
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

___________________________________ 
NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE  ) 
COUNCIL, INC.,      ) 
       ) 
 Petitioner,     ) No.  13-1311 
       ) 
 v.      ) 
       ) 
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR   ) 
REGULATORY COMMISSION and the  ) 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  ) 
       ) 
 Respondents.     ) 
___________________________________ ) 
 

PETITIONER’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME  
TO RESPOND TO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 
 Petitioner Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. (“NRDC”) respectfully 

requests a brief extension of time, until February 28, 2014, to file their response to 

Respondents’ recently filed Motion to Dismiss this Petition for Review for lack of 

jurisdiction (“Resp. Mot.”).   DN#1479284 (Feb. 10, 2014).   The reasons for this 

request are as follows: 

 1. On December 24, 2013, NRDC filed a Petition for Review 

challenging the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s (“Commission”) final decision 

dismissing all of NRDC’s pending Contentions related to the relicensing of the 

Limerick Generating Station.  The Petition asserts that the Commission decision 
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violates the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 706, the National 

Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. § 4321, et seq., the Atomic Energy Act, 42 

U.S.C. § 2011 et seq., and the Commission's own regulations. 

 2. On February 10, 2014, the Commission filed a Motion to Dismiss, 

asserting that for various reasons this Court should dismiss NRDC’s Petition 

without addressing the merits of the issues raised.  Among other arguments, the 

Commission claims the Hobbs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2341, et seq., precludes review 

before the Commission completes the relicensing process; NRDC cannot obtain 

review because additional issues could be raised in that process; and the Petition is 

not ripe for review even if the Court has jurisdiction to hear it at this time.  Resp. 

Mot. at 9-18. 

 3. Pursuant to Fed. R. App. P.  26 and 27, NRDC’s response to the 

Motion to Dismiss is presently due on February 24, 2014.  Given the issues raised 

and other briefing obligations of counsel, NRDC seeks a brief extension of this 

deadline up to and including February 28, 2013. 

 4. Petitioner’s counsel has consulted with counsel for Respondents, who 

represent that Respondents have no objection to the extension. 

 Therefore, Petitioners’ respectfully request that the Court grant NRDC’s 

motion and extend the deadline to respond to the Motion to Dismiss to February 

28, 2014. 
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       Respectfully submitted, 

       /s/ Howard M. Crystal 
       Howard M. Crystal 
       Meyer Glitzenstein & Crystal 
       1601 Connecticut Ave., N.W.,  
       Suite 700 
       Washington, D.C. 20009 
       (202) 588-5206 
       hcrystal@meyerglitz.com 
   
       Attorney for Petitioners 
 
February 12, 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I, Howard M. Crystal, hereby certify that the foregoing motion for extension 

of time will be served on the following counsel via the CM/ECF system: 

Bob Rader 
Andrew Averbach 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Office of the General Counsel 
Division of Legal Counsel 
Mailstop O-15 D21 
Rockville, MD 20852 
 
JOHN E. ARBAB  
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division  
Appellate Section  
P.O. Box 7415 
Washington, D.C. 20044 
 
Brad Fagg 
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP 
1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW  
Washington, DC 20004 
 
      _/s/ Howard M. Crystal_ 
      Howard M. Crystal 
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