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Name Case No.

Mullis Petroleum Co ........................................................................................................................................................................... RF321–20635
Read’s Service Station ....................................................................................................................................................................... RF300–21680
Richland Parish .................................................................................................................................................................................. RF272–85808
Roosevelt County ............................................................................................................................................................................... RF272–85784
Town of Manlius ................................................................................................................................................................................. RF272–85818
Tri-Gas & Oil Co., Inc ......................................................................................................................................................................... RF321–20657
Venable, Baetjer, and Howard, LLP ................................................................................................................................................... VFA–0028

Copies of the full text of these
decisions and orders are available in the
Public Reference Room of the Office of
Hearings and Appeals, Room 1E–234,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20585,
Monday through Friday, between the
hours of 1:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m., except
federal holidays. They are also available
in Energy Management: Federal Energy
Guidelines, a commercially published
loose leaf reporter system.

Dated: April 27, 1995.
George B. Breznay,
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals.
[FR Doc. 95–10900 Filed 5–2–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

Office of Hearings and Appeals

Issuance of Decisions and Orders
During the Week of March 27 Through
March 31, 1995

During the week of March 27 through
March 31, 1995 the decisions and orders
summarized below were issued with
respect to appeals and applications for
other relief filed with the Office of
Hearings and Appeals of the Department
of Energy. The following summary also
contains a list of submissions that were
dismissed by the Office of Hearings and
Appeals.

Appeals
David K. Hackett, 3/31/95, VFA–0032

David K. Hackett filed an Appeal from
a determination issued by the Oak Ridge
Operations Office (Oak Ridge) of the
Department of Energy. In its
determination, Oak Ridge stated that it
was providing all documents responsive
to the Appellant’s November 6, 1994
request under the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) which were in
the possession of Oak Ridge. In his
Appeal, the Appellant challenged the
adequacy of Oak Ridge’s search. The
DOE found that some confusion had
arisen because the Appellant had
submitted three partially overlapping
FOIA requests, and because three
different DOE offices had been assigned
to respond to the request at issue in this
Appeal. In its Decision and Order, the
DOE explained which offices were

responsible for responding to each
request and how the request at issue in
this particular case had been divided
among these offices. The DOE
concluded that there may be responsive
documents that were not identified in
the initial search and that some factual
issues needed clarification.
Accordingly, the DOE granted the
Appeal and remanded the matter to Oak
Ridge for further action.
J. Eileen Price, 3/27/95 VFA–0031

J. Eileen Price filed an Appeal from a
determination issued to her by the
Western Area Power Administration
(WAPA) of the Department of Energy.
The determination partially denied a
Request for Information which Ms. Price
submitted under the Freedom of
Information Act. Ms. Price requested
copies of all appraisal information in
her personnel file, including any
unofficial documents, notes and files
which pertained to her or her
employment in WAPA’s Loveland Area
Office beginning in October 1992. In its
determination, the WAPA provided Ms.
Price various documents responsive to
her Freedom of Information Act
Request. However, Ms. Price, in her
Appeal, argued that further responsive
documents must exist, since she had
knowledge regarding the existence of
several documents which WAPA failed
to provide to her in its response. During
its consideration of the Appeal, the DOE
was notified by WAPA that it had
discovered several documents which
might be responsive to Ms. Price’s FOIA
Request. Consequently, the DOE granted
the Appeal and remanded the matter to
WAPA for a determination on the newly
discovered documents.
Mid-Missouri Nuclear Weapons Freeze,

Inc., 3/27/95 VFA–0029
Mid-Missouri Nuclear Weapons

Freeze, Inc. (MNWF) filed an Appeal
from a denial issued to it by the FOIA/
Privacy Act Division of the Department
of Energy and a partial denial issued to
it by the Office of Nuclear Energy (DOE/
NE) of a Request for Information which
it had submitted under the Freedom of
Information Act. In considering the
Appeal, the DOE found that the Oak
Ridge Operations Office and the Office
of Nuclear Energy had conducted

searches reasonably calculated to find
the requested information, and that all
responsive documents had been
released to MNWF. The DOE also found
that MNWF had erred in believing that
the Oak Ridge Operations Office was
withholding subcontractor records. The
Appeal was therefore denied.

Physicians for Social Responsibility,
Inc., 3/29/95 VFA–0030

Physicians for Social Responsibility,
Inc. (PSR) filed an Appeal from a denial
issued to it by FOIA/Privacy Act
Division of the Department of Energy
and a partial denial issued to it by the
Office of Nuclear Energy (DOE/NE) of a
Request for Information which it had
submitted under the Freedom of
Information Act. In considering the
Appeal, the DOE found that the Oak
Ridge Operations Office and the Office
of Nuclear Energy had conducted
searches reasonably calculated to find
the requested information, and that all
responsive documents had been
released to PSR. The DOE also found
that PSR had erred in believing that the
Oak Ridge Operations Office was
withholding subcontractor records. The
Appeal was therefore denied.

Personnel Security Hearing

Rocky Flats Field Office, 3/27/95, VSO–
0008

A Hearing Officer from the Office of
Hearings and Appeals issued an
Opinion regarding the eligibility of an
individual to maintain a level ‘‘Q’’
access authorization under the
provisions of 10 CFR part 710. The
individual was alleged to have an
illness or mental condition (difficulty in
controlling his temper) of a nature that
in the opinion of a board-certified
psychiatrist causes, or may cause, a
significant defect in his judgment or
reliability. The individual was also
alleged to abuse alcohol. On January 25,
1995, an evidentiary hearing was
conducted in which a DOE-sponsored
psychiatrist and the individual testified,
along with other relevant witnesses.
After carefully examining the record of
the proceeding, the Hearing Officer
determined that the psychiatrist had
based his diagnosis in part upon
incorrect information. In addition, there


