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Cear Sirs:

Attached is a response to your request for comment on proposed amend-
ments to the Commission's Rules of Practice. On behalf of OPIRG, I

respectfully submit them for the Conr.ission's review and assistance
in rendering a decision on this proposal.

Sincerely,
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Nancy 3artter
Associate Director
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7:sition f the Cht: Public Interest Research 3rcup with regard to proposed amend-
t

rents to the United States Muclear F.egulatory Commission Fedes of Practice,10 CTR |
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On the proposed arendrents will conter en three areas, with which CP:RGC:mment
is most concr.ed. . CP RG shall address the effect of these proposals upon the
ability Of citizens end Organi:stions of lbited resources to partkipate fully
and mesnhgfully in NRC licesning proceedings. :

*

CP~RG Objects to the propesal that the ti:ensing Scard be allowed to make verbal i
Orders en written ecti:ns. This weuld seriously restrict the flew Of informa-

!ti:n to these parties which, for lack of resources, were unable to attend all
meetings and sessi:ns of hearings during which such an order might be issued.
Intervening parties are rarely 15 ever in complete agreement regarding L.-per- |tant issues in the nuclear licensing process, and thus the presence of :ne b- i
tervening par"/, or several, should not be seen as guaranteebg a complete or
accurate cer:munication of the form and 0:ntent Of verbal orders to these par- i

ties net in attendance at the instant such an Order is given. We hold, there- '

fere, that t 'e *icensbg Scard be required to continue to provide written er- +

ders in respoese to written retiens.
fCF3G is alse Oppesed to the eliminati0n Of recensideration by the Licensing

Scard Of prehearing Orders. These parties who are unable to afford the rep-'

resentati:n of counsel familiar with administrative '.aw are already at a ser- '

icus disadvantage in adversarial hearings. F.ecensiderati0n guards the , ability !

of parties who may be initially ignorant of bpertant issues with regard to a
prehearing Order to raise those issues, to the tenefit of the qua.lity of the

>
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iicensing 3 card's direction o' licensing proceedings as weU as its final judge-
ment.
Finally, 'C~RG uculd consider it a serious error were the Licensing Scard Chair- ;

man granted the power ef acting alone in issuing substantive Orders en prehearing
;

The bpertance of prehearing matters with regard to the entire licensing
!mattern.

preceading is great indeed. It is at this tire that contentions are accepted, and*here is no evidencethe pace and tone Of the hearings themselves are decermined.
past Licensing Scards have reached anything near unanimity on these issues,that

se that a single member c:uld provide, without requisite censultati:n, the best
judgetent Of the 3 card as a whale.
OP~RG thus recommends that :he Commissi:n not accept the propesals expeunded upcn
in this Op hi:n, in Order to provide the people :f this nati:n the best quality ,

,

regulsti:n that is attainable. ,
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