-652, 14 NRC 627 (1981)
referral of earthquake issue to, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
scope and standard of sue sponte review, ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799 (1981)
APPELLATE PROCEDURE
rding decision upholding site selection; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
APPELLATE REVIEW
scope of, of final disposition of licensing proceeding; ALAB-652, 14 NRC 627 (1981)
APPLICANT
entitlement of, to receive construction permit. ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34 (1981)
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING APPEAL BOARD
authority 1o stay proceedings during pendency of appeals withdrawn by Commission, CLI-81-34, 14 NRC
1097 (1981)
ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
&ppointment of, to rule on petitions regarding chemical decontamination of Unit 1, CLI-81-25, 14 NRC
616 (1981)
of review, ex tion of land issue raised for first time on appeal, ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34 (198])
AUXILIARY FEEDWATER SYSTEM
status w requested b; review board on licensee's fulfiliment of commitments 10 enhance reliability of;
ALAB-65%, 14 NRC 799 (1981)
See alwo Eum(!mcy Feedwater System
BAY ENTRANCE FAULT
capability of, and effect on restart of BWR, LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
BOARD
asks ::anmn questions ) garding demonstration program on tube sleeving. LBP-81.44, 14 NRC 850
(19%1)
petition for intervention, role concerning contentions in operating license proceedings, 1. BP-81-30A, 14
NRC 264 (198))
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questions 10 prior 1o admission of intervenors 1o license amendment proceeding. LBP-81-39, 14
NRC 819 (198])

See also Adjudicatory Boards, Appeal Board(s). Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Board; Atomic
sttuymmm;mmmm

”my.mMMhm-MMALAH”. 14 NRC 43 (1981)
e for, and functions of, in spent fuel pool expansion proceeding. ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43
1981)

BUHNE POINT FAULT
capability of, and effect on restart of BWR; LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 10} (1981)
CALIFORNIA
motion by Governor of , for oral briefing of alleged incident of sabotage at another facility denied.
ALAB-649, 14 NRC 40 (1981)
pnu’:"pua as interested state in operating license amendment proceeding: LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101
(1981)
request by Governor of, for waiver of immediate effectivencss rule. CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981)
request by Governor of, to clarify procedure for review of Appeal Board decision on physical security;
CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 595 (1981)
CANADA
nning by, for nuclear power plant 'n US.; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 17. (1981)
CASE SITATIONS
in antitrust special rules for; LBP-81-58, 14 NRCT 1167 (1981)
CIRCULATION
dqu’:cy of, 1o remove decay heat at TMI-1 in event of sinall-break LOCA; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211
(1981)
CLAMS, ASIATIC
biofouling of steam generating plants by, contention admitted; LEP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (19%1)
CLARIFICATION
given of status of participants, and designation of .zad intervenors; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
CLASSIFICATION
of safety and nonsafety systems and components; of sccidents, for emergency planning purposes.
LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL
application of, to Commission proceedings; LBP-81.58, 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
u:.m application of, to operating license proceeding. need for power issue, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175
(1981)
COMMUNICATIONS
dnnunwynﬂll.mi&tyuldwds«uuwmh
LBP-81-59, |4 NRC 1211 (1981)
COMMUNITY DETERICRATION
m’u.tm of decision 1o exclude contentions on. in TMI-| restart proceeding; C11-81-20, 14 NRC
593 (1981)
COMPUTER CODES
motion to strike contention on construction of, denied. LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150 (1981)
COMPUTER SYSTEMS
st TMI, inadequacies of; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
CONCRETE
mlnmd“tdz.mmw\oummdﬁmlmwunﬂm
DD-81-22, 14 NRC 1085 (1981)
safety-related, contention related to QA/QC program summarily dismissed, LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 877
(1981)
CONFIDENTIALITY
deferral of Board rulings on objections to, LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
of identities of individuals accused of cheating on RO exams, appeal of decision approving denial of
request for, withdrawn; ALAB-658, 14 NRC 981 (1981)
of identities of indviduals involved in cheating at TMI; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 888 (1981)
«° informants' names, Commission decides against reconsideration of question of sua sponte review of
decision authorizing, CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 933 (1981)
of Westinghouse sleeving report, autbority of Adjudicatory Board to determine; LBP-81-62. 14 NRC 1747
(1981)
CONSOLIDATION
of operating license pr ceeding and show cause proceeding. LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)



CONSTITUTION
application of Due Process Clause of to labor union request for hearing om overtime rostrictions;
LBP-81-26. 14 NRC 247 (1981)
CONSTRUCTION
n!uy«htdmmdh new contractor, evidentiary hearing scheduled or Applicant's plan
1o maintain quslity; LBP-81-54, 1< NRC 918 (1981)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT(S)
-”haua withdrawn, proceeding terminated without prejudics; ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
tion, remanded issue of misconduct by parties and counsel, effects of rado= emissions
LBPF-81-63, 14 NRC 1768 (1981)
denial of 2.206 petition to suspend or revoke, on basis of evacuation considerstions; DD-81-14, 14 NRC
279 (1981)
entitlement of applicant 10 receive; ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34 (1981)
termination of proceeding. vacation of partial initial decision, on mootness grounds, of conditional
suthorization for; ALAB-636, 14 NRC 965 (1981)
issuance pending outcome of antitrust hearing; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 (1981)
request granted for withdrawal of applications for; site redressing ordered; LBP-81-33, 14 NRC 586
(1981)
request to conduct site preparation activities prior 1o issuance of, CLI-81-35, ICNIC!IO(I”I)
nan:.dl,mluﬁnwmmmmh prejudics; ALAB-657,
14 NRC 967 (1981)
CONSTRUCTION PROCEEDINGS
terminated following withdrawal of permits; LBP-81-33, 14 NRC 586 (1981)

CONSULTANTS
independent, calling of, 1o supplement record; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1140 (1981)
CONTAINMENT
contention questioning strength of, lacks specificity; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
ice condenser, origin of. hydrogen bur~ in; entry into; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC | (1981)
isolation signals at TMI, additions to; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
leaktightness of. adequacy of monitoring apparatus in; reliability of emergency sump pump in; summary
disposition of contentions sought; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 11981)
post-accident monitoring of pressure boundary inadequate. Board disposition of contention of voluntarily
dismissed intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
CONTENTIONS
admissibility of, in operating license proceedings; LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 364 (1981)
concerning financial qualifications, deferral of, because of proposed rulemaking on the subject; LBP-81-51,
4 NIC 896 (1981)
subject of rulemaking, enemy attack on US. facility, admissibility of, LBP-81-42, 14 NRC
(1981)
considerations affecting the admissibility of, in operating license proceedings. degree of specificity of.
LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
dealing with failure 1o comply with NEPA and Part 51, admissibility of, LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724
(1981)
deciding whether bosis bes been established for: standard for admission of, when license amendment
application is incompleie; admissibility when quick action i required: LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 853 (1981)
evidentiary showing for admissibility of, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 ('981)
general fears or criticisms of nuclear industry practices as bases for; LOP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (198!)
liberal basis and specificity of, withdrawal of, in TMI-1 restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 38|
(1981)
made up of general allegations, limitations on scope of, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
responses 1o motions to dismiss; criteria for late admissibility, specificity; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
sponsored by withdrawing intervenor, admissibility of, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
sus sponte adopuon of, NRC stall delays cited by Board as reason for ' 3P-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1921)
TMI-related, admission of, to low-power hearing; CLI-81-22, 14 NR7 |, (1981)
true and provable, but insdmissible; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (198),
CONTROL ROOM
design deficiencies 1o be corrected at TMI, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
subcontention, post-accident habitability, accepted. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 7) (1981)
CONTROL SYSTEMS, REACTIVITY
excessive reliance on Doppler effect 1o mitigate effects of transient-caused overpower of system cited in
summarily dismissed contevtion; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (i981)



CORROSION
caused by collection of stagnant water between steam generator tube and siceve contention admitied,
LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 853 (1981)
mxmmhwumMMumu-ﬁ;MI-JL 14 NRC 708
(1981)
mdh.mmummm-qmmu 14 NRC 637 (1981)
contention cites inadequate consideration of decommissioning, spent fuel sccident, fuel costs and supply,
waste storage costs; LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)

CRITICALITY
.-l‘y;‘i).-ﬁm-mmm.ummwu-n 14 NRC 708
(1981
in spent fuel ; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
DECAY HEA
at TMI-1 during b ical small-break LOCA, sdequacy of natural circulation to remove; LBP-81-59

« NRC 1211 (1981)
DEMCISION- discussed in SER supplement, contention not admitted, LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 325 (1981)
nTl*MWhmdmuMnthU-ﬂ-!‘. 4
NRC 1097 (1981)
prhl‘h.lcimhl, conditionally authorizing construction permit, vacated on mootness grounds; ALAB-656, 14
965 (1981)
Record of, of baving: ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
DECOMMISSIONING
addressing plan for, in operating license proceeding, LBP-#1-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
DECONTAMINATION
chemical, of Unit | primary coolant system, appointment of Board and guidance on conduct of hearing,
license modifications; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 616 (1981)"
of damaged plan’ | denial of 2.206 petition for show cause order 1o require demonstration of licensees’
financial qualifications for; DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1803 (1981)
dm‘m‘u‘z‘ ’.bdunq an emergency situation, adequacy of procedures at TMI for; LBP-§1-55, 14 NRC
1211 (1981)
of TMI-2, potential interaction between Unit | and, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
DELAY
by NRC Staff in issuance of documents cited by Board as reason for sus sponte adoption of contentions;
methods for handling. LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
D!NSIF'CATION
M&PO due to, summary disposition of contention denied; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
DESIGN R NSE SPECTIA

LBP-8!-18, ll NIC 71 (1981)
DEVIATIONS
n dl-:l. structures, wod components, contention asking duumentation denied: LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 125
(1981)
DIESEL GENERATORS
for n”-ﬁu power generation, contention alieging unrelisbility not : 4mitted; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 178
(1981)

DIRECTOR OF INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT
denies 2 206 petition, show cause proveeding asking suspension of operation pending full compliance,
emergency . DD-81-16, MNIC 781 (1981)
reevaluation of denial of 2.206 10 determine whether additional concrete testing should be
MMDD-NIZ.I‘N C 1085 (1981)

consideration of multiple; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 671 (1981)
DISCOVERY
against intervenors restricted in expedited hearing: LBP-8)1.46, 14 NRC 862 (1981)
answers 10 interrogatories; requests for documents, rules between parties; in absence of motion for
protective order, failure to respond wo- LBP-§1-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
appeal board examination of licensing board’s rulings on. ALAE-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
Board management of, institution of progress reports; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
by petitioners before they are admitied as parties 1w expediied operating license
LBP-§1-39, 14 NRC 819 (198])



SUBJECT INDEX

Commission refusal 1o permit; CL1-81-26, 14 NRC 787 (1981)
objections 1o interrogatories; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 {1981)
obligations of parties in expedited nperating license amendment proceeding. LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 853
(1981)
of confidential informants’ names, Commission decides agains! reconsideration of question of sua sponte
review of decision authorizing withholding of, CLLII . 14 NRC 933 (198))
m-udmummumadmmnhnuw.tlrll 25, 14 NRC 241 (1981)
purpoies of and reasonable limitations wpon, LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150 (1981)
resumption of, ordered in antitrust proceeding; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC 87 (1981)
rights of applicants concerning bases of. excuses for noncompliance; extension of deadlines for,
LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 364 (1981)
sanctions for failure 1o comply with Board order for, LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 901 (1981)
DUE PROCESS
labor umon claims viclation of procedural rights in enforcement case involving overtime restrictions;
LBP-§1-26, 14 NRC 247 (1981])
EARLY SITE REVIEW
ownership of proposed power plant site by applicant seeking, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
regulations. dismissal of construction permit application with prejudice compelied by, ALAB-657, 14 NRC
967 (1981)
EARTHQUAKES
ability of Category | structures 10 withstand, motion 1o strike contention denied; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150
(1981)
Board interprets contention dealing with ability of Category | structures to withstand, LBP-81.25, 14
NRC 241 (1981)
causing or occurring during radiological release, consideration of impacts of on emergency planning;
CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 1091 (198))
effect of, on proposed racks for spent fuel pool expansion, contention disallowed for lack of specificity.
LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (1981)
exceeding SSE, emergency planning for, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
reservoir-induced, licensing board appoints own expert witness on, LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)
See also Safe Shutdown Earthquake
EDDY CURRENT TESTING
contention concerned with wheiher sieeving of steam generator tubes might increase difficulty of;
LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 851 (198])
interference with, by steam generator tube sleeving; LBP-81.55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
ELECTRIC POWER SYSTEMS
plant fails 1o meet singic failuse criterion. Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed
intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
redundant, subcontention, Applicant’s design fails to provide adequate independence, allowed, LBP-81-18,
14 NPC 71 (1981)
safety-relsted, subcontention, noncompliance of criteria with Rev. 2 of Guides, rejected, LBP-81-18, 14
NRC 71 (1981)
standby, subcontention, noncompliance of diesel generator units with Rev. 2 of Guides, accepted;
LBP-B1-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT
Class 1E, subcontentions dealing with qualification of, one rejected, one accepted, LBP-81-18, 14 NPC 7]
(1981)
environmental qualificaiion of, 2.206 petition asking suspension of operaticns for deficiencies in, denied.
DD-81-13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)
safety-related, contention dealing with environmental qualification denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 325
(1981)
safcty-related, effects of intense radiation and Mooding on, at TMI. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
safety-related, environmental qualification of, Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed
intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 199 (198))
ELECTROMAGNETIC PULSES
from nuclear explosions, disruption of control systems by, contention excluded; LBP-81-42, 14 NRC
(1981)
petitioner seeks waiver of 10 CFR 50.13 »xcluding contention concerning. LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1037
(1981)
EMERGENCY COR{ COOLING SYSTEM (ECCS)
final safety testing contention sdmitied; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)



EMERGENCY FEEDWATER SYSTEM
at TMI, reliability of, and application of single failure criterion to; system design and its role in plant
operation. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
See Also Auxiliary Feedwater System
EMERGENCY PLANNING
adequacy of, for low-power testing. correction of Staff misstatements regarding helicopter assistance for
notification; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981
as licensed activity, NRC junisdiction; contention alleging state and local plans “not workable™ admitted;
LBP-81-24, 14 NIC 175 (1981)
at TMI, decisionmaking on and implementation of protecti ¢ actions; compliance with NRC's short- and
long-term order items: LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 121} (1981)
oomdemgm of im:en on, of earthquakes causing or occurring during radicactive relcases, CLI-81-33,
14 NRC 1091 (1981}
contention admitted, record of full-power licensing proceeding reopened, LBP-§1-27, 14 NRC 325 (1981)
contention describes failure 1o comply with regulations for; LBP-11-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
contention limited to evacuation, LBP-§1-35, i4 NRC 682 (1981)
denial of petitions by 1500 Californians for suspension of operations, based on deficiencies in; DD-§1-19,
14 NRC 1041 (19%1)
existing prompt notification system described in response to 2.206 petition for show cause proceeding om;
DD-lI 17, 14 NRC 784 (1981)
lo'v-power test proceeding, development of post-TMI requirements; risks for low-power operation; state and
adequacy of, at Diablo Canyon; applicant’s emergency preparedness. county plans for; LBP-81-21, 14
NRC 107 (1981)
motion to compel discovery of granted in part; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
notification system, 2.206 petition for show cause proceeding, suspension of operations pending full
compliance; DD-81-16, 14 NRC 781 (1981)
organization and staffing of emergency response organizations; initial notification of government units
public education, warning, and instructions; LBP-81.59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
procedural aspects of the new rules on; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
revised requirements for; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 279 (1981)
EMERGENCY PLANNING ZONES (EPZs)
adopted for use around TMI, adequacy of, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
EMERGENCY PLANS
at TMI, standards for judging the adequacy of, maintenance of preparedness to implement, funding for
response to; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (198])
for earthquake exceeding SSE, evacuation time and methods, shelter from radiation, radiation dose
estimates, multiple disasters, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
ENFORCEMENT ACTION
2206 petition asserting failure to abide antitrust condition of license denied, DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589
(1981)
showing of adversely affected interests required for petitioner 1o be granted hearing of right on;
CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)
sianding to intervene in; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
scope of, and consideration of alternatives regarding spent fuel pool expansion; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43
(1981)
under NEPA, scope of, for shipment of spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS
of radon releases during uranium fuel cycle, demonstration of, ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
not considered in evaluating fuel export lwbunl-. CLi-81-18, 14 NRC 301 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT APPRAISAL (EIA
sdequacy of, for determining need for EIS for mn of TMI-1; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
NEPA requirements for, involving spent fuel shipments; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981)
regarding installation of spent fuel storage racks faulted by intervenor; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EiS)
for restart of TMI, jursdiction of Licensing Board to consider need for and content of, LBP-81-60, 14

NRC 1724 (1981)

need for, under NEPA, for highway transportation of 300 spent fuel assemblies; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307
(1981)

on chemical decontamination of Unit |, NEPA requirements for bearings on; CL1-81-25, 14 NRC 616
(1981)




purpose of. demmnmnmwmubm—mts purpose
of scoping. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
scope of, regarding temporary onsite storage of low-level radioactive waste; LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 828
(1981)
EVACUATION
zl%srumMWN“.fwnmdthMd DD-81-20, 14 NRC
1 (1981)
denial of 2.206 petition to suspend or revoke construction permit on the basis of deficient plans for;
DD-81-14, 14 NRC 279 (1981)
time and methods, consideration of, for multiple disasters; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
EXCEPTIONS
denial of applicant’s motion for reconsiderstion of order tolling the running of period in which dismissed
intervenors may file, ALAB-659, 14 NRC 983 (1981)
raised for first time o appeal of spent fuel pool expansion decision, ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
EXEMPTIONS
from regulations, form of ings on requests for; CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1100 (1981)
EXPERT INTERROGA
" motion granted for qualification of, under 10 CFR 2.733, LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 353 (1981)
XPORT
of special nuclear materials to Philippines; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 301 (1981)
See also Fuel Application
EXPROPRIATION
olh;g affients raise spectre of second attempt by applicant; ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34 (1981)
FAUL
See Bay Entrance Fault; Buhne Point Fault, Geologic Anomalies; Litde Saimon Fault
FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE
ificity expected in ings. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
FEEDWATER TRANSIENTS
actions required of licensee to enhance reactor’s ability to respond safely to; ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799
(1981)
FEES

» ‘m of, for NRC stafl work on behalf of applicant; ALAB-6€2, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
ERRITE
subcontention, control of content in weld metal and filler materials, allowed; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 7]
(1981)
FILTERS
for radioactive releases from TMI, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT (FES)
modification of, absence of discussion of issue in, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
2206 petition requesting action against co-owner for securing of, in improper manner, denied; DD-81-18,
14 NRC 925 (1981)
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
impact of on technical decisions examined in TMI-1 restart proceeding: LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
uuﬂ mnmwmﬂlCnﬁummm 14 NRC 987 (1981)
FINANC QUALIFICATIONS
co-uamau t lacks resources 10 operste plant admitied in operating license proceeding:
L'P-ll 24 4 Nl 175 (1981)
Board declines o defer considerstion of contentions on, because of proposed rulemaking:
LBP-81.51, 14 NRC 896 (1981)
of applicant w‘:z:::-u fuel pool expansion, contention disallowed, LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (1981)
of applicant, intervenor’s contention questions, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
of licensees 1o decontaminate dnurgh denial of 2206 petitior. for show cause order to require
demonstration of, DD-81-23, 14 NRC 1803 (1981)
FIRE PROTECTION
2.206 petition asking suspension of tions for deficiencies in, denied. exemption requested from new
requirements for, DD-81-13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)
uacy of program regarding electric cables, redundant safety systems, Board disposition of contention
voluntarily dismissed intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC l” (1981)
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACI'
private nght of action dusclosure of identities of individuais involved in cheating incidents,
LBP-§1-50, 14 NRC (1981)



FUEL
channel deformations explored in ting license proceeding to permit installation of new spent fuel
storage racks; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
1 ) . LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)

subcontention, densification analysis, with Guides, accepted,
ummmmmmwrum;mruur ’

Spent Fuel Racks;
Spent Fuels; Uranium Fuel Cycle
FUEL EXPORT APPLICATION
bealth, -ld!’ld environmental not considered in; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 301 (1981)
FULL CORE NSCHARGE CAPABILITY

WNIC m“:lw’l installation of spent full racks availatie to Applicant to achieve; LBP-81-37, 14
1)
GEOLOGIC ANOMALIES
tremors, tunnel fault at site of Perry, Ohio, plant; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
GROUNDWATER
at TMI, monitoring of, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
-l‘h;'ti-d'ﬂadh-ﬁnd.mwﬁhmmLﬂll-u 14 NRC 150
1981)
HEALTH AND SAFETY
contentions of dismissed intervenor, sua sponte adoption of, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
impacts not considered in evaluating fuel export applications; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 301 {1981)
of workers in fuel areas, adequacy of protection during reck removal and instaliation
questioned; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
risks of maintaining nuclear power plant in long-term cold shutdown, licensing board questions Stafl on;
LBP-81-49 14 NRC B85 (198))
HEALTH PHYSICS PROGRAM
iate organization and staffing to ensure safe operation of facility examined in TMI-i restart
ng. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
H ING(S)
as & matter of right denied on fuel applications; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 301 (1981)
evidentiary, scheduled 1o consider icant’s plan to maintain quality of safety-related, trunsition
construction work, LBr *1-54, 14 NRC 918 (1981)
up.-‘lziul.” sleeving f steam generator tubes, agends and rules set for; LBP-81-46, 14 NRC
(1981)

interested state’s right to, under AEA, CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981)
notice of, agency's statutory authority regarding: ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 {1981)
um" tion of primary coolant system, AEA, NEPA requirements for; CLI-81-25, 14 NRC 616
(1981)
on NEPA matters, purpose of, LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
on order confirming licensee’s commitment to comply with TMI Action Plan, denial of person’s request
for, CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
on order confirming licensee’'s commitment 1o with TMI Action Plan, objecting to
b relief, modifications for cost-benefit purposes; CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)
HEARINGS, OPERATING LICENSE
requirements for Board's exercise of sua sponte suthority to sdopt dismissed intervenor’s contentions,
CLI-81-24, 14 NRC 614 (1981)
sua sponte adoption of issues in; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC 1111 (1981)
HIGH PRESSURE INJECTION
number of cycles, limitation on; Board retains jurisdiction of this case pending further analyses;
ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799 (1981)
HYDROGEN
contamination of inside of fuel rod, summary disposition of contention denied; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637
(1981)
contentions dealing with fuel cladding reaction, combustion, and excessive generation insufficient to i eopen
record; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 325 (1981)
control systems and license conditions to mitigate excessive generation; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 1 (1981)
48 in contsinment structure questioned under Board's sus sponte suthority; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159
(1981)
Sec also Igniter H Mitigation System
HYDROGEN CONTR
Board treatment of contentions; credible sccident scenario required. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
contention subject of rulemaking, Review Board refrains rom comment on; ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799
(1981)
subcontention, insdequate post-accident management, rejected; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)



HYDROGEN CONTROL RULE
ICWE TMI-1 Order on, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC | (1981)
buildup at service water intake, Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed intervenor.
LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
See also Containment
IGNITER HYDROGEN MITIGATION SYSTEM
installation of, as condition of full-power license; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC 1 (1981)
IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVENESS REVIEW
interested state requests waiver of, CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981)
INERTING

10 prevent hydrogen burn, exemption from requirement for; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC | (1981)
INSPECTORS
views of, concerning quality of TMI-1 management; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
INSTRUMENTATION
relating 10 level indicators for extended pressurizer and reactor vessel water, Review Board asks further
attention to and clarification of, ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799 (1981)
INTEGRATED CONTROL SYSTEM
at TMI, completion of failure mode and effects analysis of, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
INTERGRANULAR STRESS CORROSION AND CRACKING
of sensitized stainless steel components in LWR, summary disposition of contentions denied; LBP-81.34,
14 NRC 637 (1981)
INTERROGATORIES
unanswered, motion to compel answers to; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
INTERVENOR(S)
dismissal of, for failure to answer interrogatories; LbP-81-52, 14 NRC 901 (1981)
fairness to, in expedited operating license amendment proceeding; LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 819 (1981)
in special expedited proceedings, special procedural advantages granted 1o, LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017
(1981)
responsibilities of, regarding participation in NRC proceedings; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
rights of, to raise issues in new operating license proceedings; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 14 (1981)
tardy; Applicant, Staff file “last word™ briefs in operating license proceeding. coordination of, LBP-81-24,
14 NRC 175 (1981,
withdrawal of, because of litigation costs of operating license proceeding. LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
INTERVENTION
by labor union in enforcement case involving overtime restrictions; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 247 (1981)
consolidated, designation of lead intervenors in; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
in antitrust proceeding, denial of affirmed, minor changes made in order; LBP 8141, 14 NRC 839 (1981)
in enforcement action, showing of interests, particularity criteria for; CL1-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)
in enforcement action, standing for, criteria for petition for; CLI-81-31. 14 NRC 959 (1981)
in operating license proceeding, residence requirements for; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
late, in antitrust proceeding, cognizable interest to support; LBP-8i-19, 14 NRC 87 (1981)
petition in antitrust proceeding denied for lack of timeliness and lack of nexus, LBP-§!-28, 14 NRC 333
(1981)
pleading requirements for petitions for; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
request denied concerning authorization to export special nuclear materials to Philippines, CLI-81-18, 14
NRC 301 (1981)
au&udptxm!rfmlwhwm petitions for, scheduling of prehearing conference
ng; amending petitions for, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 235 (1981)
JUIISDICTION
Antitrust, under AEA; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 (1981)
Board lack of, motion to withdraw application for operating license amendment; LBP-81.20, 14 NRC 101
(1981)
of Licensing Board to consider need for and content of EIS for restart of TMI; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724
(1981)
of licensing boards 1o approve applicant’s plan to maintain quality of safety-related construction activities
being transferred from on contractor to another; LBP-§1-54, 14 NRC 918 (1981)
ol NRC with respect to decisions of other agencies: DD-81-18, 14 NRC 925 (198])
of petition or intervention boards in operating license proceeding, LBP-81-30A, 14 NRC 364 (1981)
JURISDICTION, NRC
over emergency planning activities, required for licensing nuclear power plants, which may take place in
Canada; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)



LABOR UNION
standing 10 intervene in enforcement case involving overtime restrictions: LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 247 (1981)
LEAD STORAGE BATTERIES
subcontention, compliance with Guides, rejected; L BP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
LEAKAGE CONTROL SYSTEM
subcontention, design of main steam: isolation valve, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
LICENSE(S)
amendment requests, redundant nature of proccedings on. LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
for fuel loading and low-power testing effective for Unit | subject to documentation by NRR Director;
CLI-BI-22, 14 NRC 596 (198))
full-power effectiveness decision for Unit | made without prejudice to Unit 2 effectiveness review;
CLIBI-1S, 14 NRC 1 (1981)

new operating. requirements in to TMI accident, CLI-B1-16, 14 NRC 14 (1981)
standards for ing under AEA. LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)
See aiso Hearings, ung License. Operating License

LICENSE COND (S)
2206 petition asserting licensee's ailure to abide dented, DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589 (1981)
concerning hydrogen control, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC | (1981)
NRC authorization for licensee’s financial arrangements as; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 925 (1981)
relative 10 management capability issues required if TMI-1 is restarted. LBP-81.-32 14 NRC 381 (1981)
LICENSING BOARD (LB)
make-up of, in consolidated operating license /show cause proceeding: LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
hmeMMl«mde“umlm
CLI-B1-24, 14 NRC 614 (1981)
LICENSING BOARDS
authority of, regarding parties’ chjections to Board decisions, | BP-81-58, 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
authority of, 10 hold information confidential. LBP-81-50, 14 NRC &8 (1981)
authority of, 1o regulate proceedings, CL1-81-36, 14 NRC 1111 (1981)
calling of independent consultants by, responsibilities of, to carry out appeal boar! instructions, to pass
judgment on appellate rulings; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1140 (1981)
discretion of, 1o appoinl own expert witness. suthority to regulate proceedings. role as adversary party;
LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)
dismissal of construction permit application with prejudics; ALAB-657, 14 NRC 967 (1981)
dismissal of construction permit application, scope of review of, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
pmdxuon of, 10 & appiicant’s plan to maintair quality of safety-related construction activities
ng transfi from one contractor to another; LBP-81-54, 14 NRC 918 (1981)
nm‘md to consider need for and content of EIS for restart of TMI; LBP-81.60, 14 NRC 1724
(1981)
.mq;m-lumnmd-lay'-numby;muud”li-umu
LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
LICENSING PROCEEDING, TANDEM
objection 1o decision denying contention on, LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
LICENSING PROCEEDINGS
Board expedition of. LBP-81-39, 14 NKC 819 (1981)
differentiation of district court proceedings from; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
evidentiary hearings on, future litigation resulting from dismissal of, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
LIMITED WORK AUTHORIZATION
partial initial decisions vacated following withdrawal of construction permits; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 586
(1981)
LIQUEFACTION
necessity of site dewatering gtu- o pnehh LBP-81-3), 14 NRC 375 (1981)
LIQUID MFTAL FAST BREEDER R
exemption from §50 10 sough* toewd-c! sile preparation activities prior 10 wsuance of construction
1 for, CLI-81-35, 14 NRC 1100 (1981)
LITTLE SALMON FAULT
capability of, and effect on restart of BWR, LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
LOW.-POWER TEST PROCEEDING
findings of fact on radon gas release. QA unresolved generic safety issues, smergency planning, relief,
safety and block valves, LBP-B1-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
MAINTENANCE, SAFETY-RELATED
deferral of, recor keeping, proposed budget cut. inadequate end understaffed QA /QC programs, extensive
overtime considered in TMI-1 restart proceeding, LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)



MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION
shipment of spent fuel assemblics as; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981)
MANAGEMENT CAPABILITY
Commission states intention to begin effectivencss review immediately on partial initial decision o, in
restart proceeding. CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304 (1981)
considerations in partial initial decision issued in TMI-| restart; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
qu:mm ‘t: be considered instead of Metropolitan Edison’s in restant proceeding: CLI-81-17, 14
(1981)
MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE
organization, MMQ man.gers and technical stafl considered in TMI-| restart
proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 38] (1981)
MATERIAL FALSE STATEMENTS
“am-‘.’l':ﬂ parties to construction permit application proceeding: LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1768 (1981)
scenarios for, st SONGS; DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (19%1)
METEOROLOGICAL MONITORIMG
-ﬁmmmd“mmmmmn-m 14 NRC 71
(1981)
MISCONDUCT
parties and counsel addressed in remanded construction permit application proceeding: LBP-81-63, 14
NRC 1768 (198))
MONITORING
da:uumwmm&mdupm-hmru. 14 NRC 637
(1981)
of radioactive effivents at TMI, deficiencies in instruments for, distinguishing between effluents from Unit
| and 2, of groundwater; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)

See also Meteorological M
MONITORS, LOCAL POWER RANGE
degradation of, through coolant Now-induced vibration of fuel assemblies; LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637
(1981)
MOOTNESS GROUNDS
partial init'sl decision, conditionally authorizing construction permit, vacated on; ALAB-656, 14 NRC 965

replies 1o answers 10, to dismiss contentions, responses to; LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
10 compel snswers 10 unanswered interrogatories; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
10 strike three contentions for default granted in part, denied in part; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150 (1981)
NEED FOR POWER
requirement for raising contention st operating license stage. LBP-81.35, 14 NRC 682 (198))
State regulatory determinations of, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
NEWPORT-INGLEWOOD FAULT
&nhﬁly of, relative 1o San Onofre facility; DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)
NOTICE
of hearing. agency's statutory authority regarding. ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 (1981)
NRC ANTITRUST REVIEW
significant changes determination at operating license stage: CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 787 (1981)
NRC STAFF
delays in issuance of documents cited by Board as reason for sua sponte adoption of contentions;
LIP 81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
' p:gm;:ndhd%nwhd‘nu&qdmﬂ“L’-lH? 4
NRC 865 (1981)
mnﬁﬂwmhnydﬂmd licenses; ALAB-647, 14 NRC 27 (198))
role of, in assessing | health and safety aspects of facility; ALAB-663, 14 NRC 1140 (1981)
NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION DIRECTOR
denial of 2.206 petition requesting shutdown 10 inspect steam generator tubes, suspension of operating
license because of reactor pressure vessel concerns; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)
denial of petition by Ralph Nader for suspension of operations pending license review of seismic design;
DD-51-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)
denial of petitions by 1500 Californians for ruspension of operstion on bases of seismic design deficiencies,
emergency planning eonu‘cnuo-. DD-81-19, 14 NRC 1041 (1981)
denies 2 206 petition req ng action against co-owner for alleged improper securing of additional
financing; DD-81- ll 4 NRC 925 (1981)
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION (NRC)
adjudica ” tory responsibilities of, concerning efficiency of licensing process, DPRM-81-2, 14 NRC 289
(1981)
guidelines for specificity in pleadings; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
Jurisdiction of, with respect 1o decisions of other agencies; DD-81-18, 14 NRC 925 (1981)
applicaticn of collateral estoppel to; LBP-8)-58, 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
referrsl of rulings to; LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
ilities under NEPA rogarding forecasts of need for power, reconsideration of decisions based on
I1S; DD-81-12, 14 NRC 265 (1981)
role in assessing financicl matters, steam generator repairs, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
See also Junsdiction, NRC
OBJECTIONS
o antitrust decision, special for; LBP-81-58 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
OFFSHORE ZONE OF DE MATION
proximity of, to SONGS site; DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE(S)
amended 1o .ransfer ting authority for Unit | to GPU Nuclear; CLI-81-17, 14 NRC 299 (1981)
amendment to allow ing of steam generator 1ubes, agenda and rules set for expedited kearing on,
LBP-81-46, 14 NRC 862 (1981)
amendment to allow spent fuel pool expansion. consideration of alternatives, applicant’s financial
qualifications, seismic issue; LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (1981)
amendment, program for solidifying high-level liquid radioactive wastes, postponement of immediate
effectiveness denied; CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
cﬁuumd.mbmmmmmd.m;mu-n-x 14 NRC 289
(1981)
conditions required for restart of TMI-1; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
for fuel loading, low-power testing, suspended because of seismic design errors, effective ima ~ately,
CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 950 (1981)
Iun?cu’i M. ” sus sponte issues related to safety of transition construction activities; LBP-81-54, 14
N 18 (1981)
-dll”i.utm of, following chemical decontamination of primary coolant systems; CL1-81-25, 14 NRC 616
(1981)
modification sought t¢ it instaliation of high-density spent fuel storage racks and withdrawal of some
of present racks; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
remedial antitrust conditions on, petitions for review of Appeal Board decision denied, CLI-81-27, 14
NRC 795 (1981)
review of seismic design, denial of petition by Ralph Nader for suspension of operations pending;
DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)
n.t.”w for significant changes determination, NRC antitrust review;, CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 787
(1981)
See also HHearings, Operating License; Licenses
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT
mlin:'lo withdraw application, without prejudice; seismic considerations; LBP-§1-20, 14 NRC 101
(1981)
OPERATING LICENSE PROCEEDING(S)
Board consideration of sus sponte issues in; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
consolidation with show cause proceeding; LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
requirements of non-party participants in; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
review of decision granting full-power licenses, Units | and 2; ALAB-647, 14 NRC 27 (1981)
See also Hearings, Operating License
OPERATOR TRAINING
and compeience, Review Board finds short-term actions required of license adequate for continued
operation; ALAB-655, 14 NRC 799 (1981)
commitments of TMI-1 licensee towards; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
OVERTIME
restrictions, labor union mﬂ for hruam. LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 247 (1981)
PENNSYLVANIA, COMMONWEALTH OF
unh:nm agreement with licensee considered in TMI-1 restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381
(1981)
PERSONNEL
reasons for termination of, motion to compel discovery granted; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
subcontention, inadequac:es in qualification and training of, rejected. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)



PHILIPPINES
export of special nuclear materials to; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 301 (1981)
PHYSICAL SECURITY
apph:m'l plan for, found in conformance with AEA and agency regulatons, ALAB-653. 14 NRC 629
(1981)
tnurv:.nv requests clarification on procedurs for seeking review of decisior on; CLI-81-21, 14 NRC $95%
(198i)

at ’;?,' m’. initiated by water hammer, safety of design to prevent questioned; LBP-§1-34, i4 NRC
637 (1981)
POLICY STATEMENT
FuﬂowumMmhMtlmMuqmmeydM
CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 14 (1981)
POOL SWELL PHENOMENON
vulnerability of Control Rod Drive Mechanism Hydraulic Unit and Traversing In-Core Probe to;
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (198])

POTASSIUM 10DIDE
- dm” for dustribution and administration of, during emergency et TMI, LBP-81-59, 14
1211 (1981)
m':c:zou c;onunu‘ distribution of, to households within 10 miles of plent, admissible; LBP-81-24, 14
175 (1981)
POWER EXCURSION
oonu:.lrn cites inadequacy of industry standard theory for tra.sient analyses; LRP-81-34, 14 NRC 637
(1981)
POWER NEEDS
2.206 petition to reopen record on, construction permits, denied, DD-81-12, 14 NRC 265 {(1981)
cnl:t:gl -;nml doctrine applied to contentions on, litigated t construction permit stage. LBP-81-24, 14
175 (1981)
PREHEARING CONFERENCE
Iniervenors and contentions admitted in operating license amendment proceeding dealing with spent fuel
pool expansion, LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (19%1)
regarding petitions for intervention, scheduling of, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 23§ (1981)
special, admission of parties, motions to dismiss and to stay, admissibility of contentions, adoption of
special discovery procedures; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
PRESIDING OFFICER
function of, under Administrative Procedure Act; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)
PRESSURE SEALANT
subcontention, deterioration of, accepted, LBP-§1-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
PRESSURE VESSEL
Conientions concerning cracking, machining defects, not admitted; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
ubcon:.mm ullcgu Applicant’s failure to describe behavior under LOC conditions rejected; LBP-81-18,
4 C 71 (1981)
vulnerability of, to thermal shock, denial of 2.206 petition reques:'ng suspension of cperations because of
concerns over, DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)
vulnerability of, to undetectable cracks, linked 1o need for notification system in emergency planning,
2206 petition for show cause proceeding; DD-81-16, 14 NRC 781 (1981)
PRESSURIZER HEATERS
"u T:ﬂ. classification of as safety-grade, connection of, 1o diesels; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
00/
standard of, for significant changes determination; CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 787 (1981)
PROOF, BURDEN OF
in consideration of stay, pending appeal, of effectiveness of remedial antitrust conditions to license:
CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 795 (1981)
"5 CHOLOGICAL STRESS
contention rejected in reopened TMI-| restart proceeding; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
reconsideration of decision to exclude contentions on in TMI-1 restart proceeding, CLI-81-20, 14 NRC
593 (1981)
QUALITY ASSURANCE
Board asks Applicent and Staff to describe program in detait, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
1on | d to impl arising from stop work order; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
contention questions adequacy of assurance that spent fuel tube and rack construction and Boral-10
loading meet specifications; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
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contention, program causing unsafe construction, admitied. LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
for safety-relate, concrete construction described in support of summary disposition motion, LBP-81-48,
14 NRC 877 (1981)
motion 1o compel discovery concerning personnel granted; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
of safety-related construction activities being transferred from one contractor 1o another, Board poses
questions, schedules evidentiary hearing on; LBP-81-54, 14 NRC 918 (1981)
of seismic design, serious weakness found in applicant’s for; CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 950 (1981)
operating program questioned under Board’s sua sponte & ity. LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
”ll during construction, subcontentions, conformance with Guides, rejected. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71
(1981)
m implementation for design and construction considered in low-power test proceeding. LBP-81-21,
14 NRC 107 (1981)
RADIATION
adequacy of spent fuel equipment for monitoring of questioned; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
exposure levels maintained as-low-as-reasonatiy achievable, denial of motion to compel discovery
concerning; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
eaposure of workers to, during sleeving of steam generator tubes, contention admitted,
LBP-81-45 14 NRC 85) ("98])
shelter from, and dose estimates ‘uring hypothesized multiple disasters; LBF-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
use of mobile teams for moniioring, desirability of installing offsite remote readout monit rs for, adequacy
of Licensse's capability for analysis of offsite doses of. of Licensee’s Environmental
Monitoring Program for, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
RADIOACTIVE EFFLUENTS
at TMI, deficiencies in instruments for monitoring. LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
RADIOACTIVE EMISSIONS
as hozard 10 sircraft guidance systems; health effects of routine, low-level; summary disposition of
contentions sought, LBP-81.34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
caused by or occurring during earthquakes, consideration of impacts of on emerency planning: CLI-81-33,
14 NRC 1091 (1981)
contention described, effects on public other than st exclusion boundary, LBP-81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)
from TMI, medification of filtration systems for, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
low-level. adequacy of assessment of, motion to compel discovery on, granted, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1733
(1981)
RADIOACTIVE WASTE
appropriate staffing of program examined in TMI-1 restart ing, LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 38] (1981)
high-level iiquid, pos'ponement of immediate effectiveness of opersting license amendment for program for
solidifying. CL1-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
low-level, petition 10 intervene regarding applicant’s request for temporary onsite storage of, demed.
LEP-81-40, 14 NRC 828 (1981)
& treatment system for spent fuel pools, adequacy of questioned; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
ANON
emissions [rom uranium fuel cycle, effects found not significant; LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1768 (1981)
environmental effects of releases associated with uranium fuel cycle, requirement for demonstration of
genuine issue of material fact; ALAB-654, 14 WRC 632 (1981)
releases fiom uranium mining and milliag for reactor fuel, considzration of in low-power test proceeding.
LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
REACTOR
anticipatory trip. safety-grade, Review Board requests information on status of installation of; ALAB-655,
14 NRC 799 (1981)
summary disposition of contertion, applicant’s inability to effect cold shutdown in 24 hours, denied;
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
systems, safety classification of; maintenance of subcriticality of TMI-2; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
vessel level instrumentation system, contention describing deficiencies denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 32§
(1981)
vessel, water leve! indication in; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
See also Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reacior
REACTOR COMPONENTS
effects of Now-induced vibrations on jet pumps, spargers, fuel pins, core instrumentation, and fuel rods,
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
FEACTOR CCOLANT
subcontention, maintenance of water purity, sccepted. LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEMS
Justice Department investigstion of leak rate test data for TMI-2; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
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safety of relief, safety and block valves, b-rw testing: LBP-£1.21, 14 NRC 107 (198))
REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEMS, PRIMARY
nm“mm:i'dlnd.a“ on conduct of bearing regarding decon:amination of, CLI-81-2%, 14 NRC
6(1 )
uymmﬁw‘on“l.dﬁmﬁ.dmdmuw.
LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
REACTOR CORE
detection of inadequate cooling of, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
effects of nonsafety-related systems on; LEP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
inadeyuate post-accident moeitoring systems, Bosra disposition of contentson of voluntarily Gismissed
intervenor, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
hﬂwd.meMmﬂhW“th‘Wﬂ-u 4
C 637 (1981)
REACTOR FUEL RODS
summary disposition sought for contentions on hydrogen contamination of inside of. effects of fow
;Mucdﬁmumu.ddm“mm.m’ipmwmm
insertion from dropped. ejection accident, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
REACTOR VESSEL
fracture toughness of Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed iztervenor,
LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
RECONSIDERATION
(‘mmdﬂupmh.mmmddmwmwm
determination; CLI-81-26, 14 NRC 787 (1981)
of order tolling the running of period in which dismissed intervenon may file exceptions, denial of
applicant’s motion for, ALAB-659, 14 NRC 983 (1981)
dqmmdmwumhdbu_onmm’dhfm'-m
(_dm‘- against, CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 933 (1981)
RECORD

zns,rmuwmmndu.hm--lhm.mml-ll 14 NRC 26>
(198))

motion 1o supplement denied, expropriation issue raised for first time o appeal; ALAB-648, 14 NRC 34
(1981)
of Decision, purpose of having. ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
on storage racks in spent fuel pool, revising, striking, or modifying svidence on; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 703
(i981)
reopening, full-power licensing proceeding, emergency planning conten’ on edmitted; LBP-11-27, 14 NRC
325 (1981)
REGULATIONS
form of proceedings on requests for exemptions from; CLI-81-3%, 14 NRC 1100 (1981
interpretation of, regarding confidentiality of identitie. of individuals involved n cheating incidents;
LBP-81.50, 14 NRC 888 (1981)
interpretations of 2.760a and 50.47(a), LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
10 address impacts of severe carthquakes on emergency planning; CLI-81-33, 14 NRC 1091 (1981)
See also Rules & Regulations
REGULATORY GUIDES
applicability of, compliance with, bringing newly issued guides into play, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1931)
RESTART PROCEEDING
Commission intention to begin immediate effectiveness review partial initial decision on
competence, ALAB established ' hear initia] appeals; CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304 (1981)
consideration of GPU Nuclear's ~. wagement capability instead of Metropolitar Edisca’s to operste Unit
1, CLI-81-17, 14 NRC 299 (19
partial initial decision issued on rwnsgement capebility 1o operate Unit 1; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 38)
(1981)
reopening of, on confidentiality issue. LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 088 (i981)
TMI-1, reconsideration of decision o exclude peychological stress contentions, CLI-81-20, 14 NRC $93
(1981)
Unit |, TMI, modifications in plant design and procedures, potential interaction between Units | and 2.
LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (198))
REVIEW
Licensing Board, scope of, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (198])
of Appe| Board decision imposing remedial antitrust conditions os operating licensz denied; CLI-81-27,
14 NRC 795 (1981)
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dwmmwmm-mh“wmm. 14
C 595 (1981)

sus sponte, by licensing bourd, prerequisites to ruising safety issues; LBP-81.36, 14 NRC 691 (1581)
sus sponte, deferring | on licensing board decision epproving commued reactor operstion,
ALAB-655, 14 NRC (1981)
sus sponte, of Gecision authorizing confidentiality of informants’ names, Commission Jecides ageins(
reconsiderstion of question of, CLI-81-28, 14 NRC v13 (1981)
MMWnW;MkW;MMIMZ“UMNM;
NRC Antitrust Review
REVIEW, EFFECTIVENESS
on pml”" initial decision on management competence to begin i nmedistely, CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304
(1981)
RULEMAKING
as remedy [ exclusion of electromagnetic pulses contention; L%i* 81-57, 14 NRC 1057 (19¢))
Mldmﬂhﬂahd“h.ﬂﬁﬂ.ﬂ“hmdbﬂu\;m:
DPRM-81-2, 14 NRC 289 (1981)
on lh.rbna of financial qualifications, deferral of contentions bevause of. LBP-81-51, 14 NEC 896
(1981)
IU-L.gﬁl mﬁamgutuu pulses LBP 7 RC 1037
) " conientivi. wa'ver sought, 51-57, 14 N 1037 (1981)
IULB(:; PRACTICE

u-rm‘dmmmmummmuemmmsn.wm-ao. 14 NRC

1724 (1981)

MtyJMWMM»Mdeh-WM
waste, LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 828 (1981)

*rmydemumambWMdmm AB-65S, 14
NRZ 799 (1981)

mhﬁydmu:“WMMMmmum
LBP-8]-45, 14 NRC 853 (1981)

answers tu interrogatories, sanctions against i ervenors. LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 90) (1981)

Board questions regarding demonstration program on sleeving of steam generator tubes; LBP-81-44, 14
NRC 250 (1981)

board's discr>tion 1o call its own expert witaess; LBP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)

briefs, exceptions, findings of fact, responsibilites of parties, reopening of 1
spent fuel pool expansion proceeding; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)

mn%ﬁnmﬁhydwuthMMAuwx 14
NRC 1190 (1981)

mwmmhﬂhmm;whdMMMbw
disposition; designation of lead intervenors, non-party participation; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)

*md.ﬂu@tw”hﬁnnmdﬁmw-uyu‘huy;
CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)

consideration for granting & stay of order, LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 357 (1981)

consolida‘ion of operating license proceeding and show cause proceeding. LBP-§1-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)

deferral of contentions which are the subject of proposed rulemaking. LBP-81-51, i4 NRC 896 (1981)

udu’rdwtpthMdAmm. LBP-81-42, 14 NRC
(1981)

‘sctors considered, burden of proof, stay of effectivences, of remedial antitrusi conditions to license,
pending appeai; CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 795 (i981)

mmmndnmmwﬂnhmumo-.nnuihrdmmwd
ticensing hoard’s discovery decision; ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)

faciors governing “rant of stay requests; ALAB-647 14 NRC 27 ( W)

-amwmdlpny.jnmdMMemeydﬁHm

proposals (0 wituhold information; confidentiality of documents and afficaviw, ".BP-81-62, 14 NRC
1747 (1981)

hummmm.rni—.mdmm.memu
discovery, show cause order; LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 819 71981)

.utmalm-anmg.nmMﬂym“nmwmmm}ll-n.
14 NRC 1803 (1981)

,urisdiction of boards. admissit.lity of contentiowa, discovery. LEBP-31-30A, 14 NRC 364 (1981)

motion for reconsideration, significant che ges determination, NRC antitrust review, CL1-81-26, 14 NRC
787 (1981)

NRC review of Appeal Board decision on phymcal sscurity. CLI-81-21, 14 NRC 595 (1981)

bsrmiess error, in
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operating license proceeding, special prehecring conference order, jurisdiction, stunding, admissibility of
contentions, collater=' estoppel, LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)

pleading requirements for intervention pet:tions, scope of contentions, answe s 1~ interrogatories, discovery
between parties, LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (l’ll)

procedure for appeal of decision upholding site selection, LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)

purpose of carly site review regulations, right of parties 1o hearing on alleged abuses of regulations;
ficensing board search of record, ALAB-657, |14 NRC 967 (1981)

reconsideration petitions; ALAB-659, 14 NRC 983 (1981)

referral of rulings to appeal board or Commission, LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)

replies (o answers to motions, responses to motions to dismiss contentions, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)

responsibilities of parties and counse! regarding disclosure of relevant factual information, work product
doctrine, prepared written testimony, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1768 (1981)

bilities of parties, 2.206 petition regarding licensee's financial arrangements; DD-81-18, 14 NRC

925 (1981)

ru::t(d discovery against intervenors, discretion of presiding officer in expedited hearing, LBP-81-46, 14

- B62 (1981)

role of pretrial discovery, interrogatories, and contentions; LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 241 (1981)

separation of antitrust from health, safety, and environmental hearings. notice of hearing; ALAB-661, 14
NRC 1117 (1981)

show-cause proceeding, acceptability of emergency plans for evacustion,; DD-81-14, 14 NRC 279 (1981)

showing that nroreemcm action adversely affects intervention petitioner's interests, criteria for
intervention petition; CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)

special rules for case citations, special objections procedure, n”lwllm of collateral estoppel. summary
disposition motion, scheduling, in antitrust proceeding: LBP-81-58, 14 NRC 1167 (1981)

standard of expertise required for expert interrogator, LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 353 (1981)

standing of labor union to intervene in enforc ment case involving overtime restrictions; LBP-81-26, 14

NRC 247 (1981)

standing 1o intervene in enforcement actions, crileria for intervention petition; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 948
(1981)

standing to intervene, discr Y inter participation, consolidation of parties, in decontemination

hearing, CLI-B1-25 14 NRC 616 (1981)
summary disposition of contention on safety- nlnld mrels LlP-ll-‘l 14 NRC 877 (1981)
summary disposition of health and safety and envir LBP-B1-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
summary disposition, special expedited proceedings, conﬁdcmulny. admussibility of contention, in show
cause proceeding involving steam generaior tube sleeving, L.BP-81.55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
untimely petition for intervention in antitrust proceeding denied, LBP-81-28, 14 NRC 333 (1981)
waiver of Commission rule excluding electromagnetic pulses contention, Ll? 81-57, 14 NRC 1037 (1981)
waiver of immediate effectiveness rule; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC 598 (1981)
withdrawal of construction permit application, admissibility of contentions, early site review, payment of
fees. ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
SABOTAGE
motion by Governor of California for oral briefing of alleged incident of, at another facility denied,
ALAB-649 14 NRC 40 (198))
of spent fusl shipments considered in EIA. ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981)
rad icul, apphicant’s physical security plan adequate 1o meet design basis threat of, ALAB-653, 14
NRC 629 (1981)
SAFE SHUTDOWN EARTHQUAKE (SSE)
emergency plans for earthquake exceeding. LBP-81-36, 14 NRC 69) (1981)
plant capadility, Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed intervenor, LBP-81-23, 14 NRC
159 (198))
SAFETY
clarification of Memorandum and Order concerning long-term issues, CLI-81-23, 14 NRC 610 (1981)
classification of reactor systems; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
generic issues of station blackout, ATWS, vessel material toughness, qualification of Class 1E
safety-related equipmeni considered in low-power lest proceeding, LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
problems a1t SONGS, serious, 2.206 petition by Ralph Nader for suspension of operations cites; DD-81-20,
14 NRC 1052 (1981)
qualified individuzls o provide review of and operational advice examined in TMI-| restart proceeding.
LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
See also Health and Safety, Maintenance, Safety-Related
SAFETY SYSTEMS
at TMI, bypass and override of, monitoring and verifying status of, LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
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SANCTIONS
for failure 10 adequately answer discovery requests; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150 (1981)
of, because of intervenor's failure 1o answer interrogatories, LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 901 (1981)
SCHEDULE(S)
established simultaneously for filing of objections, holding of oral argument, and holding of an evidentiary
hearing. LBP-81-58. 14 NRC 1167 (1981)
procedural, motion to modify treated as motion for extension of time; LBP-81-64, 14 NRC 1803 (1981)
revised for receipt of comments on immediate effectiveness of decision on TM1 issues, CLI-81-34, 14
NRC 1097 (1981)
SECURITY PLAN
denial of motion to compel discovery of; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
SECURITY PROCEEDING
motion by California Governor for oral briefing of alleged incident of sabotage at another facility denied,
ALAB-649, 14 NRC 40 (1981)
SEISMIC CONSIDERATIONS
cuu:u. installation of new free-standing storage racks in spent fuel pool. LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708
(1981)
in consolidated operating license/show cause proceeding: LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
of BWR iocated in active earthquake zone; LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
SEISM.C DESIGN
mnllg gnma\”by Ralph Nader for suspension of operation pending license review of, DD-81-20, 14
1052 (1981)
denial of ';!.mo- by 1500 Californians for suspension of operations, deficiencies in; DD-81-19, 14 NRC
1041 (1981)
arnnmqmpmomudppia.iamnm.mlu.hdbﬂn.bv»mmhm“h.
CLI-81-30, 14 NRC 950 (1981)
SENSITIZED STAINLESS STEEL
subcontention, aoncompliance, applicants’ control of use oi. rejected. right (o reparticularize contention
denied. LB/-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
summary disp sition sought of contentions dealing with intergranular stress corrosion and cracking of
components made of: LBP-81.34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
SEVERANCE
of Unit 2 from Unit | proceedings, motion granted for; LBP-81-56, 14 NRC 1035 (1981)
SHIFT MANNING
requirements 8¢ TMi-J examined in restart proceeding. LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
SHOW CAUSE ORDER
10 require demorstration of licensees’ financial qualifications to decontaminate damaged plants, denial of
2.206 petition for, DD-81.23, 14 NRC 1803 (1981)
SHOW CAUSE PROCEEDING(S)
consolidation with operating license proceeding: LBP-81-11, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
description of, and standards for, LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)
suspension of operation pending full compliance, emergency planning. 2.206 petition denied, DD-81-16, 14
NRC 781 (1981)
10 determine appropriateness of license amendment to allow demonstration of steam generator tube
sleeving. LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (198))
SHUTDOWN
cold, long-term, licensing board questions Staff on public health and safety risks of maintaining plant in.
LBP-B1-49, 14 NRC 885 (1981)
remote capability for; Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed intervenor, LBP-81.23, 14
NRC 159 (1981)
10 inspect steam generator tubes denial of 2.206 petition requesting; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)
See also Safe Shutdown Earthquake
SHUTDOWN, COLD
contention cites applicant’s inability o effect in 24 bours, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
SIGNIFICANT CHANGES DETERMINATION
precluding statutory antitrust review, Commission denies reconsideration of decline of decision; CL1-81-26,
14 NRC 787 (1981)
SITE
redressing ordered following withdrawal of construction permits, LBP-81-33, 14 NRC 586 (1981)
See also Early Site Review
SITE DEWATERING SYSTEM
necessity of, 1o preclude liquefaction; LBP-81-31, 14 NRC 375 (1981)
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SOCIOECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS
NEPA evaluation of, in reopened TMI restart proceeding; LBP-§1-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
SPECIAL MASTER CHAIRMAN
.m:.u to conduct reopened restart proceeding dealing with confidentiality; LBP-81-50, 14 NRC 888
(1981)
SPECIAL NUCLEAR MATERIALS
npr’\‘w Philippines, petiticner's request 1o intervene and for hearing denied; CLI-81-18, 14 NRC 30}
(1981)
license ”amenld. highway transportation of 300 spent fuel assemblies allowed; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307
(1981)
physical security plan for, in conformance with AEA and agency regulations; ALAB-653, 14 NRC 629
(1981)
SPENT FUEL
Special Nuclear Materials license amended to allow highway transportation of 300 assemblies: packaging
requirements for; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 11981)
SPENT FUEL POOL
contention concerning boil-over rejected; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
modification 1o permit installation of five high density storage racks and withdrawal of some of present
ones; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
motion denied for summary disposition of contention citing inadequate consideration of design basis
accident involving. LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
subcontention alieging design deficiencies admitted, LBP-81-18, 14 NRC 71 (1981)
SPENT FUEL POOL EXPANSION
intervenors file contentions on consideration of alternatives to, financial qualifications of applicant and
seismic issue at special prehearing conference on; LBP-81-53, 14 NRC 912 (1981)
license amendment permitting installation of new storage racks affirmed; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
SPENT FUEL RACKS
free-standing structures, operating license modification sought to install five; LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708
(1981)
SPENT FUELS
control of heavy loads near. Board disposition of contention of voluntarily dismissed intervenor:
LB®™-91.23 14 NRC 159 (1981)
disp sition of. in shutdown facility located in active earthquake zone; LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
onidation of, in expanded pool; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
stored, inadequate protection of, during unatiended operation of spent fuel pool, contention summarily
dismissed. LBP-81.34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
STANDING
residence requirements for intervention in operating license proceeding; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)
10 intervene where pn?nd activily invoives lesser threat o public than normal reactor licensing case:
LBP-B1-40, 14 NRC 828 (198))
10 intervene in enforcement actions; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION
domlom.nnu pulse contention, protectiun of nuclear facilities against enemy attack; LBP-81-42, 14
NRC (1981)
STAY
Commission withdraws Appeal Board authority to; CLI-81-34, 14 NRC 1097 (1981)
of Board Order canceiling further hearings on license amendments to permit generator repairs denied.
LBP-81-30, 14 NRC 357 (1981)
of effectiveness of full-term operating licenses for Units | and 2 denied; ALAB-647, 14 NRC 27 (1981)
of effectiveness of remedial antitrust conditions to license pending appeal, faciors considered, burden of
proof; CLI-81-27, 14 NRC 795 (1981)
of immediate effectiveness of license amendment, solidification program for high-leve! liquid radiosctive
wastes, denied, CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
of proceedings for Unit 2 granted. LBP-81-56, 14 NRC 1035 (1981)
of Statement of Policy, Further Commission Guidance for Power Reactor Operating Licenses, denied;
CLI-BI-16, 14 NRC 14 (1981)
STEAM GENERATOR TUBES
agenda and rules set for expedited hearing on operating license amendment 1o allow sieeving of:
LBP-81-46, 14 NRC 862 (198))
amendment (o permit sieeving. contentions admitied covering corrosion, eddy current testing. radiological
exposure of workers and weld integrity. LBP-81-45 14 NRC #53 (1981)
applicant seeks operating license amendment 10 aliow sieeving rather than plugging of, LRP-81-39, i4
NRC 819 (1981)



wdz.mmmm inspect; DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)

w.dnh‘d. -81-55, 14 NRC lonnm)

permission sought 10 conduct program demonstrating sloeving of, additional Board questions on

M&"‘lwc.ﬁﬂw teness of limited license amendment (o allow demonstration
ca o

of of, LBP-G1-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)

MWwdmm in annulus of, interference with eddy current
mn.

wdmmhdbm 10 effect repairs on; description of function

dnnd-:mMALAMMNICNHI”l)
hurv-ur‘u'ln for stay of Final Order canceiling furtber hsarings on license amendments 1o
-a-luy Q—ZL"." e N.c ”,“”” disposition of conteation of voluntarily dismissed
intervenor; LBP-81-23, 14 ‘C (I”I)
SUA SPONTE ISS! ISSUES

Board adoption of, mu—-mcu-u <36, 14 NRC 1111 (1981)
Board consideration of in operating license proceeding. LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
for Licensing Board's adoption of; CLI-81-24, 14 NRC 614 (1981)
status of Board questions as, in expedited operating license proces“.ng. LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 819 (1981)
SUMMARY DISPOSITION
before discovery is complete; LBP-81-55, 14 NKC 1017 (1981)
WdMuMdmmd-mew ~otions for; avoidance of;
LBP-81-48, 14 NRC 877 (1981)
hnh-dwcd persuasion for; LBP-81-35, 14 NRC 682 (1981)
grant of, ALAB-660, 14 NRC ”1 (1981)

smgmd in antitrust LBP-81-58, 14 Nlc 1167 (1981)
NOFOPE.I.A

206 petition based on Pﬂnnmmmmhmdmm
Db!l 13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)

for seismic considerations, NRR Director denies petitions by 1500
Clh!m DD-II 19, 14 C 1041 (1981)
mhllw lance, emergency plenning, 2.206 petition fw show cause proceeding denied; DD-81-16,

14 NRC 781 (1981)
unnlic-md.dc“.d-ldmbyWMMDNl-n 14 NRC 1052
SYSTEMS INTERACTION
u’tzu;ﬁu”ldin with interaction of safety and non-safety-related systems denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC
(1981)
y/nonsafety, at TMI, studies, propesed tions of stafl witness
I‘Jl 59, 14 NRC 1211 (198)) [P . —— T—
mfw QUAu nuclear plant for dusposition of
10 construct k intervenor's request for summary di »
contention denied; LBP-81.34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
of ~ ulw”ml’umm*nddnmmuudm‘ . LBP-81-25, i4
4

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALLS
on the record, written order establishes agenda for; LBP-81-43, 14 NRC 848 (1981)
TERMINATION
mmmdwwm on mootness grounds, of conditional authorization of
W permit; ALAB-656, 14 NRC 965 (1981)

drafts of, coverage of by attorney work product privilege; prepared written, wording of, LBP-81-63, 14
NRC 1768 (1981)

low-power, risks of at Diablo Canyon; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
See also Eddy Current Testing
THREE MILE ISLAND (TMI)
nndnd for EIS for restart of Unit 1; LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)

‘lm m-u*tm*mmnhﬂo&nmﬂl{lll 14 NRC
107 (1981)
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effect of accident on spe « fr- soo0l; ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)
effect of Unit 2 accident o.. Unit | operation; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 381 (1981)
excessive hydrogen generstion and burn at Unit 2, CLI-81-15, 14 NRC ! (1981)
modification to plant design and procedures required for restart of Unit |, potential intersction between
Units | and 2; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (198})
W for new operating lnlnnl in response to accident at; CLI-81-16. 14 NRC 14 (1981)
reconsideration of decision 10 exclude psychological st- 3, community deterioration
Mn-. CLI-81-20, 14 NRC 593 (1981)
uh‘l.lncn;l mfmdlm with regulatory guides resulting from accident, LBP-81-18, 14
)
TMI ACTION PLAN
denial of person’s mm!uhmnmmﬂmql“smhmm
CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
request for hearing on order Confirming licensee’s commitment to comply with, objecting to licensee relief,
modifications for cost-benefit purposes; CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)
TRAINING
organization, operator accelerated retraining program; o!n-wm independent review of
licensee's programs, adequacy of. considered in TMI-i restart proceeding; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC 38)
(1981)
Sec also Operator Training
TRAINING PROGRAMS
denial of motion to compel discovery on; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC 1735 (1981)
TRANSPORTATION
of spent fuel racks and tubes, contention questions adequacy of inspection .o detect damages resulting
from; LBP-81-37, 14 NKC 708 (1981)
TURBINES
uh;nlagg’m:mum of, and protection against low-trajectory mi siles, accepted; LBP-8i-18, 14
1 (1981)
URANIUM FUEL CYCLE
demonstration of environmental effects of radon releases during; ALAB-654, 14 NRC 632 (1981)
effects of radon emissicas from, LBP-81-63, 14 NRC 1768 (1981)
environmental effects considered in low-power test proceeding; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
URANIUM MINING AND MILLING
for reactor fuel, radon gas releases from; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
VALVES
-operated r;:n! safety-grade classification of, appropriate qualification testing of, LBP-81-59, 14
NRC 1211 (1981)
relief and block, inadequate qualif.cation of, contention denied; LBP-81-27, 14 NRC 325 (1981)
"mﬁguy and block, consideration of in low-power test proceeding; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107 (1981)
Now-induced, summary disposition of contentions dealing with effects on resctor components denied;
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL
intervenor’s motion granted, contentions raised sua sponte by Boerd; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 159 (1981)
WASTE
disposal and w’. at TMI, separation of Unit | from Unit 2, evaluation of, in EIA; LBP-81-60, 14
NRC 1724 (1981)
disposal problems of nuclear power plants; ALAB-651, 14 NRC 307 (1981)
handling ccpabilities at TMI, assurance of safety of, LBP 81-59, 14 NRC 1211 (1981)
reasonable assurance of safe disposal of, scope of review for onsite storage of, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987
(1981)
See also Radicactive Waste
WATER HAMMER
contention questions safety of design to prevent pipe break accidents at pipe cracks initiated by,
LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)
WELDING
gltgq. safety of. welder qualifications ques 1oned in contention; LBP-81-3¢4 14 NRC 637 (1981)

of sleeve to steam generator tube, contentio' questions integrity of, LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 853 {1981)

WITNESSES
expert, seismology, licensing board’s discretion to appoint its own; LEP-81-47, 14 NRC 865 (1981)
stafl, qualification of, concerning safety/nonsafety systems interactions; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC 121] (1981)
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ALLENS CREEK NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-466-CP

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, 1. 1981; SECOND ORDER, LBP-81-34, 14 NRC 637 (1981)

ALVIN W. VOGTLE NUCLEAR NT, Units | & 2; Dockets 50-424, 50-425

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; July 2, 1981, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206;
DD-81-12, 14 NRC 265 (1981)

BIG ROCK POINT PLANT; Docket 50-155

SPE_IAL PROCEEDING; November 25, 1981; ORDER; CLI-81-32, 14 NRC 962 (1981)

BROWNS FERR NUCLEAR PLANT, Units 1, 2 and 3; Dockets 50-259-OL, 50-260-OL., 50-296-OL

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October 2, 1981; PREHEARING CONFERENCE
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. LBP-81-40, 14 NRC 828 (1981)

BYRON NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-454 OL, 50-455 OL

OlalATING LICENSE: November 19, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-659, 14 NRC

J(1981)
BYRON STATION, Units | and 2. Dockets STN 50-454-OLA, 50-455-OLA

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, August 19, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-30-A, 14 NRC 364 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October 27, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-52, 14 NRC 901 (1981)

CLINCH RIVER BREEDER REACTOR PLANT; Docket 50-537 (Exemption Request Under 10 CFR
50.12)

SPECIAL;ROCEED!NG; December 24, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER: CLI-81-35, 14 NRC

1100 (1981
CLINTON POWER STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-46
OPERATING LICENSE. December 16, 1981; MENO!ANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-61, 14 NRC
1735 (1981)
CLINTON POWER STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-461-OL, 50-462-OL
OPERATING LICENSE: November 13, 1981; ORDER; LBP-81-56, 14 NRC 1035 (1981)
COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Units ! and 2; Dockets 50-445, 50-446
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; September 22, 1981; ORDER; CLI-81-24, 14 NRC 614 1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; December 29, 1981; ORDER; CLI-81-36, 14 NRC 1111 (1981)
COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL

OPERATING LICENSE; October 23, 198]; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-51, 14 NRC

896 (1981)
COMANCHE PEAK STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-445-OL, 50-446-OL
(A tion for License)
RATING LICENSE; July 23, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-22, 14 NRC 150
(1981)

OPERATING LICENSE; July 24, 1981: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-23, 14 NRC 1%
(1981)

OPERATING LICENSE: July 30, 1981, ORDER, LBP-81-25, 14 NRC 241 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE, September 25, 1981; ORDER CONCERNING SUA SPONTE ISSUES,
SCHEDULING ORDER, NOTICE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARING and PREHEARING
CONFERENCE, LBP-£81-38, 14 NRC 767 (1981)

DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units 2 and 3: Termination of Proceedings: Dockets
$0-500-CP, 50-501-CP

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, August 28, 1981, ORDER; LBP-81-33, 14 NRC 586 (1981)

DAVIS-BESSE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units 2 and 3; Dockets 50-500, 50-501
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; September 3, 1981, MEMORANDUM; ALAB-652, 14 NRC 627 (1981)
DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR PLANT, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-275-OL, 50-323-OL (Low Power

Test Proceeding)
OPERATING LICENSE: July 17, 1981; PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; LBP-81-21, 14 NRC 107
(1981)
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DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Unit |, Docket 50275 OL
OP::Aﬂ;G :.:CENS&. November 19, 1981, ORDER SUSPENDING LICENSE. CLI-81.30, 14
C 950 (1981)
DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Units | and 2. Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL

(Security hudz)
Om’.ATINO LICENSE; July 15, 198); MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. ALAB-649, 14 NRC 40
(1981)
OPERATING LICENSE, September 9, 1981, DECISION; ALAB-633, 14 NRC 629 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. September 17, 1981, ORDER; CLI-B1-21, 14 NRC %95 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE, September 21, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; CLI-81-22, 14 NRC
598 (1981)
DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-275 OL, 50-323 OL
OPE:.ATINO LICENSE. August 4, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-§1-27, 14 NRC 325
(1981)
DRESDEN NUCLE~Z POWER STATION, Unit |, Docket 50-10
SF:C.lCAL HO(.”E!DING. Septeciber 28, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; CLI-81-25, 14
616 (1981)
DRESDEN STATION, Units 2 and ), Dockets 50-237-OLA, 30-249-OLA (Spent Fuel Pool Modification)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; September 24, 1981, PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION,
LBP-81-37, 14 NRC 708 (1981)
FULTON GENERATING STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-463 CP, 50-464 CP
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, November 17, 1981, DECISION, ALAB-657, 14 NRC 967 (1981)
HOPE CREEK GENERATING STATION, Ur. s | and 2, Dockets 50-654, 50355
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, September i1, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-654, 14
NRC 632 (198))
HUMBOLDT BAY POWER PLANT Unit No. 3 - Amendment 10 Facility Operating License; Docket
$0-133-0LA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, July 14, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-81-20, 14 NRC 101 (1981)
HUMBOLDT BAY POWER PLANT, Unit No. 3; Docket 50-133-OLA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, October 20, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-8)-49, 14 NRC B85 (1981)
INDIAN POINT, Unit 2; Dockets 50-247, 50-286
SPECI'IAL PROCEEDING, September 18, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; CLI-81-2), 14
NRC 610 (1981)
INDIAN POINT, Unit 3; Dockets 50-247, 50-286
SP'E‘C.IAL PIO’C.EEDINO. September 18, 198); MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, CLI-81.2), 14
C 610 (1981)
JOSEPH M FARLEY NUCLEAR PLANT, 'nits | and 2. Dockets 50-34%A, 50-364A
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; Octeber 22, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, CLI-81-27, 14
NRC 795 (1981)
LA Clms’E'K;ILINO WATER REACTOR; Dockets 50-409-OL., 50-409-SC (Provisional Operating
License DPR-45)
OPERATING LICENSE, August 19, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-81-31, 14 NRC
375 (1981)
MARBLE MILL NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Uniu | & 2; Dockets 50-546, 50-347 (10 CFR
2.206)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, October 13, 1961, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2 %06,
DD-R1-18, 14 NRC 925 (198))
MARBLE HILL NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Units | & 2, Dockets STN 50546, STN
50-547, 10 CFR 2.208
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November 30, 1981, SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION UNDER 10 CFR
2206, DD-81-22, 14 NRC 1085 (1981)
MIDLAND PLANT, Units | and 2, Dockets 50-329-CP, 50-330-CP
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, December 22, 1981, PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; LBP-8163, 14
NRC 1768 (1981)
MILLSTONE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Units | and 2, Dockets 50245, 50-286 (10 CFR 2.208)
SHOW CAUSE. September 29, 1981, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206, DD-81-17, 14
NRC 784 (1981)
NORTH COAST NUCLEAR PLANT. Unit 1; Docket 30-176
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, December 7, 198], DECISION, ALAB-662, 14 NRC 1125 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, July 2, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, ALAB-648, 14 NRC M
(1981)
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OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION, Traasportation of spent fuel from, for storage at McGuire Nuclear
Station; Docket 70-2623

AMEN(:?ENT 1‘3 MATERIALS LICENSE SNM-1773; August 10, 1981, DECISION; ALAB-651,
14N 307 (7981)

PALISADES NUCLEAR POWER FACILITY, Docke: 50-255-CO
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; July 31, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-26, 14 NRC 247

(1981)

PEACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION, Units 2 sad 3; Dockets “0-277, 50-278

SP:(;ICAL no,c.:umna. September 11, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-654, 14
632 (1981)

PERRY NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, Units | & 2; Dockets 50-440-OL, 50-441-OL

OPERA~. TING LnlCENSE; April 9, 1981; MEMORANDCUM AND ORDER; Aprend o LBP-81-24, 14
C 235 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE; July 28, 1981, SPECIAL PREHEARING CONFERENCE
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER CONCERNING PARTY STATUS, MOTIONS TO DISMISS
AND TO STAY, THE ADMISSIBILITY OF CONTENTIONS, AND THE ADOPTION OF
SPECIAL DISCOVERY PROCEDURES; LBP-81-24, 14 NRC 175 (1981)

OPSIAT;NG LICENSE; September 9, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-8)-35, 14 NRC

2(1981)

OPIRA” TING LICENSE; October 2, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-42, 14 NRC 842
(1981)

OPERATING LICENEE. November 30, 1981; ORDER; LBP-81-57, 14 NRC 1037 (1981)

PILGRIM NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Unit 2; Docket 50471 CP
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT; November 16, 1981, ORDER; ALAB-656, 14 NRC 965 (1991)

POINT BEACH NUCLEAR PLANT, Units | and 2, Dockets 50-26/-OLA, 50-301-C' A
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October |, 1981, MEMORANDUM A'{D ORDER:

LBP-81-39, 14 NRC 819 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October 7, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-43, 14 NRC 848 (198))

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October 13, 198]; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-44, 14 NRC 850 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE ADMENDMENT; October 13, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-45, 14 NRC 853 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; Cctober 15, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-46, 14 NRC 862 [1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, November 5, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER;
LBP-81-55, 14 NRC 1017 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; December 21, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER,
LBP-81-62, 14 NRC 1747 (1981)

QUAD CITIES STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-254-OLA, 50-265-CLA
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; October 27, 1981; ORLER, LBP-81-53, i4 NRC 912 (1981)

RANCHO SECO NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Docket 50-312 SP
SP,BSIAL’.‘ PROCEEDING; October 7, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-635, 14 NRC

(1981)

S::.EN NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-272 OLA (Speat Fael Pool

pansion)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, July 17, 1981; DECISION, ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43 (1981)

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Unit |; Docker 50-206 (10 CFR 2.206)
OPERATING LICENSE; November 16, 198i; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206;

DD-81-19, 14 NRC 1041 (1981)

OPERATING LICENSE. November 16, 1981, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206;
DD-81-20, 14 NRC 1052 (1981)

SAN ONOFRE NUCLEAR GENERATING STATION, Units 2 and 3; Dockets 50-36] OL, 50-362 OL
OPERATING LICENSE; September 14, 1981, ORDER. LBP-81.36, 14 NRC 691 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE, December 8, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; CLI-81-33, 14 NRU

1091 (1981)

SEABROOK STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-443, 50-444 (10 CFR 2.206)

SPECIAL PROCEEDING: July 15, 1981; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-#1-14, 14 NRC 279 (198))

SHOREHAM NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-322 OL
OPEKATING LICENSE. July 7, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-31-18, 14 NRC 7]

(1981)
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SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, Units | and I Docket STN 50-498 OL, STN 50499 OL (Opersting License)
OPEIAT;NG LICENSE, October 30, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-81-54, 14 NRC
918 (1981)
SOUTH TEXAS PROJECT, Units ! and 2; Dockets STN-50-498 OL., STN-50-499 OL
OPERATING LICENSE. November 4, 1981; ORDER; CLI-81-28, 14 NRC 933 (1981)
ST. LUCIE PLANT, Unit 2, Docket 50-389A
AN.mUSY PROCEEDING, July 7, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-19, 14 NRC
(1981)
AY;‘;’;T!UST PROCEEDING; August 5, 1981 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-28, 14 NRC
(19%81)
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; August 7, 1981; DIRECTC..'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-81-15, 14 NRC 589 (1981)
M:T.IEI.UST PROCEEDING; October 2, 1961, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-8141, 14
39 (1981)
M:‘T{EIUS’T r:'ocuomo; December 11, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-81-58, 14
1167 (1981)
ANT‘TIUST PROCEEDING. December 30, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-64, 14
NRC 1803 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE; December 3, 1981, DECISION; ALAB-661, 14 NRC 1117 (1981)
SHOW CAUSE PROCEEDING; December 4, 1941, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR
2206, LBP-81-64, 14 NRC 180 (1981)
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, Unit |, Docket 50-289-SP (Restart)
SPECIAL’.P!WEENNG. August 27, 1981, PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; LBP-81-32, 14 NRC
381 (1981)
SPECIAL’:ICXTEEDING. December 14, 1981, PARTIAL INITIAL DECISION; LBP-81-59, 14 NRC
1211 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDINC, December 23, 1981; ORDER; CLI-81-34, 14 NRC 1097 (1581)
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-28% (Restart)
OPERATING LICENSE, August 13, 1981, ORDER, CLI-81-17, 14 NRC 299 (1981)
RESTART PROCEEDING; August 20, 1981, ORDER; CLI-81-19, 14 NRC 304 (1941)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, ber 17, 1981, ORDER; CLI-81-20, 14 NRC 593 (1981)
THREE MILE ISLAND NUC R STATION, Unit |, Docket 50-289, (Restart - Mu Issues)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. November 19, 1981, ORDER: ALAB-658, 14 NRC 981 (1981)
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, Unit |, Docket 50-289-SP, (Restart), (Reopened

SPECI..{ PROCEEDING; October 22, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-81-50, 14 NRC
888 (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING. December 15, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER ON
NEPA —COMPLIANCE ISSUES. LBP-81-60, 14 NRC 1724 (1981)
THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR STATION, Unit No. 2, Docket 50-320
SPECIAL PROCEEDING,; September 11, 198); MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. ALAB-654, 14
NRC 632 (1981)
TROJAN NUCLEAR PLANT; Docket 50-344 (10 CFR 2.206)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING: July 13, 1981, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-81-13, 14 NRC 275 (1981)
TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING, Units 3 and 4. Dockets 50-250-SP, 50-251.SP (Proposed
Amendments to Facility ting Licenses to Permit Steam Generator Repairs)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, August 12, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER, LBP-81-30, 14 NRC
357 (1981)
TURKEY POINT NUCLEAR GENERATING, Units 3 and 4; Dockets 50-250 SP, 50-251 SP
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November 30, 1981, DECISION, ALAB-660, 14 NRC 987 (1981)
TURKEY POINT PLANT, Unit 4, Docket 30-251, 10 CFR 2.206
OPERATING LICENSE; November 5, 1981, DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206,
DD-81-21, 14 NRC 1078 (1981)
TURKEY POINT PLANT, Units 3 & 4; Dockets 50-250, %0-251
SPECIAL PROCEEDING, November 25, 1981 ORDER; CLI-81-31, 14 NRC 959 (1981)
UCLA RESEARCH REACTOR; Docket 5-142 OL (Proposed Renewal of Facility License)
OPERATING LICENSE, August 10, 198, ORDER RELATIVE TO PARTICIPATION OF DANIEL
O HIRSCH UNDER 10 CFR 2733, LBP-81-29, 14 NRC 153 (1981)
VIRGIL C SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION, Unit 1, Docket 50-395-OL
OPERATING LICENSE; October 15, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. LBP-8147, 14 NRC
865 (1981)
OPERATING LICENSE. December 14, 1981, MEMORANDUM, AL AB-663, 14 NRC 1140 (1981)
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VIRGIL C SUMMER NUCLEAR STATION, Unit |; Docket 50-295A
ANTITRUST PROCEEDING; October 16, 198]: MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; CLI-81-26, 14
NRC 787 (198))
WATERFORD STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, Unit 3; Docket 50-382-OL
OPERATING LICENSE; October 20, 1981, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; LBP-81-48, 14 NRC
877 (1981)
WESTERN NEW YORK NUCLEAR SERVICE CENTER; Docket 50-201, Provisional Operating License
No. CSF-|
CPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, November 6, 1981 ORDER AND NOTICE OF
HEARING; CLI-81-29, 14 NRC 940 (1981)
WILLIAM B. MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION, Transportation of Speat Fuel from Oconee Nuclear
Station for Storage at; Docket 70-2623
AMENDMENT TO MATERIALS LICENSE SNM-1773; August 10, 1981, DECISION, ALAB-651,
14 NRC 307 (198))
WILLIAM B. MCGUIRE NUCLEAR STATION, Units | and 2; Dockets 30-369, 50-370
OPERATING LICENSE; July 1, 1981; MEMORANDUM AND ORDER; ALAB-647, 14 NRC 27
(1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; June 29, 1981, ORDER; CLI-81-15, 14 NRC | (1981)
SPECIAL PROCEEDING; November 3, 1980, ORDER; CLI-81-16, 14 NRC 14 (1981)
ZION NUCLEAR PLANT, Units | and 2; Dockets 50-295, 50-304 (10 CFR 2.206)
SHC ¥ CAUSE, Sepiember 29, 1981; DIRECTOR'S DECISION UNDER 10 CFR 2.206; DD-81-16, 14
NRC 781 (1981)
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