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3. Legal Citations Index

This index is divided into four parts and consists of alphabetical or
alphanumerical arrangements of Cases, Regulations, Statutes, and Others. These
citations are listed as given in the issuances. Changes in regulations and Statutes
may have occurred to cause changes in the number or name and/or applicability
of the citation. It is therefore important to consider the date of the issuance.

The references to cases, regulations, statutes, and others are generally
followed by phrases that show the application of the citation in the particular
issuance. These phrases are followed by the issuaace number and the full text
reference.

4. Subject Index

Subject words and/or nhrases, arranged alphabetically, indicate the issues
and subjects covered in the issuances. The subject headings are followed by
phrases that give specific information about the subizct, 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 ¢ f 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.
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CASE NAME INDEX

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER (Ruling on Applicam's Motons of March
20, 1987, for Summary Disposition of the Logal Authonty lssves and of May 22, 1987, for Leave 0
File a Reply and Interpreting Rulings Made by the Cammisnion i CL1-86 13 lnvalving the Remand
of the Realism lssue and lis Effect oo e Legal Auwthority Question), Docket No. $0-322-OL-3,
(ASLBP No. 86 540-08-OL) (Emergency Planning); LAP-§7.26, 26 NRC 201 (19¢7)

NEW YORK NUCLEAR CORPORATION
IMPORT LICENSE; ORDER: Docket No. 11003097, CLI-87-10, 26 NRC 123 (1947)
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; INITIAL DECISION; Docket Nas. 50-275-OLA, 50-323-0LA
(ASLBP No. 86 523-03-LA), LBP-87.28, 26 NRC 168 (1987)

OPERATING LICEINSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND OKDER; Docket Nos. 50-275-0LA,
SOID-0OLA; ALAB-873, 26 NRC 154 (1987)

OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER Ruling on Moton w0 Admut
Camention); Docket Nos. 50-275.0LA, S0-323-OLA (ASLBP No. $6523.03.LA), LBP-87.24, 26
NRC 159 (19%7)

PIUBRO-SALOMON, INC.
IMPORT LICENSE; ORDER; Docket No. 11002933, CLI-87-10, 26 NRC 122 (1987)
POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
REQUEST FOR ACTION; DIRECTOR'S DECISION '™NDER 10 CFR §2206 Docket No “0.284
DD-$7-13, 26 NRC 53 (1987)
SEPARATIVE WORK UNIT CORPORATION
IMPORT LICENSE; ORDER: Docket No. 11002957, CLI-87.10, 26 NRC |23 (1947)
TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, & ol

OPERATING LICENSE, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. Docka Nos 50-445-0L, 50446.0L,
ALAB-870, 26 NRC 71 (19%7)

OPERATING LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION PERMIT AMENDMENT, MEMORANDUM AND
ORDER (Brazos' Moton for & Declarmory Order) Docket Nos. 50-445.00.2, 50446012 (ASLBP
N.“ma.) Dodket No. 50-445.CPA (ASLBP No. 36 528-02.CPA), LBP-§7.27, 26 NRC 2%
(i

TRANSNUCLEAR, INC.
IMPORT LICENSE; ORDER: Docket Nos. 11003111, 11002593, CLI-§7-10, 26 NRC 123 (1947)
VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER CORPORATION
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT; DECISION: Docket No $0-271-OLA (Spex Fuel Pool
Amendment), ALAB-888, 26 NRC 13 (1947)
WESTINGHOUSE FLECTRIC CORPORATION
IMPORT LICENSE; ORDER: Docket No. |1001002; CLI-#7-10, 26 NRC 123 (1987)
WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY, &t al.

DENIAL OF PETTTION FOR RULEMAKING, Docket No. PRM 736, DPRM-87.1. 26 NRC 243

(1987)
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE NLCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Sauth Africen Uranium Hessfionoe), Docket No. 11000930, EDLOW INTERNATIONAL COMPANY
(Ompant of South African Enriched Uninium Hetafluonde), Docke No 11003931 IMPORT LICENSES,
Sepuamber 21, 1987, DECISION

The Commuission interprets §309(a) of the Comprehensive Anu-Aparheid Act of 1986, 2
USC. §5059), w (1) bar the import of urarsum ore and umnium otide, regardiess of s vended
end use and (2) permit the imporation of Sowh Afncan-ongin wramum ars and uranum oxide bat are
wansformed into uransam heasfluonde, or owher “submiantially warsformed” umawm coapounds belore
they are impaned into the United States.

The Comerussion siso concluden that wenium unports that do nok fall withun the profibison of
he Aut-Apartheid Act shauld not be barred an ather grounds. In this regard, the proposed unpons would
not be inimical (o the cammon defense and secunty of the Unued Suies ar violste U S uernatonal legal
obLgsuions with respect W Namitna.

The Cammussion directs the NRC Swalf w act on the four pending impon Lcanse applications in
L4 Cnce wilh these aonclusions

The Cammussion refuses 1o consider unimely flled submisnions. The Commission has made clear
hat partiaipants in i proceedings are expected 1o comply with applicable tme Linuis. If parties cannot act
witur the specified Ume penod, ctiensions are 10 be sought pror 10 e expiration date See Philadeiphua
Flectnc Co. Mimenck Genersung Suuon, Uniss | and 2), CLI86:5, 23 NRC 125, 126 (1986)

The Comunissicc. vonli dee st the pruper pnerpresauon of § 309(a) of the Camprehensive A
Aperthad At of 1986 is one that gives effect 1o the pat L2 gasen ~f the satute — that Congress imended
w0 bae anly uranium ore and wanium otide; the bar does not exiend 1o other forw., f wx s

The Commisnion concludes that South Afncan-ongn umnium ore or uraiem olide Ut o
wvardormed o urmum heasflvande ar vno sached ursniam hexafuonde n ather countnes Ihould not
be consmidered South A frican ursnium ore of uramium otude and s erefore nat barred fram umporauon. The
Cusioms Service and the cauru have commnanly employed & tiree-pant lest v determinng whedher & product
has beer substantially tansfarmed. They ook 10 see whether as & resull of the manufacturing processes 4
new and different article emerges, having & (1) disincuve name, (2) charscier, or (3) use that s different from
that onginally possessed by the article or maienal before being subject 10 the manuiacturing process See,
eg. 19 CFR §10.14(0) Appiying there critenia, he Cammission finds et umanium hexafluonde and
ennched urarmum herafluor.de are subsa cally ransformed urmium producis.

CLI-§7-10  EDLOW INTERNATIONAL COMPANY (Impon Licerse for Eanched Uninwm from o Counsry

Nat Specified), Docket No. 11002967, TAANSNUCLEAR, INC. (lmponrt License for Ennched Ursnium
from a Country Nt Specified), Dokt No. 11003111, WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION
(Impart License for Ennched Uranium from « Country Nat Specified), Docket No. 11001002, EDLOW IN-
TERNATIONAL COMPANY (Impon License for Nuciear Source Maiacal fraer 3 Country Nat Specified),
Docket No. 1100068, INTERNATIONAL ENERCY ASSOCIATES LTD (Import License for Enriched
Uninsum Hexafluonde frum South Afnca), Docket No. | 1003688, SEPARATIVE WORK UNIT COR-
PORATION (lmpon License for Ennched and Nawnl Uramsum from o Country Nt Speaified), Docker
Na 11202957, BRAUNKOHLE TRANSPORT, USA (mpon License for Natunl and Fanched Umnium
from a Country Nt Specified), Docket No. 1 1003204; ADVANCED NUCLEAR FUELS CORPORATION
(mpant Licerse for Natural and Eanched Uranium from 3 Country Nex Specifies ), Docket No | 1001365,
PHIBRO-SALOMON, INC. (Impant License for Natural and Ennched Uninium from South Afncas), Docke:
No. 11002933, NEW YORK NUCLEAR CORPORATION (kmport License for Eanched Uranium from
1 Country Nat Specified), Docket No. 11003097, TRANSNUCLEAR, INC. (Import License for Special
mw&.m&wxwmum;rmmu.m
1, 1987, ORDER

The Commission desermunes that since the ssues rused in Petivonen’ naguest for revocauon of
eleven exuung unnium impon licenses are identcal 1w the Wsues rasad by thase same Pettioners with
respect  four pending wanam impant Loenses, the gudance provided by the Cammusnion in s September
21, 1587 decwion oa he pending South Afncan-angn srmnium impon License applications resolves the
usues with respect o the exsung loenses See Advanced Nuclear Fuels Comp (Impon of Sowth Afrcan
Ennched Uranium Hexafluonde), CLI-87-9, 26 NRC 109, The Cammission therefore directs the NRC Swaff
0 review the exstng Lcenses and 10 wsue immediately effecuve orden 10 revoke, suspend, or modify tose
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ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING APPEAL BOARDS

for a heanng. 10 CFR. §2.714a0). S0 100, a party her than such peutioner (usually an applicant) may
appeal & bourd ruling grantng intervenuon or 3 heanng, an the wsue of whedier such request “should have
bSeen wholly deniad ™ 10 CFR §2714c)

The terms and spint of 10 CF R § 2714a(c) allow appeal boards 10 exerise discretion concerning
e neax! and demunbility of reviewing other cantenuons, once ane admissibie contenuon is faund Compare
Mississ i Power and Light Co. (Grand Gulf Nuclear Suauan, Unis | and 2), ALAB- 130, 6 AEC 420, 424,
426 2.9 (1973) (ance board found that |etitoner had at least ane admursibie contention, there was no “seed”
10 exanuae any othens) with Duguesne Light Co. (Beaver Valley Power Staiion, Unit No. 1), ALAB-109,
6§ AEC 243, 244 & n3 (1971) (in applicant’s appeal fram licensieg baurd adm of three
sppeal board found two contentions admussible and expressed no view s 10 the turd) Cf. Lowsians Power
& Light Ca. (Waterford Steam Electric Staton, Unit 3), ALAB- 125, 6 AEC 371, 373 (1972) (in intervenor's
secuon 2.714a(%) appeal from o licenning board rejecuon of hus five comentions, appeal hoard examuned
and found admussibie all five camentions )

One purpose of the hasis and specificaty requiremenis for contentions is 10 assure e heating
process i not umproperly invaked and ussues raised re appropriate for Lugstion in the particular proceed.-
ing. Phuladeiphis Electne Co (Peach Battom Alomic Power Suauon, Unit 2 and 3), ALAB-218, § AEC
13, 20.21, modified on owner grounds, CL1-74-32, § AEC 217 (1974)

10 CAR §51.104 provides generally that matiers within the scope of the National Eavironmental
Policy Act of 1969, 42 US C. §4321 [hereinafier “NEPA”), may be rased in NRC heanngs

The need for an environmental impact siatement in 3 spert fuel poal proceedis.g must be determuned
on 4 case-by-case basis. Pacific Gas and Electric Co. (Diablo Canyon Nuciear Power Plant, Unis | and 2),
CLI-86 12 24 NRC 1, 12, rev'd an other grounds sub noen. San Lus Obspo Mothers for Peace v NRC,
799 F.24 1268 (9 Cir. 1986),

An environmental assessment 8 3 cancise siatement usually prepared w “(a)id the Comymission s
campliance with NEPA when no envuonmental impect sistement i necessary * 10 CFR §51.140)

Only when the Commussion makes 3 "no tignificant hazards™ determinstion does the Calegorical
exciumon i 10 CFR. §51.22(c)(9) apply 5o as 10 preciude an environmental impact staiament.

NEPA does not require NRC considerauon of severe, beyor § denign-basys sctidents because hey
are, by definution, hughly unprobeble — (e, remote and speculative — evenis. San Luis Obispo Mothers
for Peace v. NRC, 751 F24 1247, 1301 (D.C Cir 1984), &fT°d en banc, 789 F 2 26, cen. denied, o
US. o 107 § QL 330 (1986).

To the exient that the Commission ever cansiders the envuoamental impact and nsks of a beyoud
design-basis accident, il does 30 o5 an exercise of discreton under i Intenm Policy on “Nuclear Power
Plant Accident Consider s Under the National Esvironmental Policy Act of 1969." 45 Fed. Reg 40,101
(1980) (hereinafier “NEPA Policy Ststement™]. San Luis Otwspo, 751 F 24 a1 1301

Nothing in the language of the NEPA Policy Suiament, 45 Fed Reg. 40,101, indicates that it was
miended W apply 10 4 Loense amendment proceeding

Before the NEPA Policy Sttement s even invaked, them must be same hass for mquinng an EIS
ather tan 4 claum of increased nsk from a beyond denign hesis scoident scenano.

Cantentions that sssent an EIS is required becaus of claims of increased nisk fram beyond design-
besis accident scenancs are not Lugabie —- &8 2 mater v under NEPA, and as o« matier of discretion
under the NRC's NEPA Policy Staement.

In genensi, environmental cantentions should be o. xied 10 whether the NRC staff (not an applicant)
has fulfilled is abligeuons under NEPA. See Bosion Edison Co (Pligrim Nuclear Generaung Suuon, Unut
2), ALAB-479. 7 NRC 774, 793.%4 (1978).

Canditional contentions are prohimied. Duke Power Co. (Catawbe Nuciear Satuon, Units | and 2),
ALAR-687, 16 NRC 460, 466-67 (1982), rev'd in part, CLI-83.19, 17 NRC 104] (1983).

Same enviroamenul cantentons can he farmulaied and sdmuited hefore wsuance of the relevam
mm-m,.mm,»umwmm-mwm.umm
an information requared Lo be provided in an applicant's “env | repon” (ER). Catawha, CLI-83.19,
17 NRC a1 1049

Unreviewed licensing board decisions do nat have precedential effect as 0 ssues of law Duke
Power Co. (Cherokee Nuclear Suuon, Unis |, 2, ard 3), ALAB-482, 7 NRC 979, 981 nd (197%)
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING APPEAL BOARDS

AA Licensung hoards should await the ssuance of & saff erviranmental sssessment helore deter
hat it i madequate. Cansumery Power Ca (Big Rock Pount Nuclear Past), ALAB-&)4, 13 NRC 312,
33031 (1981)

BB An ER i required for & construction permit and opemsung License, but nat for & Lcense amendmeny

. JOCFR. §451.50, 51.53. The informauan that must be included i an ER i descnbed in 10
CFR §§51.45, 5151, 51.52

> <3 The following techaical issues are discussed: Single fallure cricnon, Remdual heat removal
ysiem; Spent fuel pool cooling Geners! Dengr Catanon 61 Genenl Design Crianon 44, Acuve and
MSRIvE Componenis.

ALAB-£70 TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, & al. (Comanche Peak Sweam Elecinc Swuan, Unis
| and 2, Docket Nos. $50-445-0L, 50-446-O1; OPERATING LICENSE, Augest 27, 1987, MEMORAN.
DUM AND CRDER

A The Appeal Board derues 1 request by Tetas Utlives Electne Company (TU), lead applicant
and majonty owner of the Camanche Peas nuciear facility, for interdocutory review of & Licensing Board
discovery order. The protetive order restncts wcess 0 cerain documents sought by an ntervenar from
Tes-La Elecwric Cooperstve of Texss, Inc., 2 mino sty owner and co-applicant of the plant, 10 TU's Leensing

counsel and preciudes Loensing counsel from disclas.ng the s of the ¢ anis o any pancipals of
TU or other counsel representing TU in Lugation agan’ Tea-La
B An appeal board will exercise i discretonary audonty to direct cerufication of an interlocutory

order of a Loensuig board “anly where the ruling below either (1) threaten(s) the pany adversel; «Tected
by it with ymmediate and senous Ureparabie impact which, &2 & pracucal mauer. [caninat be alloviaied by
o later appeal or (2) affect(s] the basic structure of the proceeding in & pervasive of an unusual manner
Public Service Co. of Indians (Marbie Hill Nuciear Generating Swuon, Units | and 2), ALAB-405, § NRC
1190, 1192 (1977).

C Appeal boards have repestedly pousted out that “duscovery rulings of Loensing boards are not
promusing candidaies for the exercise of aur discretonary suthanty o review interiocutory orders © Housion
Lighung and Power Ca. (South Texas Projea, Units | and 2), ALAB-608, 12 NRC 163, 170 (1980) See
Lang Island Lighting Co. (Shoreham Nuclear Power Sution, Unit 1), ALAB. 780, 20 NRC 178, 381 (1984)

D Like & refemmal by o Lcensing board pursuant w0 10 CFR. § 273000, & petition requesung the
vostin of an appeal board's discreuonary direcied cerufication wuihonly must also be filed prompuly
afler the imeriooutory ruling ot issue i3 handed down.

ALAB-§71  COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY (Bridwood Nuciear Power Statian, Unis | and 2),
Docket Nos. $50-456.0L, 5045701 (Emergency Punming), OPERATING LICENSE, August 28, 1987,
DECISION

A On sua sponie review of « Licensing Board partial mital decision in this opemung Lcense
proceecing (LBP-87.13, 25 NRC 449 (1947)), e Appesl Board finds no error nesessiuting corest: ve
scuan and affirms e result reached by the Licensing Board

ALAB-872  GEORGIA POWER COMPANY, & al. (Vogue Electne Plam, Units | and 2), Docket
Nes. 50-424-0OL, 50-425-OL.. OPERATING LICENSE. Sepramber 15, 1987, DECISION

A On appeal by the intervenor in this apersung license proceeding from 3 portion of & Licensing
Boand decwsice. » favor of the applicants, LBP-§7.28, 24 NRC 26) (1986), and vanious inter'acutory nalings
of tat Board, the Appeal Board affirms each of the challenged rulings. The Appeal Board also denies the
mervenor's request o reopen the noord Finaly, the Appeal Board conducts 1 sua sponte review of the
remainder of LBP-§7-28 o well as the entirety of 2 second decision i spplicant’s favee, LEP 8641 9
NRC %01 (1986), as modified, ALAB-359, 25 NRC 23 (1987), and finds no ervor Ut warminis correct e
acuon.

B The Cammussion's Rules of Practice require an appellant's brief w0 idenufy clearly errom of fact
or law that are the subject of the appeal. For sach wsue sppealed, the precuse poruon of the record relied
upon i suppont of e assetion of error must be set aut 10 CFR 2762(dX1) The bael must also cuntamn
sufficient informauan and cogent argument 10 alen |ne other partiss and the appellate nhunal 10 the precise
nature of and suppon for the appellant’s claims Curoling Power & Light Co. (Shearon Huuris Nuclear Power
Plant), ALAB-843, 24 NRC 200, 204 (1986)
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The Appeal Bourd does not generally enteruain matiers that are nat fully bnefea Public Service
Eleanc and Gas Co. (Salem Nuclear Genersung Suuoa. Unit 1), ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43, 49-50 (1981),
off'd sub nom. Township of Lower Alloways Creek v. Public Service Eletnc & Gas Co, 887 F 24 732
(3d Cir. 1982). It s ne sulficient for & party merely 10 repeal & comiention and 18 purponed hesis, o 1©
reassent proposed findings or arguments and information rejected by the Licensuig Board. Cleveland Electne
Dlwranatng Co. (Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Units | and 2), ALAB-841, 24 NRC 64, 69, rex onsiderauion
densed, ALAB-844, 24 NRC 216 (1986), Long lsland Lighting Co. (Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, Unit
1), ALAB-£27, 23 NRC 9, 11 (1986).

Parues whose bnefs fad w conform o Commission requiremonts must bear the nsk of ay
shancamungs in ther bnefs.

The movant of § motion far sumymary disposition has the durden of proving the shsence of geauwne
usues of metenal fact even if the mouon s unapposed. Cleveland Elecune [luminatng Co. (Perry Nuclear
Power Plant, Units 1 and 2), ALAB-443, 6 NRC 741, 752.54 (1977)

Absent 3 sericus substanuve issue s Lo which & genwine prodiam has been demonst-aied, argumends
that could have been presented helow, but were not, will nat be enteruined on sppeal. Tennessee Valley
Authonty (Haraville Nuclear Plant, Units [A, 24, 1B, and 2B), ALAB 463, 7 NRC M|, 348 (197%)

To be admitied in & Lcensing proceeding, & contenuon must have i3 hesis st forh w th reasonable
specificity. 10 CFR 27140}

To prevaul on ¢ request o reopen & record, & movant mun show (1) s mation is Waely, (2) he
mouon sddresses & significant safety or environmental issue. and (3) & matenally different result would he
o would have heen likely hid the newly proffered evidence heen conmidered |0 CFR 2734 See also
Public Service Co. of New liampshire (Seabrock Savon, Unis | end 2), ALAB-865, 25 NRC 430, &1
(1987

The following techmcal wsves are ducussed Cumalauve effects of naosctve releases. Sesmic
design (impect of Chirleston earhquake), Construcuan quality sssunince. Groundwatler contamunauon
Uwough grouted wells; Relamliy of Limiorgue mator opersion for valves, Degradeuan of polymen used
n electnc cable insulauor: Surveillance and mamntenance program for electnc cabies.

ALAB-§73  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (Dublo Canyon Nuciear Power Plant, Units | and

2), Docket Nos. 50-275-OLA, 50-323-OLA; OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT . Seprember |8, 1987,
MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Chawrman of the Appeal Panel summarly demies, as imerlocuiory, an imervenar's appedl
from o Licenuing Board's arder mjectung s late-flled cantenuon of the iavenor in this opersting License
amendmaen procesding
10 CFR 27144 permuis an inierlocutory appeal from an order rejecting ane of more contenuons
8t the threshold anly of the effect of the rejecuan i 1 deny in i enurety 3 petlion for leave Lo iniervene
i the prceading

ALAB-#74 COMMONWEALTH EDISON COI{PANY (Bnidwood Nuciear Power Station, Unus | and 2),

mbu-uﬂgumm 50-457-OL; OPERATING LICENSE, Sepiamber 25, 1987, MEMORANDUM

The Appeal Board dismisses, on ground of mociness, mtervenom’ sppeal from the Licensing
Board's reaffirmance of s eadier danial of 4 late-filed coniention and vacates hoth Licensing Board orders
reflecung Bt rejecton

Where an appeal from a Licensing board order & dismissed on e ground that the comtroversy
anderiying the orde’ s became mook, it U eslablished pracuce W vacaie the Loenming board order. See,
ey, Bomon Edisan Co. (Plgrum Nuclear Power Sution, Unit 2), ALAB-656, 14 NRC 965 (198 1), Rochester
Gas o blertne Carp. (Sterling Power Project Nuclear Unat No. 1), ALAB-5%6, 11 NRC 367 (1980)

10
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARDS

A contention based no & hypachesized evert heyond the design hesis of Lhe plant s nol admissible
hecause the National Eavironmenial Folicy Act does not require that such an acaident he considerad

LBP-87.23  PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY (Diable Canyon Nuclear Power Plam, Uniss |

and 2), Docket Nos. S0-775-OLA, S0-323.0LA (ASLBP No 36523-03-LAj; OPERATING LICENSE
AMENDMENT; Septamber 11, 1987, INITIAL DECISION

la thes lrutal Decusian, the Licensming Board finds Intervenor 's camentons unfounded and autharizes
the issuance of the license appled for.

NRC regulauons permil shiding, Lltung, and impects of racks J umpact losding s properly quanified
and rack mouons are sulably constmned.

Froestanding spent fuel sorage racks have several advartages over anchored or draced racks. They
reduce suress 1o the pool liner coused by thermal loads fram heat generated by the spent fuel: they muy
shde, thus dismpating seismic energy, ey require no weiding for nsallation: and they can be nspecied
and replaced more umply han fized moks.

LBP-27.26 LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY (Shoreham Nuclear Power Sution, Unat 1), Dacket

No. 50-322-0L-1, (ASLBP No. $4 540.08-0L) (Emergency Planmung). OPERATING LICENSE, September
17, 1987, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The Licensing Board derves Applicant's second renewed mation for summary dupasiion of the
“legal suthonty” issues for failing o mest the requirements of 10 CFR § 2749 deries Applicant’s mauen
for leave w0 file a reply 10 Imarvenon’ answer 10 Applicant's maon for summary disposiuon fled under
§2749 for fading 0 make the necestary Uwreshald thowng reviews apphicabie law on summary disposiuon,
and vaerprets rulings made by the Commission i CLI-S6 13, 24 NRC 22 (1986), wnvolving the remand
of the realism argument a8 it panains 1o the “legal authority” issues, and the o/Tect had on the moumn for

summary dspasiuon
LBP-£7.27  TEXAS UTILITIES ELECTRIC COMPANY, & al (Comanche Peak Sieam [Llectne Swuon,

Units | and 2), Docket Nos. 50-445.0L-2, 50-446.0L-2 (ASLBP No. 79-430-06-0OL) Docket No. S0-445.
CPA (ASLBP No 86 528.02-CPA}, OPERATING LICENSE AND CONSTRUCTION PERMIT AMEND-
MENT: fepiamber 24, 1987, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

In Uus case, in which the ownen of the Comanche Peak Sweam Electrnic Swuon are locked
Ltigeuon before other cours and regulaiony Hhadies, ¢ minonty owner of the project saught & declamuon
from the Licensing Board that: (1) the nwyer for the majoniy owner shouid sarve as & lawyer for the
munonty owner, of (2) that it was entded 1o have i own lawyer in these proceedings withouwt nsk of v
Latlity for violaung s obligsuons under the Ownenship Agremnent, eniored o by all the ownens of the
project

The Licenuing Boand chase nat 0 deal with he issue & framed by he minonty owner Insiead o
dralt with s cancarn with the abligauans of parties 1o mspand 1o discovery requests The Licensing Board
saiad that all the ownen have independent respunsibilities 10 respond fully W discovery requests and Lo
keep the Board fully and accursiely nformed This means that the majonty owners, who need nak provide
caunsel 1o mnonty owners. do have an obligauon (o keep them sufficienty informed as that they may meet
e independent ahlgatans

The Licersing Boand sued that it would deal with minoniy owners' need 10 be represenied by
ATOrNeYs an 4 case by-case hass

When 3 minanty owner of 4 nuciear project is capable of hizing s own sucaney, it & not entitled
0 & declanuan et the suomey for e mujonty owner musi represent i even ageinst the will of the
suarney. The Licensing Baard dud not conmider whedher or nat the mujorty's stomey had 4 conuactual
ablgauan 10 represent the munonly owner

Multpie owners of v nuciear project have ndependant respnEbLLEs 10 see 1o e campieieness
of responses 10 ducovery requas and 1o the compieianess of the recond The majonity owner must keep
the munonty owners well-enough nformed so that ey may fulfill ther abligeuon
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DIGESTS
ISSUANCES OF DIRECTORS’ DECISIONS

B The Durector discusses (1) conusinment design philosophy end licensing requurements, (2) contain-
ment design issues rused by Dr. S H Hanaver in the early 1970s, (1) the Ohernaby| sccident, and (4) the
capability of the Plgnm cantaiment 1o wibwland & severe scadent.

DD-§7.15  CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY, &t al. (Perry Nuclear Power Plast, Units
1 and 2), Docket Nos. 50440, 50441, REQUEST FOR ACTION; Sepuammber 14, |987, DIRECTOR'S
DECISION UNDER 10 CFR §2.206

ol MV A A On November 7, 1986, Terry ). Lodge, an behalf of Sunflower Alliance, Inc. (Peutioner). subminied

> T a gl O w the US. Nuclear Regulsiory Commissir (NRC) & Mation w0 reopen the record in the Perry Nuclear |

o Power Plant opersting License proceeding and costider new canientians related to emergency nlanning or, |

N oo gy L OLS S iy sliernatively, for the Canumission 10 issue an onder 10 show cause why the facility's opersting b cense

’ USRS [ shauld not be modified or revaked an the basis of alloged offsite emergency planning deficiencies The |

: ol SR TR deficiencies niciuded the adequac) of cerain care centers thal are 1o suppon anergency plarzcg «ffams for |

T y - k the Perry faclity; the adequacy of commitmenis with schoo! districts for the provision of buses, personnel, |
3 ‘ iy ; and facilives for use dunng an emergency. and the adequacy of the Ashub s County Medical Centar for |

: T S the decontamination and weatment of exposed smergency workers On Febaurry 25, 1987, the NRC noufied

. ; 4 ¢ he Paiuaner that the Mouon would be cons doed as @ Petibon pursuant 0 10 CF R §2 206 |

' ¢ B The Directar of the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulsuon denied the Penuon hased largely upan
he evalustion of the Faderal Emergency Menagement Agency (FEMA) which eva'vated each of the aress
of emergency planning related 10 the wwsaes rased and found the sate of emergency plannung sdaquite.

C Wrten cammitments fram school distncu 10 provide facilives, pemannel, and equipment, paric-

AR ularly buses, in the event of an emergency ixc found adficient. Legally binding documents 1o determing

what resporse would e svelable in an emergency are not required Public msuwLons are 10 he aware of
the role ey may be calied upon 10 play in an emergency and W formally recognize et Likelihood.
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LEGAL CITATIONS INDEX
CASES

Cleveland Electne Muminsung Co. (Perry Nuclear Power Plant, Unsts | and 2), CLI-86-22, 24 NRC &S, #9)
ad (1986)
seape of Loensing hoard sus spante sukoaty, LUP-§7-25, 26 NRC 212410 (1947)
Commonweslth Edison Co. (Bradwood Nuclear Power Statan, Uniws | end 23, ALAR-§17, 22 NRC 470, 47
(1945)
sundard for gramt of discretionary directed cerufication of imeriocutory order. ALAB-§70, 26 NRC 73
(1987)
Consalideted Edison Co. of New York (Indian Point, Unat 3), CLI74.28, 8 A7C 7 (1974)
applicability of board sua sponie suihanty o opersung License ammndmen: proceeding ALAB- 859 26
NRC 25 (1987)
Consolidered Edison Co. of New York (Indian Pount, Uruss |, 2, and 3), CLI7S.8, 2 NRC 172, 175 (197%)
need for enforcement sction because of deficiencies in emirgency planmng, DD-87-15, 26 NRC M|
(1987)
Consalidaed Edison Co. of New York (Indian Posnt, Units 1, 2, and 33, CLI75:8, 2 NRC 173, 176 (1979)
sundard for determining whether enfarcement proceedings are DD-§7-13, 26 NRC 70 (1987)
Corsumers Power Co. (Big Rock Point Nuclear Plast), ALAB-636, 13 NRC 312, 330:31 (1981)
admussibelity of contentions based an unsvaileble Suff documents, ALAB 369, 26 YRT 34 (194T)
Consumers Power Co. (Big Rock Pott Nuclear Plant), ALAB-725, 17 NRC 562, 567 n.7, %6k n 10 (1963

legal satus of genera) design critena, sandard review plan provisins, and regulatory guides; ALAB 869
26 NRC 24 n. 13 (1987)

Consumen Power Co. (Big Rock Porst Plam), ALAB-795, 21 NRC | (1989)
sundard for appellaie s sponie review, ALAB-871, 26 NRC 79 (1987)
Corsumens Pover Co. (Midiand Plant, Uras | and 2), ALAB-123, 6 AEC 131, 345 (1973)
burden on. applicant for senior operstor’'s leanse, LBP.£7.23, 26 NRC #3 (1967)
Consumers Power Co. (Midland Plant, Uniis | snd 2), ALAB-283, 2 NRC 11, 17-18 (1979), clanified and off'd
on recontidersuon, ALAB-315, 3 NRC 101 (19°8)
urden of proof in show-cause procesdings, LBP-87-23, 26 NRC §3 (19%7)
Corming Glass Woeks v. Brennan, 417 US. 188, 201 (1974)
interpreation of wchnical ierma with clear and precise meanings i esaes; CL1 879, 26 NRC 115§
(1987
Crounse Comp v. ICC, 781 F 24 1176, 1194-95 (6 Ciz. 1986)
need for NRC w0 duplicate DOE envirnmental review, ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 138 (1987)
Dauryland Power Coopenuve (LaCrosse Bouing Waier Reactor), LBP 8258, 16 NRC §12, $19 (1982)

m;r”-m-mm-mmmuv-nzs,sncm
[}

Duke Power Co. (Catawte Nuchwar Suuon, Unis | and 2), ALAB-687, 16 NRC 460, 464 (1982), rev'd i pan,
CLI-£3-19, 17 SRC 104] (1983)
mum“mumdmmmmmm
sdmusnble contention ¥ found. ALAB-869, 26 NRC 26 (1987)
Dike Power Co. (Catawbe Nuclear Station, Uniss | and 2), ALAB- 47, 16 NRC 460, 465 67 (1982), rev'd 10
pan om othor grounds, C1J-83-19, 17 NRC 1041 (1983)
condinonal adrisnan of comenuons; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 138 (1987)
Duike Power Co. (Cherakee Nuciear Swuan, Ui 1, 2, and 3), ALAB 482, 7 NRC 979, 981 nd (1978)
mmdmm-ﬂumww.amnmnnﬂ
Duguesne Ligns Co. (Beaver Vailey Power Suter, Unit 1), ALAB- 10V, 6 AEC 243, 244 & 3 1m)
mmmmgﬁﬂmdm.umum
ddmiskible contention s found. ALAB 869, 26 NRC 27 (1987)
Eagle- Picher Indusines, Inc. v. United Suias, 11 CL CL 452 (1947
scape of protection offered by work product doctene, CLI-87-8, 26 NRC 10 (1987)
Eddlaman v NRC, 825 F.24d 46 48 (40 Cur 1987)
heai. g nghs an 2206 peutions, DD-§7-14, 26 NRC §9 (1947
mw-homm-nw,mwmnu—mm-n.mu

NRC 126 (19%7)
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LEGAL CITATICNS INDEX
CASES

Flonda Power and Ligh Co. v. Lonan, 740 US. 729 (1985)
heanng rights an 2.206 peutions; DD-§7-14, 26 NRC %0 (1987)
Grand Jury lovestigation of Ocean Transponauen, 604 F 24 672, 675 D.C Cu 1979), cent. doruad b
nom. Sea-Land Service, Inc. v United Sues, 484 US 915 (1979)
waiver of prviege through public disclosure. CLI-87-8, 26 NRC 10 (1987)
Gulf Staies Utilities Co. (River Bend Station, Unuts | and 2), ALAB-44, 6 NRC 760 (1977)
netus requirement for admusson of genenc weuas contentions, LIHP-§7.24, 26 NRC 162-63 (1987
Gulf States Ulitias Co. (River Bend Swuon, Units | and 2), LBP-75-10, | NRC 246, 48 (1979)
burden on apponent of summary disposition. LBP-§7.25, 26 NRC 212 (19%7)
Hickman v. Taylor, 320 U S 495, 510-12 (1947)
siandard for discovery of fact wark product; CLI-§7-8, 26 NRC 10 (19%7)
Hickman v. Taylor, 320 US 495, 513 (1947
sundand for discovery of opinian work product, CLI-E7-8, 26 NRC 10 (1947)
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear Genersung Suuon, Unit 1), ALAB-590, 11 NRC 542,
§47.49 (1980)
seope of board determination #t cantention admussion mage. ALAB-869, 26 NRC 24 (1947
Houston Lighting and Power Co. (South Texas Project, Usita | wsd ), ALAB-608, 12 NRC 168, 170 (1980)
discretionary interlocutory review of discovery rulings: ALAB-§70, 26 NRC 74 (1547)
Housion Lighting and Power Co. (Scuth Tesas Project, Uriis | and 2), LBP-81.54, 14 NRC 918, 922.23 & nd
(191
Commission review of Licensing boerd sua sponte desermunaiion; ALAB 863, 26 NRC 25 (1987)
Housion Lighting and Power Co. (South Texas Project, Units | and 20, LBP-84-13 19 NRC 659, 717 (1984),
aff'd an ather grounds, ALAB-799, 21 NRC 340, 33 (1985)
OlA imvolvement in licensing proceedings; LBP-£7.23, 26 NRC 85 (1947)
[linows v. NRC, $0) F.24 12, 13:14 (P Cie. 1979)
heating nghts where prior decwsion on essentally identica) legal wsues has heen nmdersd. CLI17.10, 26
NRC 126 (1987)
[linows «. NRC, 891 F.24 12, 14 O Cie. 1979)
heanng nghts an 2206 petivons; DD-87.14, 26 NRC 9 (1947)
L-',!'d-ll.“c‘()-q-mhlu-.\l—ldl).Al.Al'hl.SNlC\il.ll'I
(1976)
discreuonary imerlocutory review of duscovery ralings, ALAB-§70, 26 NRC 74 (1987)
Lang lsland Lighung Co. (Shoreham Nuclesr Power Swuon, Unit 1), ALAB-780, 20 NRC 378, 8] (1984)
discretonary interiocutory review of dscovery nilings: ALAB-§70, 26 NRC 74 (19%7)
Lang lsland Lighting Co. (Shareham Nuclear Power Sunon, Unat [), ALAB- 788, 20 NRC 1102, 1143 2. 238
(1984)
explanstion of severity Jovels of violatons: ALAB-§72, 2% NRC 142 a7 (197)
Ln?’:umc.mau-muhcmm|me.wmcnoz.nun.sss
(1984)
defiution of sctive and passive camponenis, ALAB-868, 26 NRC 23 a.12 (1947)
Lang Island Lighting Co. (Shorcham Nuclear Power Suuon, Unis 1), ALAB-£27, 23 NRC 9, 11 (1986)
content of appeliate hnefs; ALAB-£72, 26 NRC 131 (1987)
Lang lsland Lighung Co. (Shoreham Nuclear Powar Suation, Unit 1), ALAB- 861, 25 NRC 129, 134 (1947)
%ﬁ.—dwmm‘m*&l-ﬂ&umﬂ
Lang lsland Lightng Co. (Shareham Nuclear Power Sution, Unit 1), ALAB-861, 25 NRC 129, 136 (19¢7)
Ippeal doerd discrelion concermng need and desirabuity of reviewing aher comerians nce ane
sdmuss.tie consention @ found, ALAB-%69, 26 NRC 26 (1947)
Larion v. NRC, 785 F24 1088 (D C. Cir. 1986)
Staning nigha an 2206 peutions, DD-17.14, 26 NRC $9.90 (1947)
Lavisians Power and Light Co. (Waterford Steam Electnic Swuan, Usit 3), ALAB-125, 6 AEC 371, 373 (197Y)
appeal board ducreian concermang need and demiratality of reviewing aher contenbions ance one
admissible carvution 8 found, ALAB 868, 26 NRC 27 (1907
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CASES

Lovisians Power and Light Co. (Waterford Sweam Electic Swtion, Unat 3), ALAB-7S3, 1§ NRC 1321, 1141

(1983), aff'g sua sponte LBP-§3-27, 17 NRC 949 (1983)
public role in production and disseminabon of energency nionnatian brochure, ALAB-§71, 26 NRC 79
(1987)

Mezropolitan Edison Co. (Three Mile lsland Nuclear Sution, Unit 1), ALAB-#97, 16 NRC 1265, 1274 (1982
public role in production and disseminatian of emergency informatan Srochure, ALAB 871, 26 NRC 79
(1987)

Meurapolin Edison Co. (Theee Mile lsland Nuciear Sution, Unit 1), ALAB-T72, 19 NRC 1193, 124¢ (1984)
mdm!mMWimMmhddmmm
LBP-§7-23, 26 NRC 84 (19%7)

Mooy aliun Edisan Co. (Three Mile lsland Nuclear Sution, Unit 1), ALAB-29\, 20 NRC 1579, 1582 (1984)
sandand for greot of discreuonary directed ceruficauon of interlocutory arder, ALAB-§70, 26 NRC 73
(1987)

Mevopolian Edisan Co. (Three Mile laland Nucles- Sution, Unit 1), CLI-E2-31, 16 NRC 1236, 122829

(1982)

Uemring board sutharity 10 impose civil penalties; CLI87.7, 26 NRC 3 a7 (1067)

Mewrpulitan Edison Co. (Three Mile lsiand Nuclear Swation, Unit 1), CLI-ES-8, 21 NRC 1111, 1114 (198%)
tmaiment of issues ruised for first time on sppeal. ALAB-872, 26 'VRC 150 n.130 (1687)

Meuopolian Edisan Co. v. Peaple Agains Nuclear Energy, 460 U S, 744 (198))

Uugability of prychological sress in NRC pncsedings; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 132 .15 (1987)
HﬂwuthWMMM.Uml-i!).Md”JAIC‘Z!.Cu.
426 09 (1973)

sppeal board discretion concerning need and desirabulity of reviewing ather contensians ance one

sdmissible contention i found, ALAB-869, 26 NKC 27 (1947)

Mischel v. General Electnc Co., 689 F.24 77 (b Cir. 1982
risk 10 pany’s from insdequately briefed sues an appeal, ALAB-§72 26 NRC 131 (1987)

In re Murphy, 560 F.24 326, 134 (3 Ciz. 197D)
sanderd for discovery of fact wark product, CLI-87.8, 26 NAC 10 (194M

In re Murphy, 560 F 24 326, 336 (8 Ciz. 197T)
wuwumumm-n4.umxo(xm

NLRB v. Harvey, 349 F 24 900 (4h Cir 1965)
“dm».wmm-mm-na.amcmm
umdpﬂmuudﬁydum‘omm-n-lunc20(1".’)

P?:;?-MNM&.MCunMMMMIu!).AlAl”lnN‘lt‘,u‘
{
scope of prowctive arders; ALAB-£70, 26 NRC 7% 1947)

P-?::,OT’::MC‘MCmNMMMMIul?).M-M!l.\'lC'.w.
(1983
m."d-mmmwmamm(mn

M&“M&.M%MMMMI“2),&.!-“!124.\1Cl.21.

m'd.*.ﬂﬂ_hwwmuhvNIC.MPJ“:UMCU 19%6)
w«-ur-m-.-mmw;m-w.uncanuﬂ

%WM&MMMMMWI-‘!).llllﬂx.a.\'lcm.
mdmh—q-*hwdm:whd”
expansian proceedings; ALAB- 869, 26 NRC 33 230 (1987)

WMCQMMMMIMaMﬂS.xWN.nOn%
uum'm—uom,m.-nm,m-tnxncmrm.')

. M&wmmthuln‘b.AW-ll’.b,\lcul.O‘Lm

(1985), aff"d in pant and review declined, CLI-86-5, 23 NRC 125 (1986)
mhmmdwﬁpmm;mm.xwxnnnn
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LEGAL CITATIONS INDEX
CASES

Philadelphia Electric Co. (Limenck Generatng Swuon, Units | and 2), ALAB-828, 23 NRC 13, 17 (1986), W,

ALAB-§M, 23 NRC 263, 266 .10 (1¥86)
cnitena 1o be setafiod by issves rused for fimst wme an sppeal: ALAS-872, 26 NRC 150 0,129 (1987)

Phruladelphia Electnc Co (Limenck Genersung Suaan, Usits | and 2), ALAB- 85, 24 NRC 220, 23031
(1986)

b and spenificaty requirements for sdmussion of comientions; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 134 (1987)

Philadelptua Electne Co (Limenck Genersung Satuon, Usiw | and 2), CLI46S, 23 NRC 125, 126 (1986)

resporsility of partes w request exiensions of ume for flings: CLI-87.9, 28 NRC 112 nd (1947)

Philadelphis Blectne Co. (Limenck Genersting Sauon, Units | and 2), DD-35.11, 22 NRC 149, 154 (1945)

Sasis and specficiy required of petiions under; DD-87-12, 26 NRC £1 (1947)
Philadelphis Electne Co. (Limenck Generating Suatan, Unis | and 2), LBP-85.14, 21 NRC 1219, 1273 (1985)
purpose of writien comautments f i amergency responss providers, DD-£7.15, 26 NRC 23/ (1947)
\ Ebctne Co. (Peach Botiom Alomic Power Suton, Uit 2 and 3), ALAB-216, 8 AEC 13, 20-2]
(1974
basis and specificity requirements for sdmussion of contentions; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 134 (1957)
liugability of challenges o regulatians; LBP.§7.24, 26 NRC 162 (1987)
parpose of basis and spea ficity requirements for admission of contentons. ALAB-869, 26 NRC 27 (1947
Porer County Chapiar of thhe lzask Walton League of Amencs, Inc. v. NRC, &6 F 21 136 D C Cu 1979)
heanng nghis an 2.206 pettions; DD-£7. 14, 26 NRC 9 (1987

Porter Caunty Chapter of the lzaak Walion League of Amenca, Ine. v NRC, 606 F 24 1363, 1369

L. Cis. 1979)
heaning nghta where pnar decusion on essenually identical lege! ssues has been rendered: CLI-87.10, 26
NRC 126 (19%7)

Public Service Co. of Indians (Marble Hill Nuclear Genersting Station, Unias | and 2), ALAB-40S, § NRC

1190, 1192 (1977
wmhmdMMMJm“M-ﬂaunCﬂ
Q

Mnnm” Co. of New Hampshire (Seabrock Swuon, Uniu | and 2), ALAB-271, | NRC 478, 482 82

{1
petiton for directed cerufication of prawective order, ALAB-170, 26 NRC 73 (1947)
Public Service Co. of New Hampahure (Seabrock Suuan, Uniu | and 2), ALAB- 762, 19 NRC 565, 568 (1984),
ALAB-139, 24 NRC 45, 49.50 (1986
u-“:nhmdmmm“dmmm-muncn
(
Public Service Co. of New Hampshare (Seabroak Swuon, Ui | and 2), ALAB- 845, 25 NRC 430, 441 (1987)
eriens for mations Vi reopen; ALAB 872, 26 NRC 150 (1987)
Public Service Co. of New Hampahire (Sesbroak Suuan, Umw | and 2), CLI-77-8, § NRC $03, $16.17 (1977)
scope of Loensing board sua spante suthonty, LBP-§7.25, 26 NRC 212 210 (1987

Public Service Electoe and Gas Co. (Salem Nuclear Genensting Swtion, Unit 1), ALAB-630, 14 NRC 43, 49.50
(1981), off'd sub nom. Township of Lower Allowsys Creek v. Public Service Electnc & Gus Co, 687 F 24
732 (34 Cir. 1982

coment of sppellate briefs; ALAB-§72, 2 NIC 131 (1987)

Public Service Electnc and Gas Co. (Salem Nuclear Genemaung Saton, Unt 1), ALAB-650, 14 NRC 43, 62-6)
n29 (1961), off"d sub nam. Townshup of Lower Alloways Cresk v Public Service Elecune and Cas Co, 847
F.24 732 (34 Cie. 1942)

need for NRC conmdensuon of beyand-dengn-baus scoidents; ALAB-869 26 NRC 1| (1987)

Rocheswer Gas and Electne Corp. (Stesling Power Project Nuclear Unut No. 1), ALAB 596, 11 NRC 867 (1980)

vacation of Licenming board orders rejecting comtention 1t it moot, ALAB-874, 26 NRC 158 (1987

San Law Otaspo Maothers for Peace v. NRC, 751 F 24 1287 (DC Cur 1984), 4f'¢ on hanc, 789 F 24 26

(1946), cen. denied, 000 U.S 000, 107 § Cu 130 (1986)
liugabuity of beyond-dengn-basis scadents; LBP 724 26 NRC 166 (1987)
need for conmderstion of severe accidenys for spent fuel poal eapansian, ALAB 869, 26 NRC 30 (1987)
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San Luis Obspo Mothers for Peace v. NRC, 799 F 24 1268 (90 Cur 1986
sdmusnbliy of wienuon poastulaung loss of coolant scoident [r rerscked spon fuel pool, LBP 8724,
26 NRC 161 (1987)
South Carcling Electnie and Car Co. (Vg C Sumener Nuclear Swauon, Uit 1), ALAB.10, |7 NRC 25,
2627 (1983)
sdequacy of USOS wformauon an Ovirieston eanhquake as basis for reopening & meced. ALAR 372, 26
NRC 137 (1967)
South Carcling Electric and Gas Co. (Virgil C. Swrumer Nuclear Swation, Usat 1), LBP-73.11, 6 AEC 213, 218,
225, modified and aff'd, ALAB-| 14, 6 AEC 253 (1973)
ares (et would be encampessed by future Quadiesion-type eanhquake: ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 136 (1947
Springfield Industnes Corp. v. United Suaies, 663 F. Supp. 128 (1987)
interpretatian of Anti-Apartheid Act, CLJ-X7-9, 26 NRC 114 (1987)
Swsement of Policy an Conduct of Licensing Proceedings, CLI-81-8, 13 NRC 452, 453 (1681)
deadlines for peritions for direcied certfication; ALAB 870, 26 NRC 76 (1947)
Swiement of Pudey an Conduct of Licensing Proceedings, CLI-81-8, 13 NRC 452, 457 (198])
purpose of summary dspositan; LBP-§7.25, 26 NRC 2)2 (1947)
Tennessee Valley Authonty (Hamsville Nuclear Plant, Uniis 1A, 2A, 1B, and 2B), ALAB-461, 7 NRC 341, 344
97y
westment of issues mused for fiml e an appesl. ALAB-£72, 26 NRC 133 (1947
Teiss Instraments, Ine. v. United Suses, 681 F24 778 (CCPA 1982)
st for detarmining whether & product has been substantially transformed. CLI-§7-9, 26 NRC 119 (19%7)
Teass Ulillitien Electie Co. (Camanche Peak Swam Electne Suuan, Unst 1), ALAB-S68, 25 NRC 912, 91617
(1947
sdmussibility of & comention in amended form; ALAB-$68, 26 NRC 27 n 2] (1987)
Teras Uniliies Genersung Co. (Camanche Peak Sicam Electne Swation, Uniws | and 2), ALAB- 5%, 12 NRC |
(1980)
sandard for inedoouiory appeal. ALAB-173, 26 NRC 155 (19%7)
Teras Utillitios Genersting Co. (Comanche Posk Sicam Elecwic Suauon, Uniss | and 2), CLJ 4124, 14 NRC
614,615 (1981)
Mmm” m 0 set forh i deermunalion on Bus sponie feview in 4 sepersie order. ALAB 468 26
{1
Toledo Edison Co (Devis- Besse Nuclear Fower Swation, Unit 1), DD-86-17, 24 NRC 753 (1984)
svaiiability of emergency workem in light of anion awoluian; DD-§7.15, 26 NRC 239 (147)
Tomaguon Co v. United Suwes, 764 F 24 156 Fed Ciz 1985)
vt for desermuning whether & product has been substantially wansformed, C11.87.9, 26 NRC 119 (1947
Unian Electne Co. (Callaway Plant, Unit 1), ALAB-740, |8 NRC 343, 346 (1983)
burdan o apponents of summary disposition mations; ALAB 872, 26 NRC 14) (1987)
Union Elsowic Co. (Callawsy Plant, Uniis | and 2), ALAB-152, 4 NRC 371, 1% (1976)
forum for challenging regulations; DD-§7.12, 26 NRC 30 (1987)
Unsroyal Ine. v. United Uiastes, 42 F Supp. 1026 (L L'l Trade 1982), &1"d, 702 F 24 1022 (Fed. Cir 1983)
test for devermining whether + product has been subsuntally transformed. CLI-87-8, 26 NRC 119 (1947)
w-’avumh-.cncv-—uumnnmxmm.xmn
{1
Hugabuity of beyond-design-bass sccidens: LBP-17.24, 26 NRC 162 (1987)
Wm{‘”nm.umc‘wnmmmwxun.mw.n.\xm.asa
burden on opponent o summary disposiion, LBP-§7.25, 26 NRC 212 (1947)
v-.:-”n—umc.mmm-a-uulunmm.x"mm.mu
(1
deadlines for petiions for & | ted ceruficanon, ALAB 170, 26 NRC 76 (1947)
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G e it e .

10 CFR. 2714a(d)
exception o rule prohubiung interlocutony appeal of intervenuon ruling; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 26 (1987)
10 CFR. 2714a(c)
appealabulity of demal of admission of other contentions on finding of sdmissibility of smended
coatention, ALAB-369, 26 NRC 27 n21 (1987)
basis for appeal of intervention order; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 19 (1987)

exception 10 rule prohibiting imterlocutory appeal of utervemtion ruling, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 26 (1947)
0 CFR. 271®

contention requirement for intervention; ALAB-869, 26 NRC M (1987)
10 CFR. 2717

»

s e

termination of jurisdiction of a presiding officer, LBP.87.22, 26 NRC 42 a1 (1987)
10 CFR. 2718e)
exiension of ume for answer ‘o mauon for swrmary disposiuion; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 204 (1987)
10 CFR 2718()
pecton for directed cemification of protective order; ALAB-877, 26 NRC 73, 76 (1987)
10 CFR. 273N
excepuon 1o proscripuon aguinst intedocutory appeals; ALAB-8. o, 26 NRC 76 (1987)
prohibition agsinst intedocutory appeals; ALAB-870, 26 NRC 76 (1987)
10 CFR. 2732
u&onqdpuadin.dﬂc.\omMlpmymmuuwahcnnapphcmhuw
burden of proof: LBP-87-23, 26 NRC 83 (1947)
burden on applicant for semice operator's license; LBP-§7-23, 26 NRC 83 (1947)
10 CFR. 2734
criteria for motions w reopen; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 150 (1987)
10 CFP. 274000)2)
dmm!«WMmymmmw-ﬂ-l. 26 NRC 11
(1987)
scope of prowection offered by work product doctrine; C11-87.8, 26 NRC 10 (1987)
10 CFR. 27400¢c)
scope of protecuve orders; ALAB-870, 26 NRC 75 (1987)
10 CFR. 2749
derual of summary disposition of legal suthonty wsves. LBP.£7.25, 26 NRC 202 (1987)
10 CFR. 274%G)
replics 10 answers 10 foe y disp LBP.§7.25, 26 NRC 20304 (1987)
replies 1o summary disposition motans; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 133 (1957)
10 CFR. 274%d)
burden an propanent of summary disposiion, LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 209 (1987)
sandard for summary disposition; ALAB-£72, 26 NRC 132 (1987)
10 CFR. 2754()
penalty for intervenor’s fuilure 1o file proposed findings of fact; CLI-§7-7, 26 NRC 2 (1987)
10 CFR. 2760
scope of board sua sponie authonty; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 25 (1987)
10 CFR. 27€20)
ippealability of initial decisions; ALAB-§73, 26 NRC 155 (1987)
10 CFR, 2762(d)X1)
content of appellate boefs; ALAB-£72, 26 NRC 131 (1987)
wreatment of improperly baefed appeals; ALAB-* 2, 26 NRC 145 (1987)
10 CFR. 2764
scope of Commission immediate effectuvenes: review; C11-87.7, 26 NRC 2 4 (1987
10 CFR. 2764(N2)GH)
nght of perties lo file comments dunng . mmission effectiveness review; C11-87.7, 26 NRC 2 nl
(1987

"

INGIERESPYT T U R S SN 5 2




LEGAL CITATIONS INDEX
RECULATIONS

10 CFR. 2784
effect of Cammission immediate effectiveness canclusions on pending appeals: CL1-87.7, 26 NRC 3 n§
(1987)
10 CFR. 2780
propoety of NRC Staff conference call wath utility officials; LBP-87.23, 26 NRC 85 (19%7)
10 CFR. 2, Subpant L
burden of proof in thow-cause proceedings; LBP-87-23, 16 NRC %3 (1957)
10 CFR. Pan 2, Appendix C, 1l
explanztion of severity levels of violatons; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 142 a73 (1587)
10 CFR. 5044
NRC position on inerting cantainme. ., DD-87-14, 26 NRC 100 (1987)
10 CFR. S .470)
basic for NRC findings on sdequacy of emergency plans; DD-87.15, 26 NRC 235 (1937)
10 CFR. S0.47GX!)
st dard for accepance of utility sponsored emergency plan; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 223 (1987)
10 CFR. 50.47aX2)
responsibility for evaluation of offsite emergency preparedness; DD-87-13, 26 NRC 58 (1987)
10 CFR. 504%%¢)
licensing standards in light of emergency planning deficiencies; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 213 (19%7)
10 CFR. 5049
sdoquacy of environmental qualification of mator opersiars for valves, ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 149 (19%7)
10 C.FR. $0.57’
findings ary ‘or of full-power openting license, CLI-87.7, 26 NRC 2, 4 (19%7)
10 CFR. Pant 50, Appendix A a2
defintion of actve and passive components; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 23 .12 (1987)
10 CFR. Par 50, Appendiz A, Definitions and Exp'snatons
defimtion of active and passive componaxs; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 20, 23 n12 (1987)
10 CFR. Pan S0, Appendiz A, GDC 44
applicability 10 spert fuel pools, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 23 (1987)
10 CFR. fan 5C, Appendix A, GDC 61
spplicability of single-failure critenon (o spent fuel pools; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 22-23 (1987)
10 CFR. Pant S0, Appendix A, V1, GDC 61, 62
compliance of Diablo Canyon spemt fuel pools wath; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 178 (1987)
10 CFR. Pat 50, Appendix B
dequacy of constn quality 1or Vogue plant; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 138 (1987)
10 CFR Pn 51
need for Commission consideration of beyond-design-basis accidents; ALAB-$69, 26 NRC 27.28 (1987)
10 CFR. S1.144)
purpose of environmental assessment, ALAB-889, 26 NRC 29 225 (1987)
10 CFR. 5120
need for EIS for spent fuel poal amendment; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 28, 30 (1957)
10 CFR. 51.200a)(¢)
potential for groundwater comtamuraton through grouted wells; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 134 (19%7)
10 CFR. 7. .22(cX9)
need for EIS when Cammission makes “no significant hazards” determination; ALAB-$569, 26 NRC 29,
30 (1987)
10 CFR 51.34Gax1)
potential far groundwater contamunation through grouted wells; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 134 (1987)
10 CFR. 5145
infarmation 0 be ircluded in env al repors; ALAB-389, 26 NRC 34 n 21 (1987)
10 CFR. 5150
need for an environmental report for 4 license amendment application; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 3 a3l
(1987
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10 C.FR. 51.51 .
information 10 be included in env I reporis; ALAB-868, 26 NRC 34 n3l (1987)
4 10 CFR. 5152
information W be included in environmendal repors; ALAB-869, 26 NRC M adl (1987)
10 CFR. 51.53
need for an environmental report for 2 license smendment applicaton, ALAB 869, 26 NRC 34 n 3|
(1987
10 CFR. §1.104
Ltigability of need for EIS an spent fuel pool expansion: AL AB-869, 26 NRC 28 (1987)
: 10 CFR. Pant 5§
v certification by utility that senior resctor operstor has met lLicense requirements; LBP 37.23, 26 NRC 82
I (1987)
|

10 CFR. 55.10GXY)
{ need for opersior license applicant 1o request that test he admumistered. [BP-97.23, 26 NRC £3 (1987)
! 10 CFR. 55.10aX6)
' ems that must be submutted as part of senior of license appl LBP-87-23, 26 NRC 33
(1987)
proof of & senior operator’s qualificavons; LBP-87.23, 26 NRC 82, 84 (1987)
10 CFR. $5.11(%)

tesung requirements for seruor opersior license; LBP-87.23, 6 NRC (1987)
10 CFR. 5531(ax4)

applicability of, retroscuvely; LBP-87-23, 26 NRC 83 n.] (19%87)
10 CFR. Pan 71

of GE-700 shipping cask with; DD-87.12, 26 NRC 47 (1987)

10 CFR. 71.41

use of scs'ing lests or mmilitude 10 evalusle shipping casks; DD-§7.12, 26 NRC 48 a5 (1987)
10 CFR. 71.51(a), I. 71

safety wd design sundards for GE-700 shipping casks for radioacuve matenals, DD-87.12, 26 NRC 47

(198

I0OCFR. 17T

wadent conditons for which a shupping cask mumt he assessed; DD-§7.12, 26 NRC 47 (19%7)
3 sequence of puncture and fire wests for shipping casks, DD-§7-12, 26 NRC 50 (1987
: use of scala-model specimens W evaluste shippng cask designs; DD-§7.12, 26 NRC 47 a2 (1987)
i 10 CFR. 71.101
quality assurance standards for GE-700 shipping casks; DD-87.12, 26 NRC 47 (1987)
: 10 CFR. Pant 72

limitations an dry cask sorage of fuels; LBP-87-25, 26 NRC 185 (19%7)
10 CFR. Pant 73, Appendia B

minumum visien sundards for secunty pemannel; DPRM-87.3, 26 NRC 24447 (1987)
10 CFR. 100.106)(3)

potential for groundwaier conlamunation Uwough grouted wells; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 134 (198%7)
10 CFR. Pant 100, Appendix A, ITI(g)

defimuon of a capable fauit; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC (35 a5 (1987)
19 CFR. 10.140)

test for determiming whether & product has been substantally formed; CLI-37-9, 26 NRC 119

(1987)

19 CFR. 13410
1 change in country of angin for substantally wansformed impors; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 119 (1987)
19 CFR. 13411
p country-of ongn marking required on wmpoats; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 118-19 (1987)
: 31 CFR. S48

responsiblity for imerpreting Asti-Aparhaid Act; CL1-87-9, 26 NRC (20 (198%7)
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need for wurst-case analysis of spent fuel pool remcking LBP-87-24, 26 NRC

44 CFR. 150
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ACCIDENTS

he yond - desi gn - basis LBP-%7 59 (198
hernobyl, reievance ensing L3 4 6 NRC & UR7
dengn-basis, choswce of, DD-87.14, 26 NRC § %
severe, capability of Plgnm contaswment 1o witdwiand, | §7.14, 25 NRC §7 (19%
severe, contudersuon of, ALAB- 868 26 NR( 3 97
ACTIVE COMPONENT
defiuon of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (198
Al DICATORY BOARDS
scope of sua spante review authonty, ALAB 8469 26 NR ) "
See also Appeal Boards scensung Boards
AGREEMENT
See letiers of Agreemen
AMENDMENT
See Opersung license Amendment Applicavons oenaung License An &ne Proceedings
AMERICAN RED CROSS
e 8 sheliere » =4 D8 1, 26 \R vi
A Al BOARDS
3 el ¥ ning need & 1. ~ wing o F s '
z s fo ALAB 168 Nk T >
APPEALS o -
smissal on mootness grounds, ALAB 874 £ NR 4 Of ;
W ser peralon & ense 3P -8 6 NRC § % .
reatment of issues offered for he Fmt ume on, ALABS 26 NR( 4 .
aune { unbnefed ssva an, ALAB A7) 6 NK 4 N :
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COMPETENCE
See Management Canpetence
CONTAINMENTS
design philosophy and licmsing requirements; DD-87.14, 26 NRC £7 (1987)
inerting, NRC position onz DD-27-14, 26 NRC §7 (19%7)
Mack [, abality w0 respond 0 design-bats scoidents; DD-87-14, 26 NRC 37 (19%7)
CONTAMINATION
groundwater, through grouted wells; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)

asserung need for EIS because of claims of increased nsk from beyond-design-basis accident scenancs,
liugability of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987), LBP-87-24, 26 NRC 159 (1987,
basis and specificity requirements for sdmussion of, ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
conditional admission of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC i3 (1987); ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
environmental, appropriste focus of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
formulation and admission of, pnor 10 issuance of relevant Swff dyocumenus; ALAB-865, 26 NRC (3
(1937)
late-filed, interlocutory sppeals of las-filed cortenuons: ALAB-§73, 26 NRC 154 (19%7)
on generic ssues, nexus requirement for admisability of, LBP-§7-24, 26 NRC 159 (19%7)
purpose of basis and specificity requirements for, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
scope of licensing board review o determune sdmussiblity of; ALAB-868, 26 NRC 12 (194&7)
COOLANT
See Loss of Coolant
DECISIONS
licensing board, unreviewed, precedential efect of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC |3 (1987)
DECONTAMINATION
of exposed emergency workers, adequacy of means for, DD-§7.15, 26 NRC 233 (1987)
DEFICIENCIES
emergency planning, need for enforcament action for; DD-87.13, 26 NRC 53 (1987), DD-87-15, 26
NRC 233 (19%7)
DEFINTTIONS
acuve and passive components, ALAB-868 26 NRC 13 (1987)
environmental assessmert; ALAPR-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
sningle fadure ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)
DESIGN
containment; DD-87.14, 26 NRC §7 (1987)
See also Sesmic Design
DIRECTED CERTIFICATION
deadline for filing petitions for, ALAB-870, 26 NRC 71 (1987)
of lcensing board imerlocutory order, standard for gramt of; ALAB-870, 26 NRC 7] (1987)
DISCOVERY
responsitalities of multiple ownen of 3 nuclear project 1o see 0 completeness of responses 1o;
LBP-87-27, 26 NRC 228 (1987)
DISCOVERY RULINGS
discretionary interiocutory review of, ALAB-870, 26 NRC 71 (19%7)
EARTHQUAKES
Charleston, impact on seismic design of Vogue plani; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1947
velocity and “ splacement of speni fuel pool racks during; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 168 (1987)
EFFECTIVENESS

See lmmedute Effectiveness Review

ELECTRIC CABLES
polymer degradauaon in insulation; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
surveillance and unce progam for, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
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SUBJECT INDEX

HARASSMENT
of quality assunnce inspectors; C11-87-7, % NRC 1 (1987)
HEARING RIGHTS
on 2.206 petiions, DD-87-14, 26 NRC %7 (19%7)
HEARINGS
matters under NEPA that may be nused in; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
HEAT REMOVAL
Sve Residual Heat Removal Sysiem
IMMEDIATE EFFECTIVENESS REVIEW
scope of, CLI-$7-7, 26 NRC 1| (1987)
IMPORT LICENSES
South Afncan—ongin uranium; CLJ-87-9, 26 NRC 109 (1987), CLI-87.10, 26 NRC 123 (1987)
substantial trensformation doctrine; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (1987)
IMPORTS
of uranium ore and unaiwm oude, effect of Comprehensive Anti-Aparthed Act on; CLI-87-8, 26 NRC
109 (1987); CLI-87-10, 26 NRC 12X (1987)
INTERVENTION
appellate review of rulings on; ALAB-868, 26 NRC 13 (19¢7)
JUKISDICTION
of presihing clficer in proceeding challenging NRC derual of semior operator license, LBP-87..5, 26
NRC 81 (1987)
over coniention quesuaning financial gualifications of proposed new owners of nuclear power plant
LBP-§7-22, 26 NRC 4] (1986)
LETTERS OF AGREEMENT
with bus companies for emergency evacustion, need for, DD-87-13, 26 NRC 53 (19%7)
LICENSING BOARDS
suthonity 1 impose avil penalues; C11-87.7, 26 NRC | (1987)
resporsibility to set forth s findings on sus sponie review in 4 sepanie order; ALAB-269, 26 NRC 13
(1987)
scope of review at contention sdmission stage; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
LOSS OF COOLANT
in spent fuel pool, consec wmces of, LBP-§7-24, 26 NRC 159 (1987)
MANAGEMENT COMPFTENCE
sdequacy of, o operate Plgnm facility, DD-27-14, 26 NRC 87 (1987)
MOOTNESS
dismissal of appeal on grounds of, ALAB 274, 26 NRC 156 (1987)
NAMIBIA
impont of uranium ore and umnium oide from; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (1987)
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT
bass for requinng an EIS; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
considersuon of severe sccidents: ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
definivon of environmental msessment; ALAB-349, 26 NRC 13 [1987)
matters that may be rased in NRC heanings; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)
need for environmental impact sulement in spent fuel pool proceeding; ALAB.869, 26 NRC 13 (1987
ﬁmdmmmmmmm determunauon; ALAB-869, 26 NRC
13 (1987)
NO SIGNIFICANT HAZARDS DETERMINATION
preclusion of EIS by, ALAB-369, 26 NRC 13 (1937)
NOTIFICATION
of emergency workers, effect of early school dismissal on; DD-87.13, 26 NRC 53 (1987)
NRC STAFF

burden in proceeding challenping denial of senior operator license; LBP-87.23, 26 NRC 81 (1987)




SUBJECT INDEX

responsibility 0 inform boards and parties when ils review is nat complete, ALAB-$69, 26 NRC 11
(1987)
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
health and safety responsibilives; CLI-87.7, 26 NRC | (1987)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT APPLICATION
need for environmental report for, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT PROCEEDINGS
spplicability of NEPA Policy Sutement to; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1567
PARASTATAL ORGCANIZATIONS
bar on umnium imports fram; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (1987); CLI1-87.10, 26 NRC 123 (1947)
PASSIVE COMPONENTS
definiion of; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
PENALTIES
See Civil Penalues
POLICY STATEMENTS
consideraion of severe sccidenis; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987
NEPA, spplicability 1o license amendment proceedings; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)
POLYMER DEGRADATION
in slectnc cable insulation; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (19%7)
PRECEDENTIAL EFFECT
of unreviewed licensing board decisions; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
PRESIDING OFFICER
suthority 0 determine that 3 panty ower tan applicant has the burden of proof, LBP-87.23, 26 NRC
81 (1987)
Junsdiction of, in proceeding challenging NRC denial of semuw operstor license: [ BP-87.23, 26 NRC
81 (1987)
PRIVILEGE
asseruon of, by a subpoensed witness priar 0 westimony, CLI-87-8, 26 NRC 6 (1987)
PROBABILISTIC RISK ASSESSMENT
type of acaidents studied iy DD-87-14, 26 NRC 87 (1987)
PROTECTIVE ORDERS
scope of covenage of; ALAB-870, 26 NRC 71 (1987)
PSYCHOLOGICAL STRESS
Ltigabulity of, in NRC proceedings; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
QUALIFICATIONS
See Financual Qualificatons
QUALITY ASSURANCE
construction, st Vogtle plant, adegquacy of, ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
QUALITY ASSURANCE INSPECTORS
hansssment of, CLI-87.7, 26 NRC 1 (1987)
RADIOACTIVE RELEASES
cumulative effects of, Al AB-$72, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
REACTOR OPERATOR LICENSE
tppeal of denial of, [BP-§7.23, 26 NRC $1 (1987)
scope of informatian requested ‘or licensing. LBP-87.23, 26 NRC 81 (1987)
RED CROSS
See Amencan Red Cross
REGULATIONS
definition of mingle falure; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
defimtions of acuve and pastive components; ALAB-869 26 NRC 13 (1987)
foram for challenging. DD-87-12, 26 NRC 45 (1987)
methods of compliance wih; ALAB-369, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
See also Rules of Practcs
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s REGULATORY GUIDES
oy legal satus of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC |3 (1987)
*e. | REOPENING A RECORD
% test for, ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 127 (1947)
1 REPRESENTATION
1 by minonty owners by majority owners' attorneys; LBP-87.27, 26 NRC 228 (1987)
i RES JUDICATA
| application of in NRC voceedings; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
& RESIDUAL HEAT REMOVAL SYSTEM
A i use of for spent fuel pool cooling. ALAB-868, 26 NRC |3 (1987)
o 3 e ot TR s A % REVIEW, APPELLATE
S " = . o % | of intervention rulings; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
% 143 - L0527 ) i REVIEW, INTERLOCUTORY
5 T34 ; _ ” 1 discretionery, of discovery mulings; ALAB-$70, 26 NRC 71 (19%7)
: e { : Y i 3 REVIEW, SUA SPONTE
4 ¢ T appellate practice where no appeals have been filed; ALAB-871, 26 NRC 78 (1957)
: - 5 ) licensing boand responability 10 set forth its findings i & separate orser, ALAB-$69, 26 NRC 13
4 (1987)
e et RN RISK
=S P 21" . 2! 3 1o schooichildren in vicinity of Indian Point facility, DD-87-13, 26 NRC 53 (1987)
o e T Y WA T P S A =71kl See aiso Probabilistic Risk Assessment
e T A D Ry : RULES OF PRACTICE
i 2 e T A appeal board discretion concerning need and desinbility of reviewing aher contentions once one
¥ . S NN i admissible contention is found; ALAB-369, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)
L it A | appellate review of intervention rulings, ALAB-369, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
o e Tl ¥ sttt M 1 spplication of doctrines of repose; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
2%, g L T 2E T o A assertion of privilege by 1 subpoenaed witness prior 1o testumony; CLI-87-8, 26 NR™ 6 (19%7)
A T S TS A e T Y itlomey v presentation of minority owners; LBP.87.27, 26 NRC 228 (1987)
S gr L Sy Fus N T e ¥ Pz @irai M Sass and specificity requirements for comtentions; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 127 (i.87)
- i d 5 P st burden of proof in challenging denial of senior openator's license; LBP-87.20, 26 NRC #1 (1957)
= ; e R A O e : vurden on movant for summary disposition; ALAB-§72, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
e ¥ e " . L \ challenges 10 commussion ~egulations; DD-87-12, 26 NRC 45 (1987)
A, S0 AT Ko Y ) g AN 2 | conditional admission of contentions; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
FET oy S - Sy LT ! content of appellate bnefs; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
3 ¥ oo kY deadline for filing petitions for directed cerufication; ALAB-870, 26 NRC 71 (1987)
st . TR A U Sde | dismissal of appeal an mootness grounds; ALAB-874, 26 NRC 156 (19%87)
‘ O e T e e effect of OLA resolution of charges relative 10 license application an schedule of 4 licensing proveeding;
R Pk L A Y gk S N S ] LBP-87-23, 26 NRC §1 (1987

excepuon 0 rule prohibiung interlocutory appeals. ALAB-369, 26 NRC 13 (1987)

exiensions of ume; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (1987)

nteriocutory sppeal of rejection of late-fled contentions; ALAB-£73, 26 NRC 184 (1987)

junsdiction of presiding officer in proceeding challenging NRC demual of senior opersior license,
LBP-§7.23, 26 NRC 1 (1987)

precedential effect of unreviewed licensing board decisions; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)

parpose of hasis and specificity requireients for comtertions; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 11 (1987)

responsitulities of multiple owners of 4 nuclear projat 10 see 10 completeness of responses W discovery
requests; LIBP-87.27, 26 NRC 228 (1987)

resporsibulities of NRC Suff, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)

M7 :nmdmmdbom g boird mterloculory order; ALAB-870, 26 NRC

1{
iest for reopening & record, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
westment of unbriefed issues on appeal. ALAB V72, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
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emergency
URANIUM
effect of Camprehensive Anti-Apantheid Act on importation of, CLI-87-9, 26 NRC 109 (1947),

SUBJECT INDEX

SCHEDULING
licensing proceeding, effect of OlA resalutan of charges relatve 10 License applcation on; LBP-§7.23,

26 NRC 81 (1987

SECURITY PERSONN'L

physical qualificatio s for; DPRM-87-3, 26 NRC 243 (19%7)

SEISMIC DESIGN
impact of Charle on earthquake; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
SHELTERING

guidelines for school buldings; DD-87-13, 26 NRC 53 (1987)

SHIPPING CASKS

test analysis of; DD-87-12, 26 NRC 45 (1987)

puncture
SHOW-CAUSE PROCEEDINGS
basis and specifiaty requirements for imitiation of; DD-87-12, 26 NRC 45 (1987)
SINGLE-FAILURE CRITERION

applicability 10 spent fuel pools; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
definition of, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)

SOUTH AFRICA
import of uranium ore and vranm otide from; CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (1987)
SPENT FUEL POOL COOLING
use of residual heat removal system for, ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (19%7)
SPENT FUEL POOL PROCEEDING

need for EIS in; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)

SPENT FUTL POOLS
applicacilty of single-failure critenion to; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)
consequeances of loss of coolamt in; LBP-§7.24, 26 NRC 159 (1787)

freestanding racks in; LBP-87-25, 26 NRC 168 (1987)
high-density remcking of, LBP-87.24, 26 NRC 159 (1987)

shiding ulung and impact of racks in; LBP-87.25, 26 NRC 168 (15\7)
SIANDARD REVIEW PLAN

legal satus of; ALAB-869, 26 NRC 13 (1987)

SUA SPONTE ISSUES

scope of Ucensing board review of; ALAB-869, 26 NRU 13 (1987)
SUBPOENAS

denual of mation 10 quash; CLI-87-8, 26 NRC 6 (1987)
NRC authont) ‘o issue; CLI-87.8, 26 NRC 6 (1987)

SUMMARY DISPOSITION

burden on movarw far, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)

burden on propotent and opponents of, LBP-87.26, 26 NRC 201 (1987)
failure 0 respord! with evidentiary material 10 4 mation for, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1%8%)
of legal authority issues, denial of: LBP.87-26, 26 NRC 201 (1987)

showing necessary for replies o answers 1o; LBP-87-26, 26 NRC 201 (1987)

requirements for senuor operator License: LBP-87- X3, 26 NRC §] (1987)
TRAINING

CLI-87-10, 26 NRC 123 (1987)

URANIUM HEXAFLUORIDE

importauon of, CLI-87.9, 26 NRC 109 (198%7)

41

preparednes for schools; DD-87-13, 26 NRC 53 (1647)
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SUBJECT INDEX

VALVES
reliability of Limitorque motor operstors for, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
VIOLATIONS

seventy levels of, ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
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FACILITY INDEX

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER STATION, Docket No 50-271.0LA (Spent Fue Pool
Amendment)
OPERATING LICENSE AMENDMENT, July 21, 1987, DECISION ALAB:869. 26 NRC 13 (1987)
YVOGTLE ELECTRIC GENERATING PLANT, Unis | and 2, Docket Nos. 50-424.01, 50-425-OL
OPERATING LICENSE: September 15, 1987, DECISION; ALAB-872, 26 NRC 127 (1987)
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