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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA D%%ﬁggb
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

October 4, 2005 (11:27am)
Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board :

(Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Station)

OFFICE OF SECRETARY
) RULEMAKINGS AND
In the Matter of ) ADJUDICATIONS STAFF
) Docket No. 50-271
ENTERGY NUCLEAR VERMONT )
YANKEE, LLC and ENTERGY ) ASLBP No. 04-832-02-OLA
NUCLEAR OPERATIONS, INC. ) (Operating License Amendment)
)
)

ENTERGY’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO RESPOND
TO NEW ENGLAND COALITION’S REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO FILE A NEW
CONTENTION

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. §2.323, Applicants Entergy Nuclear Vermont Yankee, LLC and
Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc. (collectively “Entergy”) hereby file this motion seeking that the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board (“Board”) enlarge by two days the allowable time for
Entergy to respond to New England Coalition’s Request for Leave to File a New Contention
(“NEC Request”) so that Entergy’s response is due twenty-seven days after the filing of NEC’s
Request instead of the twenty-five days provided by 10 C.F.R. §2.309¢h)(1). Thus, since the
NEC Request was filed on September 21, 2005, Entergy requests that it be allowed to file its

response to it on or before October 19, 2005.!

The basis for Entergy’s motion is as follows. NEC filed its Request electronically on
September 21, 2005. The e-mail never reached Entergy’s counsel, perhaps because of a problem

with the e-mail addresses used by NEC. It was only two days later, in the late afternoon of

' In accordance with 10 C.F.R. §2.309(h)(1), Entergy’s response to NEC’s proposed new contention would be
due 25 days after its submittal, that is on Monday, October 17, 2005.
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September 23, 2005, that Entergy’s counsel was advised by counsel for the NRC Staff that the
Request had been filed. At that point, NRC Staff counsel forwarded a copy of the NEC Request
and accompanying documents to Entergy’s counsel. Thus, Entergy lost two days of the time

period allowed by the Rules of Practice to prepare a response to the new contention proffered by

NEC. This motion seeks that the full period to respond to NEC’s proposed new contention be

restored by adding two days to the period provided by the Rules.

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. §2.323(b), Entergy has consulted with counsel for NEC and the
NRC Staff and been advised that those parties do not object to Entergy being granted the relief

sought herein.
CONCLUSION
For the reasons stated above, Entergy requests that the Board grant it until October 19,

2005 to respond to the NEC Request.
Respectfully submitted,

Jay . S}}Eerg ‘lz

Matias F. Travieso-Di

Douglas J. Rosinski

PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP
2300 N Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20037-1128

Tel. (202) 663-8063

Counsel for Entergy Nuclear Vermont Yankee,
LLC and Entergy Nuclear Operations, Inc.

Dated: September 26, 2005
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of “Entergy’s Unopposed Motion for Enlargement of Time To

Respond to New England Coalition’s Request for Leave to File a New Contention” were served

on the persons listed below by deposit in the U.S. mail, first class, postage prepaid, and where

indicated by an asterisk by electronic mail, this 26th day of September, 2005.

* Administrative Judge

Alex S. Karlin, Chair

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Mail Stop T-3 F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

ask2@nre.gov

* Administrative Judge

Dr. Anthony J. Baratta

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Mail Stop T-3 F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

ajbS@nrc.gov

* Administrative Judge

Lester S. Rubenstein

4760 East Country Villa Drive
Tucson AZ 85718

lesrir@comcast.net

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Mail Stop T-3 F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001



*Secretary

Att’n: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff
Mail Stop O-16 C1

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

sec ¢.gov, hearingdocket@nrc.gov

*Sarah Hofmann

Special Counsel

Department of Public Service
112 State Street — Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-2601

Sarah.Hofmann@state.vt.us

* Anthony Z. Roisman

National Legal Scholars Law Firm
84 East Thetford Rd.

Lyme, NH 03768

aroisman@nationallegalscholars.com

*Jonathan Rund

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Mail Stop T-3 F23

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

jmr3@nrc.gov

Office of Commission Appellate
Adjudication

Mail Stop O-16 C1

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

*Sherwin E. Turk, Esq.

*Robert Weisman, Esq.

*Jason C. Zom, Esq.

* Antonio Fernandez, Esq.

Office of the General Counsel

Mail Stop O-15 D21

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555-0001

set@nrc.gov, rmw(@nrc.gov, jcz@nrc.gov,
axf2@nrc.gov

*Jonathan M. Block

94 Main Street

P.O. Box 566

Putney, VT 05346-0566

jonb@sover.net

*Raymond Shadis
New England Coalition
P.O. Box 98

Shadis Road
Edgecomb ME 04556

shadis@prexar.com
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