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Pursuant to Circuit Rule 28(a)(1), counsel for petitioners Nuclear
Information and Resource Service and Public Citizen (collectively, “NIRS/PC”)
make the following certificate as to parties, rulings, and related cases:

(A) Parties and Amici: The parties who have appeared in the proceedings
before the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the “Commission”) or in
this Court are as follows:

1. Louisiana Energy Services, L.P., the applicant before the
Commission, intervenor herein.

2. Nuclear Information and Resource Service, intervenor before the
Commission, petitioner herein.

3. Public Citizen, intervenor before the Commission, petitioner
herein.

4. New Mexico Environment Department, intervenor before the
Commission.

5. New Mexico Attorney General’s Office, intervenor before the
Commission.

6. The Commission appeared by its Staff counsel in the agency

proceedings and is a respondent herein.



7. The United States is a respondent herein.
(B)Rulings under review: The rulings under review are those that underlie
the license issued by the Commission on June 23, 2006, including:
1. The Commission’s decision on review of the rulings of the Board
concerning environmental issues, CLI-05-28 (Nov. 21, 2005),
2. The Commission’s decision on review of the rulings of the Board
concerning environmental impacts of disposal of depleted uranium
and on summary disposition cross-motions, CLI-06-15 (June 2,
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3. The Commission’s decision by the Board in its Final Partial Initial
Decision (Mandatory Hearing/Uncontested Issues), LBP-06-17
(June 23, 2006), and
4. The Commission’s decision on review of rulings of the Board
concerning safety-related issues, CL1-06-22 (Aug. 17, 2006).
(C)Related cases: This case has not previously come before this Court. Two
petitions for review concerning the licensing proceeding in issue are
pending before this Court under docket Nos. 06-1301 and 06-1310 and

were consolidated by order of this Court dated October 27, 2006.
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