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concluded that Petiticners did not establish a basis to find hat
the license renewal application contained material false
statements, although omission of SX sandwell and MPB subfloor
process monitoring data from the application was an apparent
violation of 10 CFR § 40.9, for vhich the Staff expects to issue an
NOV. The Staff alsc concluded that despite SFC’'s compliance
record, the extreme sanction of revocation is not warranted and
that the enforcement actions taken by the Staff were appropriate.
The Staff also concluded that a formal adjudicatory proceeding is
not justified because safety issues identified by Petitioners are
peing adequately addressed by staff actions and SFC’s responses
thereto. Moreover, Petitioners may address the same safety issues
in the pending renewal proceeding in which Petitioners have been
permitted to intervene. Finally, a February 28, 1992, request by
Petitioners for preparation of an Environmental Impact Statenment
before authorization to restart was denied on March 5, 1991, based
largely on 10 CFR § 51.10(4).
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