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ORDER _SETTING PAGE LIMIT FOR PROPOSED FINDINGS

The Board hereby establishes 100 double-spaced pages as the overall
limit for proposed findings on the issues remaining in controversy for
which findings have not been filed previously, i.e.: additional
crankshaft findings, cylinder block findirgs and qualified load
findings. This limitation, as applied to LILCO, includes both initial

and reply findings.

The Soard considers the County's request for a limit of 140 paces
to be greatly in excess nf the pages required. The Board 1n§15ts that
the proposed findings filed by all parties be a synthesis cons{st1ng of
tight, logical arguments, with teferences to the supporting record,
demonstrating the reasoning by which the Board should accept the

proponent's arguments and reject those of opposing parties. The-Board
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does not want, as has occurred in the past in this case, either the
extreme of verbose repetition of much of the testimony or the different
extreme of a relatively brief, but unreasoned, summary of the written
direct testimony of those witnesses supporting the proponent's position,
as if there had been almost no material oral evidence or other
witnesses. The Board believes that the 80 page limit proposed by LILCO
and the NRC Staff would have probably been adequate, but we are not
sufficiently sure to order it. Accordingly, the Board has set the limit
at 100 pages with assurance in our minds that it can be met without
sacrificing any necessary substance in the findinas. Indeed, it is the
Board's strong view that, consistent with the guidance given above, the
required adherence to this limit will improve the quality and usefulness

to the Board of the findings.

As previously established, the schedule for receipt of the proposed

findings of fact and conclusions of law is as follows:

April 4, 1985: LILCO's findings

April 15, 1985: Joint Suffolk County's and New York
State's findings

April 25, 1985: NRC Staff's findings
May 2, 1985: LILCO's reply findings .



As always in this case, the parties are required to file proposed

findings of fact and conclusions of law on issues in controversy.

10 C.F.R., § 2.754(b).

IT IS SG ORDERED.

Bethesda, Maryland
March 18, 1985
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