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% , , , , o# February 18, 1983

OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY

MEMORANDUM FOR: Herzel H. E. Plaine, Genera Counsel

Chilk, Secretar'
[FROM: Samuel J.
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SUBJECT: STAFF REQUIREMENTS - AFFISMhTION/ DISCUSSION
AND VOTE, 4 : 00 P.M. , THURSDhY , FEBRUARY 17, 1983,
COMMISSIONERS' CONFERENCE ROOM, D.C. OFFICE
(OPEN TO PUBLIC ATTENDANCE)

I. SECY-82-480 - REVIEW OF ALAB-691 (IN THE MATTER OF CONSUMERS
POWER COMPANY)

The Commission, by a vote of 4-l* (Commissioner Gilincky
disapproving) decided not to review ALAB-691.

The Commission, by a vote of 3-2** (Commissioners Gilinsky
and Roberts disapproving) also approved a Statement of the
Commission regarding the appearance of misconduct in the
Midland proceeding.

Commissioner Gilinsky would have taken review of the Appeal
Board decision. Conmissioner Roberts disapprc,ved issuance
of the proposed Statement, but concurs in the decision not
to take review.

(Subsequently, on February 18, 1983, the Secretary of the
Commission signed the Statement of the Commission.)

*Section 201 of the Energy Reorganization Act, 42 U.S.C. E5841,
provides that action of the Commission shall be determined by a
" majority vote of the members present." Commissioner Roberts was
not present when this item was affirmed, but had previously
indicated he would vote with the majority. Had Commissioner
Roberts been present, he would have affirmed his prior vote.
Accordingly, the formal vote of the Commission was 3-1 in favor
of the decision.
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II. SECY-83-35 - UCS OBJECTION TO EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS IN
TMI-l PROCEEDING

The Commission, by a vote of 4-l*** (Commissioner Gilinsky
disapproving) approved an Order denying a UCS motion
objecting to alleged ex parte communications between the
staff and the Commission in the TMI-l proceeding.

(Subsequently, on February 18, 1983, the Secretary of the
Commission signed the Order.)
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***Section 201 of the Energy Reorganization Act, 42 U.S.C. E5841,
provides that actions of the Commission shall be determined by a
" majority vote of the members present." Commissioner Roberts was
not present when this item was affirmed, but had previously
indicated that he would disapprove. Had Commissioner Roberts
been present, he would have affirmed his prior vote. Accordingly,
the formal vote of the Commission was 3-1 in favor of the decision.


