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relicensing of Nuclear Metals, Inc. The Petitioners addressed
theitr single spaced letter to John Kinneman, USNRC, Region 1,
455 Allendale Road, King of Prussia, PA 19406. Some halfway
intoe the letter, the Petitioners, for the first and only time,
mentioned that their desire "to intervene in NMI's current
relicensing process and request a hearing." On March 28, 1991,
this Board issued a Memorandum and Order to the Applicant and
Petitioners. By this Memorandum and Order, the Applicant first
learned of an official and formal filing for a Petition to
intervene and for hearing. Presumably, the letter dated
February 14, 199]1 represents the Petitioan.

The form and service of the Petition was so at variance
with Commission regulations as to fail to provide proper notice
to the Applicant. By regulation, the Petitioners must file
with the Docketing and Service Branch either by delivery to the
Office of the Secretary, One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, MD 208%2, or by mail to the Secretary, U.S8.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 2058%56. 10
C.F.R, § 2,1203(b), Similarly, the Petitioners must serve the
Applicant and the NRC staff, Executive Director for Operations
either by delivery at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, MD 20852 or by mail to U.S8. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington, D,C. 20555. 10 C.F.R.
§2.120%(e) and (j). Not only must the Petitioners file and
serve the document, the document must contain a proof of
service. 10 C.F.R. §§ 2.701(b), 2.712, 2.1203(e). The net

ettect of fulfilling these requirements is that the Commission,
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its staff and the Applicant are put on notice of a person's
intent to participate formally in the proceedings. Moreover,
the document filed by counsel on behalf of the Petitioners does
not meet the formal requirements of 10 C.F.R. § 2.708,
Although these defects may be of such & technical nature that
the Petition may still be considered filed for the purposes of
the Commission, the form is insufficieat to put interested
persons on notice of the necessity of a response., Indeed, it
would be inequitable to deprive a party of an opportunity to
respond to the Petition because of its form,

A two week response period is fair and just to both the
Petitioners and Applicant,

For the reasons herein stated, Nuclear Metals, Inc., hereby
requests that the Board grant it twenty-one days from the date
of its order on this motion to file a response to the Petition,

or such time as the Board may deem appropriate.

Respectfully Submitted,
NUCLEAR METALG, INC.
By its attorneys,
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Paul R, Devin
Robert A, McCall
PEABODY & ARNOLD
50 Rowes Wharf
Boston, MA 02110
(617) 9%1-2100
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of April,

1991,

CERTIFICATE QOF SERVICE
1, Robert A, McCall, do hereby certify that on this ?H? day

1 served the foregoing document by mailing a

copy thereof, postage prepaid, sddressed to Nuclear Regulatory

Commission Staff, Office of Executive Director of Operations,
U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C,
to Sanford J. Lewis, Esquire, 42 Davis Road, Suite 3B, Acton,

MA 01720,
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Robert A, McCall
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