FTBDANE LR $ 2 BB HAT dir o FIR AR

N
LSOV PR BESE AL 3 35 B R AR T DR A iy ——

O K

(%} 2016 4F- 10 H 27 H)

L & C & (Z

T A ) A O L ANV EBEEY RSSO A ML, BRI v v v T
> (Yucca Mountain) ([ZH5E L7z b O 0, Gl BAEDS AR S L7z, gD & FHmRIR %
TOMICBIELRR DD Y, BHELSRENIC T RVE =BTy B~ 7 v OFEZRGH % HT
DEMEES (NRC) IZHFEL TS, BOERCRRICZ AL F—EIL, BEHRAFHREZ
D FIF7z,

ZORER, NRCIZEHGFFOHEETHEFILT 5T LI L7225, &L VI EBESED %
—IERE L T A Hiak %82 5 A ¥ Y # (Aiken County) (%, NRC \Zxt L CHRFFFATHE
e BT 2BMBHITHIRE BATT 5 L O Ko TERHUPNCBB BT SR (In re Aiken
County) %L 7",

WeBBHIT4IKY (55 75T Mandamus) 1L, 1TBUT AT S 9 OWED 2 W IZEES D -
WA, HHWIE, AMEH - RETE L C0AEAICTEENEBOFITE2MmEIMICH L 23
DTHbB, ZOfalE, 2O EFKIZ, FREOZY 4714 L) IERRLHEFOBIE,S
S, BFEFERE L TEEHATOBRENFFEICREVRIIFErPH L, ok b, PR
EROBREPLHMSND Z 25, FHPTL, MHOFEE - FRILICEEZIT).

INFETOFHBFOHTREE - TELMBPITHREITO-MM L EMHFL LT, OFREIC
HFE SN DAY 2 TR T w2 &, @QBEICHAZEEY 2 TSN IT 2w
Y. @EEHICHIC R RECME) 23S FES R n S b Tl 557,

KETIY FTA2HRIE, BEPERFEIS L TUELTELRS LEVIZS bbb
T FTBUIENEE BT L 2 UE e S e wvdy, S510, ENEREIBIE SN %

1) Inre Aiken County et al., 725 F.3d 255 (D.C. Cir. 2013).

2) HAIZBT2WEHEPTTIRIE, BEREEHORAQICE; T 2 EREE S 5 TEO 12T, K
T DR BTG 2 O DO RMD S > TEM L %0 o 723056, EDRENICE0FiEx i
MO a4 % il U CHUT HIBRISEIT SE A HMAD Z & 25T,

3) Carol R. Miaskoff, Note, Judicial Review of Agency Delay and Inaction Under Section 706 (1)
of the Administrative Procedure Act, 55 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 635, 636-42 (1987).
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BIEATOMIRDFZE SN TB Y, ATEDMIS»OHHEIZ L) Z DR % EFTE RWES,
[ROFE] DPRBDO SN DEDPVFFI %572,

AR, @ L ANVRGHEBEEY L5 O 2 O o T, BBHITAIRDIEIT E V) Tk
W&, BEREBOBITICLE LR TEN LW TITBUI RN 2 KO 2/ 802 0T 5

IL SULANIVEHEEEMLY S E D C HEB~AFDOEX - BR

1. NWPA O] DEELR

BEREREIC T A —EOAILUIKRD E BY TH 5,

19824F A BEFEM B e (Nuclear Waste Policy Act © BLF, NWPA)* Tit, NRC iz =%
V=B O REEBTORFEEZIHL THh S 3EDNICET O TG4 g L iUz o %k
Vo 20084FE 6 H 3 HIZT AV F—413 NRC IZEZAT 2 HEE L2720, NRC Ok
2011456 H3 HiZ% %o L22L, 20104E 3 H 3 HIZ Tk )V F— AL o H 5 % 1L
DT, 20104F 6 A29H 1T )% 4 - PRl ZH4 (ASLB) (EHLY) TUF % 320 7 ki
M L7z0 201149 H 9 HIZNRC IEFEE T x 13 2 Jug %17\, [F4E9 H30H 12 ASLB
ECOPRETBREL (72720, ASLB OFFIHHOE E).

ASLB i3, NRC WEBO#&F % ik § 5L A TH D, THRIVF—EIZ L HEZBATOH
O TP %Ko TNRC WEBTH AL, O IITEERET L ICRE S 1Lb ASLB
IAF SN B Z L%k o720 ASLB 13, FTEEHHE 3 AT SN, BEAFHECHEEON
TES B S0 AP O —RIVEX T O B TH %,

ASLB TZANVF—EORY) FIF %D R WERIS—EIZ T 5725 DD, ASLB Ok
&, NRCEE S#HDOLERTRYHETIENTESL, LHL, NRCEEWR, Yva~<y
T UANORIGICE L CEAAEN, BEEOZB R EREERE OB O201 14 I2HEET
Bl ko P % £ L7z,

bord, NRCZEZBDOLHRIZ LY HFEFHAFILITIIE L7225, ASLB OFRIZOWT
FIERZBE L OREZIT-> T, £072%, NRC OFELE TR ERIC ASLB A%
NRC D P5E % BT 5 &\ ) Ffit B8 E 2 IREEIZ R 572, 3o & 3, NRC ZHIZ ASLB ®
BRI 7 B 720, NRC O Tl I gsE I IE S A S 2 & SR E bR T,

4) Pub. L. No. 97-425, §§ 112—114 (1983) (codified as amended at 42 U.S.C. §§ 10132—10134).
5) Bret Kupfer, Note: Agency Discretion and Statutory Mandates in a Time of Inadequate Funding:
An Alternative to In re Aiken County, 46 Conn. L. Rev. 331, 345-346 (2013).
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2. YuhvYLT L EETEOWE
NRC 1%, 20094E IR AT OFEA129,9100 FAVDBLEIC R L EREL ) LWz,
COFEDPHRE SN, 20104EE2,9000 Fv, 20114EE1,0004 KV, 20124EE DIz ¥ o
LRSI S TV o 7o AFRBIIRE S NS T, FEREELEL TFEOMN
107D 1 THAH1I,1I0H FVIZh > Tz ZO1L,110H Fvik, BRORERBEEDOTET

H%o

IANF=BIZBITAYV v~ T VBETHED, 200845 39 T/ Fv, 20094F %
28 F8HH NIV, 20104EF 159 F 7 I/ Kb, 20114EE1,00077 RV, 201 14EE LI
¥ kBRI S hTvo 72,

3. AHRBAORE

20104E AR & 6] LIRSS, T AV F—E OREFETHFER ) T4 2k an e $aie L
7zo LA L, BHPHE, FREAPSERFICIE NRC WTHREORY) TIFICET 2/ A5 N Tw i
Molzld, HrgRREE L TR AT L2,

Z D%, NRC OfEmmasth7zZ & 205, 20114E12, & L SOVIGHEBESEY & — RS 3 %
A Nz LM R EAY, NRCICH L CHEETHRE2HRT A L koo v
U7 e I DX [ X A SR B AT L 32 3R L 726

COFAOHPE, 2013 FEETHETY v A~y v VAETESRE s T iah ozl k
Mo, FEGHFVPEEARTHL L LT, —RHIICHEEL PRI L (ZORHIFRZET Tldk
Molz)e BFHATE LT, VEROBRAHRL LM T2 LICL0TH S,

bold, FHPTL VEFICBW TR IZBT 2 HEOHIES NWPA OEIE L
W22 ENR SNV BIE, BAITNWPA DAEM R T FICh D70, MEIITESIRE S
T3 DRSS % & bib_Twr’,

1. AE2013FH)R

FiJE, MLERFIZBWTHZ 2B ERALONT, £/, 2013FETHEPHEL 2 LD
FELASFER S, BEHIFTIE, 20134F 8 HI3H IS HIT IR F4T L 720

6) 1Id., at 343-344.

7) RECENT CASE: Administrative Law - Mandamus - D.C. Circuit Compels Nuclear Regulatory
Commission to Follow Statutory Mandate. - In re Aiken County, 725 F.3d 255 (D.C. Cir. 2013),
reh’g en banc denied, No. 11-1271, 2013 U.S.App. LEXIS 22003 (D.C. Cir. Oct. 28, 2013), 127
Harv. L. Rev. 1033, 1033-1035 (2014).
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1. ZEER (H1N/ —HAE)

oz, 2% 1 CREUBOER SN, FEERIE, UToLB)Tho,

NRC i, NWPA [ZBWTNRC IZZH LB HiFEZZR L 20 E % 5% (“shall
consider”) 75, TEARZHANCETTELVWETREL TV, EEERIE, 4112, NWPA
? NRC |23 2 B MKRA D TH Y, 1,110 FVOBRELNHBEBITICH0 % ETH
% k7Y

$212, FEERIE, 201 ELBICESDSFEERS L kb o 72 2 & D TFhife koI
X bRVERRT, ZOBEMEE LT, #ESELITLITEBEIC (step by step) TH &k
THIEDRHALAZ L EDHIT YTy FidTay s bFEICE-TEBY, HAERE
FHTE R CEMEETEL LTPERT—VENT VWD, 2070, TF— L SN FHEH
BLEIIE U BRI TEARIET 5 2 055 L0EKTH L,

%312, NRCIZIRMICTFEELORARD R V20, HEOEBIIFREIRICH D &
TR LA, BIEERI, TBAHRE OB L BIR I8 2 R LR & BT L
BN EEEMRSLONT CARBT I LR, FROMERE BEICEAT 2 L I1RD
Lk, NRC OEIEZ D L h o 72,

PAETSRIE, BHEOERICLEL PHOBEER AN b ISER ORI Eke3, Ui
DAL Db DNHEROERTH 2 & L7 BEFHOMEIEISEEIC R 2 2 L o,
I PHBURF A B ORI 2400 NS TH ), FEETFHOPIHIATEA B 2 5 L
72 T hbLESOERAER LR LI mETH L,

85412, NRCIX, Y v =7 v T Y OREHLIEITERBEBHED H & v o 7 BORER
AEECTEDEESNWPA ICBWCTH D L ER L7, HEFRIE, FTHUF & THEHOB
FOR—BDTE S I ATEORF D BT % AT B BANCIE 2 & v LR L 727

DX H1Z, NRC DBEHETHOTWH L NWPA EIZ 72 5720, BBHIITHRIFITEN
720

2. HEBR (> FLI7HHEE)
F v PV 7IFRAEE, WBEPITSIROBITICIREET 55, BEHPITHIRPMER OFZE -
FEICRKES KM, F5F% - WEOBEPOHENLLDOTHL00, FEOFFEBERIID

8) In re Aiken County., supra note 1, at 257.
9) Id., at 259.
10) 1Id., at 261-262.
11) Id., at 267. 2?37, FEERIGEREELORMEOHERICE L LTS, fMilERIE X

DEBEIHLHRIIERIRETHY), COBFENOFREAEL LT 5, 1d., at 260-264.
12) 1d., at 266-267.
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WTEDFHMICERTRETHLEHEERZBRNTWD, & ICHERERTIE, 4o
NRC ZHEMUOTED TR ETICV v ATV TF VDA T AT - F v v — %575
1 LN EABICh s EER SN TV,

3. RMER (H—-7> FHHE)

—Zr FEAER, BOTERE LT, MBEPITH R [BELHGE] Tho0, £
DFATIIZEEIZ R LRI TH L EBNTWE, H—F 2 Fi, oCanry E7HHIXKK
0] X PR B BT AN IR 20 A L & FRO 72356 C & AMBHITHIROBIT R IO HE 21718
L7722 eh3d 2 L, FHFA BRI L 2179 FREBITIRETE AV E FiR
L7

=7 v FERWEL, BEOTHEREE (1,1105 FV) THIT2a L7z& L TH NRC 235
ERHFOBEEICBOT [HEHRGER] 2352 TEF, [FIHTRELZEEIZEY 2H 5
BE, MBBITSROBITIE, BERICHLT, FORVEHELOBEO—Hx by, 5%
DOBEXHEMIRTLOMLLILEEDLL W] Liki/z, LT, BERETFOERL
MEBRIBIT I NG EMNE, FIEIVHRIT2 2 & TR, [TBAYHITAZ & THD,
WEETREFHETHY, FTHHOPREL =M T 2RET LI EI2E o7 bkwn] &

L7
IV. AHEBHATERETOMNEY

BHBITAREELET EOREPRE2 IR L TRAFSNLZ E00, AT OHES I
ICRE [RERRE] ThoIEDVBED 1 DTh b, FEMRHESVTHIFS 20
T, FERTIE, 72k ZITHIORIECTEE RO IS & 5 BB EIT 4 RS 51T S Nzt
HORBLNEAERLC, RHFTHILCE 2L Ebha",

AUOFEEE R, TBESM A GER T 256103510, BBEITas 2 E4T 5
LH0 L SHESIICHT BIERACERAM Lz, BEERIE, T FRHINISRS OBER
A LZ7S, [T AR & 0 Bl SN/ Ef A 8T 2 2 L 2 RT3 ] L
5 [HEY ] (CFEOREDHR SN LR, [EHEE BT 2B OHEROH
B & S TR E L CIRA

13) 1d., at 267 (Randolph, J., concurring).

14) 1d., at 268-270 (Garland, J., dissenting).

15) 7z & 21, Power v. Barnhart, 292 F.3d 781, 784 (D.C. Cir. 2002); In re Medicare Reimbursement
Litig., 414 F.3d 7, 10 (D.C. Cir. 2005); Banks v. Office of the Senate Sergeant-at-Arms & Door-
keeper of the U.S. Senate, 471 F.3d 1341, 1349-1350 (D.C. Cir. 2006).
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FDHZT, FEERL TEEPERMICTERGSZERT 2560258 L, ROBH
TRIFIZZDRMEDFHU L v E IR Lce ORKHEIZ, EEE BT 2EHGSIIHED 2
LRI T LMD ML LR 2 A3 55, NWPA O S7NEETH S L OFRITR SN
iroic. @QKFMEIE, REAMIH L TESEZIITTL 2 L2 BORAVTFEREEZFE TS
B, ATEUFIE, 1TBUFE ST 558G 2 B#ETE v,

FO0, FEEERE, AMPEEEGNCE o TERZE®RGVZ D, TR SR
SOFBIIHEO [HELOWR] 2BHT 2221045 LR LR,

L2 L, BBHITHIRET BT 2 FHPTE, EEROF DR % 2 72 A IERIEFRD
BEPSHW L 21U 53, RERERISHET 2 0B 0% BT 4 1II3FED I
HIL CHEBZIT)RNETH L. TD2, BELO=MGIFIIZE K L 2R MHGUE, I
%%’%%ﬁﬁwﬁ@ﬂﬁ%ﬁfé%éb%ﬂ#%%o

INFECTOFABFOERN S, WMBHITHS WAL L 72K BR O B0 5, L
»L, 7L ZINSORBREMSRImI-INDE LT %) BB HAT S IROFATIZ, FHProk
BB TRE G, Jhu, WMBIITHSIC L 28050 TRE Jawbnam%f&nm
HELRRETH LD ZNATHOIT A % RET 2EHITH SN INTE TOH-72IZBO LN
szl hnn®,

ek, HFEDRUTIZ B TEHFTINRIE U 7-ATEAT 2 2 5§ A BT & O EtE
EATEST A0S0 2 IR A4, FHPTIE, JIRrERE & U TR0 EAR 2 FEBRE ER
LTHMLTE 7

72 & 213, Telecommunications Research & Action Center (TRAC) v. FCC Fi' 125\
T, 20y ET7EIXKKN KIEFRIEHAIE, ESED MR LTS 2 WITHORLED &
Wx O HHBOMEREREZEEL 72,

5112, [THEDWEZR T PIRIVRILES THREN TV ARERLTH L, b LIRS

TW2RITUE, BBHITHTIROFEITICEFNZEC 2 &2 %,

H 2102, BFERHOSTICBWCGRESIELLEI NS, DI, NOBERLHEMLETE) < Lk
WA TH D, NORERLHEIICERZEL 5.2 2 BENDH 556, TBOHAHIEDAME

16) In re Aiken County., supra note 1, at 259-262, 266—267.

17) Banks v. Office of the Senate Sergeant-at-Arms & Doorkeeper of the U.S. Senate, supra note 15,
at 1349.

18) Bond v. U.S. Dep’t of Justice, 828 F. Supp. 2d 60, 75 (D.D.C. 2011) (quoting In re Cheney, 406
F.3d 723, 729 (D.C. Cir. 2005)).

19) Telecommunications Research & Action Center v. FCC, 750 F.2d 70 (D.C. Cir. 1984). TEif&
FEAVER RS 2 \EUI L T 722s, #EUNUF OB ORI T 2 BRI 2 TED ED TW o
2l n, BEINE NE L SERR e T A2 TEHER (FCC) 129 LT, @ilvEEeo
B EBAPREZ RO TR L 72F M4 TH 5,
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BRPEMROREFIE SN, MBEUTHRORIT 2 BT 5,

310, [FHREESES L TWE T, BEIITARSIM SN, fTBUCMES F 7213385
Pl S5 E, BOROBEIAMICHELY 525 2 L 25H 5720, WHHIT4aRORT
B LTIk, BOROBRIEN~DOEE L ZET 2 & Th b,

B 402, ATBORVESE 2 I3BIEC & D & U2 A0 RIE 2 8 L C, WHEIT
AIROFATRHWTT 57

—HEHNS, FCHFTE, TEATAOREDT RIS 2 EHN A FEERET 2 b 0EEK
A LT, AT NRC ASBIE L 7= & 9 IATBS 2 L e A Bl L 78 T8 &
WHBHIT S ROFATRIHATE 7,

LA L, A0S, 202 E 7KK E KEZEREHITE, TRORELDSH 2% 512,
WBHAT % 0 2 H b LItk & NRC ICEHEFIICES L, 201248 123 F 4 — R p 7 L C Feik
AR LIS A2 b5F, NRC I, BRI LEt 72 S0 &9 24T B A 4 fE
BEAIS BT & ) S ik 2170 T miRine 2o 72 L Bbh b, S512, AOfER
Ak, BEEEM ORI X o TRRICS S S, BBITaS R, ButtEesEmns 7o
TG HIDIRELNDLEEIR L TTH A28, NRC DMMOEIA 2 BRI EEE L 5.2 7
Ve EbID,

AEOFEERIE, NSOFERRIELEEHTIOTERL, ZHILONT VA%
RO BB IZ OV CEEEIAS X 4VIC L, BBHITAHRE BT L AT B g
BALGEREY G525 LI L7z, 512, BEERIE, YHZOTIALICL > THRES
NFFESINTO VL WITEO [ROFE | 123 2 MR O FEFITA b ## L7z,

IOXH, ArOBEEERIE, {EROBHBIITSROBITORIFIC BV CEEL&E %
B7: LCEAHERROBIF TR L L, SRS TEEANOBLEERT 5 T8 L o7 5

OBEEFIKT B BZNNH 2, ZOME, REHTUE, NRWICTT 2 E 7KK E X
PG ECHI T % TR R A S 2 E 2 20 b L w?,

20) Id., at 80—81. 25 DEFIE TRAC B L MHE, TRAC ZHR AR LRI L8 usl s LT,
In re Barr Laboratories, Inc. 930 F.2d 72 (D.C.Cir.1991) &% %, B354 Cad % Forest Guardians
T HRHPeClE, TRAC R EZEH L2 o 720 BIESM L RFEHFOMENEE2 D Ltk v,
Forest Guardians v. Babbitt (Forest Guardians I1), 174 F.3d 1178 (10th Cir. 1999).

21) In re United Mine Workers of America International Union, 190 F.3d 545, 549—53 (D.C. Cir.
1999); In re Barr Laboratories, Inc., 930 F.2d 72, 74-76; In Mashpee Wampanoag Tribal Council,
Inc. v. Norton, 336 F.3d 1094, 1100-02 (D.C. Cir. 2003).

22) Doug Kendall & Simon Lazarus, Broken Circuit: Obstructionism in the Environment’s Most
Important Court, 30 Envtl. F. 36 (2013).
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V. THRORMERICHT 2EEFER

1. APA (26 & DK FTRORMEADEIEAEE

FTTIABRAZLH IS, MEBEPITHRO—EN2EM4 L LTiE, OFRGEICHESNLIHAL
RS 5 2k, OQBEICHAZES D H 2 &, QK& MR e TRy 2 fos B
DBRNT ERD D,

R 2 2 2@ L7206, OOREOHEFIZOWTIE, 4 MELoOEROE
R (N ~OBREOBENDYDH D, QOBEDRBIZOWTIL, S TET 6k
(APA) T “shall” 23T 5728, NRC IZEWERBEDH 5. QORI IR, HiZv v h
U YFICELTTOY 2 NFETH L, HDHVIET A PN RE ORI~ OER
HOBRENS, BHENDLIECKE R ERH -/ LEZ LN,

CD LN, ITEOBERBETAS 5 VIIAEAICE LT, FHFPBRBIITSRr T2 &
T, fTBUSAALZZE V) BRTIE, #GEENE V) XD BRI EFT A 550 Lk,

TEDPHFEZ L T 5 34EDNICHRmZ M S 2T ER 5w & v ) JHEiRoAE
T T B FHEHEAIZOWT, APAT015:0 57065 CHREAT AV FIEREEONRIZR % EH
EEXNY 9 20 B701% (@) 2) 1, WIS 2ITBITOREIZRAS LA HFIZOw
T, AEHEL LB SND LEDTHEY,

2. FEAEDOTEICXNT 2 &HFEFT T EREAH

FRARIZ LD BEOBESEROBE 2 EHICET 5 DT WAL, ITED RS 2
FEHRFRIZOED R I IUR R & R W B Z - 72 I H G2 HN T 5,

FHFTIATECE A S 2 IS G 2R R 2 OSB82 Wl 356 2 L 217
BUIRED L2 L bbb, an B 7Rl GRE X PR AT, 2 OFE % Open America
FHOHRCHEA L, [TEPWEICHETLL) ELTwD 2 561E, @Y ERO R WTEIZIE
EEMRE BB TE 2 HESDD E L1,

W im#E, Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) v. Hill F#:I2B T, Mo faiicd %/
FOERMEWIEST LI LI b0, BIFIEER L2 1ERLVOYLAZHMTELRWE L
7220 EEBOBIEE, MROBIICH 2HEOHE (BSA) 2w shY, Zozki

) 5U.S.C. §§701-706.

) 1d., 8701 (a) (2).

25) Open Am. v. Watergate Special Prosecution Force, 547 F.2d 605, 616 (D.C. Cir. 1976).
) TVA v. Hill, 437 U.S.153 (1978).

) 16 U.S.C. §§1531—1544.
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FAEFTHEID BRSNS, —FIX, BBIITFESA SN/ % O I13E B A RIZIHEE
ENLZEEFEFHRLTBY, #7027 FPEEMET, BIEAREICRLEEBWTT
7 AT 4 FHFTEIAREELERICR L TOV 27 NOREE Lo 2BEEEBEATRETRW
ElR, BN AT E L E LT

A, —EHR A L, BMERIERE A R T A RIS L o TORBEILE S L)
2 e SEAJER] (cardinal rule) #EEEL, FHEEMER TRIEIHEICRLY, 512,
RE#IE, ESA SRESEFHE L CHIBOEEICH 22 F5 2 L2 EHR L TWDH I LIiEH
EMTHHE LT, FAIHEALT L L% S &5 ESA D&M ZHE L 205727

% 7 X R HHFT b, County of Vernon v. United States FE" ¢—#5eh L 72 4 4
BT 2802720 587 KRIXEEFREHPNL, BEVSF L% T SELDIZWELE4E
Z14ERBL L Do 7720012, BEETIRES Y L EZZ IO TLE o722 L I220nT, [
BT APESIGER L o2 IR Lz, BERE TR, BT -0 MEHUSL,
19715 519754 F TREETo TW72h, BREOINMFE LIRS I OBE LT L 2
Mo 7ze MMEEREIZ1I97THE TIZTRNTOFELHGE L, BHPTIZ19914FE F THII 2 ko 51
ro 2,

Z OFEFR MR In re Aiken County FF: & FML L T 525, 8 7 KEIXEEFREHATL, 5
NP EDPNMER 2 lp o 72 2 & CHIFRSPEIN PR ZHICE S L 2 W E DIERFEEZ L - T
HRTAHZENTE, FPRIBRHET TR 2 & 2BEETIRICH U5 BMEBEHITHRIA
SHTHL L EEDIHBTE D,

LA L, FPEAERRZZ 272546, NRCIZFI L Z &2y L AMBHIITHRIAREHTH
LHETHZ LD ARNEEND LIV, Yvhv T rrr7ade s METFRERE,S 34
L7z TELT, FABEEMOMEIIRREIN T LW RLTHDL, 512, Yy~
T ryTrryIuY ey FOREMEEIIKKLE L THEENIIE W,

BADVVFEIZ Lo TCTFEMHEZHENICEETL2EbH D, WEEDESA DY A MBI
7 AN HINVOEBMAESTHHEIES LB, A% #aiE 1995FEFETHh
WA T HHIMEID R D72, 89 KA XIEFHRBHPriZ, Environmental Defense
Center v. Babbitt F7 T, & L PHRIMERIEEOGS £ %17 5 PHOMH 2515
575X, fTEDSES 25T CE RV ORGEHATFRSBEY TIE R &R L7z, oK
[ XPEFRECHIFT 1L, B I3 EmRI CTlE R wds, BerHATERICZ: 5 F TITARBIE 2w

) Hill v. Tenn. Valley Auth., 419 F. Supp. 753, 760 (E.D. Tenn. 1976).
) TVA v. Hill, supra note 26, at 189, 194.
30) County of Verron v. U.S., 933 F.2d. 532 (7th Cir. 1991).
) Id., at 532-535.
) Envt’l Def. Ctr. v. Babbitt, 73 F.3d 867, 869—70 (9th Cir. 1995).
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33)
FLT

&

»

3. THRORES - BEDTEFEICET 2FH

WA PAT IR U 72 S OAMELA R BIEIZE T 2 F#3ldd 2vws, ITIL, 32
DFBEFNT B0

Pierce (3, VEMHIHICBIATAEL SNDHTH L7120, HERXOWEITFHIIH 4 L 2T
52 LEHIRET D, TND R, THERERISAEL TR 00b 5T, ITBUTA R ZE
MNZERT 2 LD L6, AEIHRAPRESNLEEHFETRETH S & Pierce 13k
R

PHEIYIZ, Sant” Ambrogio (&, FTEUTZ OEBEIIATHER TIIAT#Z S DO TH % L OHi
FAIZIZLD, FTBOBIE TR IEIFEL ) QITHEYOL A EF OFRTE 5720, FREIATE
IZHGEET N ETH D & FET 5. Sant’ Ambrogio 1+, Massachusetts v. EPA i3 o
I BT, ZIRALRFE QP BIHNZ B3 2 T BRI 2 5K % M DO FE O F 0¥
WHZFEEBEDOAIIEONTEEEINLIREDDT, MOEEL ANTERTRETIELW
LIR_TWv %, Sant” Ambrogio (X, Massachusetts v. EPA {12 B\WC, EPA I, &EFE
BRGH: (Clean Air Act: CAA)™ OHBIsE b, EIRZEBOBINZ & OBUAKIE, BRNH#%
EEHERATE - AMTHOHMERZRLE TEHHEDPHCIIH L7720, CAAIZK L bk
PRERBI O 2 6350 TE 2 ER LAY, Lo L, mEHH g, EPA O EHEEET
T, B0BRLZEHREL, CAADBEDAKRIZL EDOVWTHEITA5XEXTh5 LHIRL

CAAZ, TTBUCAROER LENEZ T LI BET Z721FT, TNUNOERELEZET
L9 Twiv, 2w 2, Massachusetts v. EPA HORE N HE, HHEDIOZE

FEANTHETRE TRV EHRE LY RMEOBBITHROBES, Yy avor T

2B 2 S OBGAENANZ B 5 FIHNZBIFRZ: <, 1TEUE NWPA THUE S 7z 3 0k

EHRAMREICETI LI L2 ROOENLT LI D,

Scwentker 13, EIFARIITHOFE W IZZRAZTI 25 L AT WE, CAAIZBIT
% EPA OHBLANHIEHER A & BORIY - BUR % B % B LR L 72 Massachusetts v. EPA
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