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Dear Sirs:

Attached is a response to your request for comment on proposed amend-
ments to the Commission's Rules of Practice. On behalf of COPIRG, I
respectfully submit them for the Commission's review and assistance

in rendering a decision on this proposal,

Nancy 3artter
Associate Director
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2ogisizn of =he Chis Public Interest Research 3Srsup with T to P 8

rancs o “he United 3tates Nuclear Regulatory Commissian Riles +f Practice, 10 &R
-

&

fsmment 3n %he poop-sed amendment Wwill canter In Shree areas, with which OPIRG
is most concirmeds OPIRG shall address the effect =f these propeossls upon the
apilisy of citizens and coyanizations % limited resources %o participate fully
and meaningfully Ln NRC licesning proceedings.

¥

JPTRG sbiects £o the proposal that the Lizensing Scard be allowed 32 nake verbal
srders 2~ written mctions. This would seriously Cest {i= the flow ¥ Lnforma-
£ian %9 those partier whicn., for lack -f rescurces, wers unatle %o 2tzend all
meetings and sessions of hearings during whizh such an srder might De issted.
Trtemvening parties are raraly Lf ever in complete agreement regarding Limpor-
~ant Lszues Ln =he nuclear licensing process, and thus the presence =f one in-
servening party, >r several, should not te Seen 25 juaranteeing x complete OF
accirate sommunication of the form and content af versal drders %o those par-
=ias not in attendance at the instant such an srder i3 siven. We nhold, there-
£.c8, that e Licensing 3card Ce required to continue <2 provide written oI«
ders in response t2 written motlons.

BIRG is alsc spposed to the elimination of racensideration by the Licensing
Soard =f prenhearing srders. Those parties who ars unacle %o afford the Tep~
resentatizn of ssurse. familiar with administrative "aw are a're at 2 ser-
{sus disadvantage in adversarial hearings. Reconsidersticn guards the anility
2f parties who may ze initially igrorant of important issues with regard 2 2
prehearing crder to raise those Lssues, t° the benefit of the quality of the
Licensing Soard's direction 2 !lcensing proceedings as wel' 2s its final judge~
Mart.

Tinally, “°IRGC would consider it 2 serious erIor Were +the Licensing Scard Chair-
man granted the power °f acting alsne in issuing substantive orders n srehearing
mar+ers. The impcrtance of prenearing matters with regard to the entire licensing
sroceeding is great indeed. It is at this =ime that contentions ars accepted, and
the race and tone 2f the hearings sremsel.ves are determined. There is no evidence
that past Licensing 3cards have reached arything near uranimity on these lssues,
s that 2 single member could provide, without requisite consulsation, the Dest
iudcement of the 3carcd 2s 2 whcala.

TETRG +hus recommends that cthe Commisszion not accept =na proposals expoirded upen
in this spinizn, in order t2 zravide the pecple »f this nation the tash quality

reguiation that is atzainacle.



