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ORDER

Before us in this operating license proceeding is the
appeal of intervenor Citizens Concerned About Nuclear Power
(CCANP) from the Licensing Board's March 14, 1984 partial
initial decision.1 In an April 17 order, we extended the
time for the filing of the CCANP brief in support of the
appeal for a period of 60 days to June 22.2 In a June 12
order, we enlarged to 90 pages the 70-page limitation

prescribed for CCANP's appellate brief by 1C CFR 2.762(e).3

1 1BP-84-13, 19 NRC .

4 This action represented a partial grant of CCANP's
reqgquest for a 90-day extension.

3 This action represented a partial grant of CCANP's
motion for an enlargement to 145 pages cf the 70-page
limitation,
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On June 25, three days late, CCANP filed a brief 118

pages in length. Accompanying the brief was a motion asking
that, notwithstanding its tardiness and excessive length,
the brief be Iound in substantial compliance with our April
17 and June 12 orders.

Although we might be prepared to overlook the fact that |
the brief was filed a few days late, CCANP's failure to
adhere to the pége limitation established in the June 12
order is quite another matter. A brief exceeding by 28
pages that limitation can scarcely be thought even to
approach "substantial compliance" with the order.

ccordingly, CCANP's brief is rejected and the copies

received by this Board are being returned to its

representative. CCANP may file a new brief, not to exceed

90 pages, by July 135, 1984,

It is so ORDERED.
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