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In the Matter of

(katerford Steam Electric Station,

LCUISIANA POWEFR AND LIGHT CCMPANY ; Docket No. 50-382<1K¢
Unit 3) g

NRC STAFF'S MOTICN FCR EXTENSION OF TIME

Pursuant to 10 CFR §§ Z.711 and 2.730, the NPC Staff hereby requests
an extension of time until December 17, 1984, in which to provide its
response to the Appeal Board's Mermorandum and Order of October 2, 1964
(ALAB-786). In support of this request, the Steff states as follows:

1. The Appeal boérd's Memcrandum and Order requests that the Staff
provide "supplementary and clarifying" informeétion concerning certain
specified matters, os well as "any cther relevant informetion" (ALAE-786,
slin op. at 7, 15). The Appeal Boarc requested that this inferretion be
provided by ro later than November 14, 1984, although it “"recognize[c]
that the steff's review in some of these areas is ongoing," and it pro-
vided that, if the Staff requires additional time, the Staff shouid
inform the Appeal Board and provide a realistic date as to when it can
supply the requested information (Id., at 15-16). Rcpiies to the Staff's
submission may be filed by the other parties within three weeks after

the Staff files its response.
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2. The Staff has determined that in order for it to file a full
and accurate response to the Appeal Bcard's Memorandum and Crder, addi-
tionel 1gformation must be submitted by the Applicant for the Staff's
review. This information was -equested by letter of October 19, 1984
(a copy of which has been previously provided to the Appeal Board); and
the Staff's letter indicated that the Applicant's submittal wes required
by Octcber 26, 1984, in order for the Staff to be able to comply with the
filing date specified by the Appeal Board. A response to this request
was provided by the Applicant on October 26, 1984, which response was
resubmitted in revised form on November 7, 1984, based upon the Staff's
comments in a meeting held with the Applicant on November 2, 1984. 1In
addition, certain other information was requested by the Staff during
the meeting of November 2, 1984, some of which information was not pro-
vided until earlier today. Staff review of this information is required
before the Staff cen file its response to the Appeal Board's request.

3. In addition, Drs. John Ma and Raman Fichumani have been
requested to provide an "update" of their prior views in light of the
further analyses that have been performed, in accordance with the Appeal
Board's Memorandum and Order (slip. op., at 14 n.13). In this regard,
the Staff has requested that Drs. Ma anc Pichumani review the materials
submitted by the Steff before the Appeal Board (i.e., the Philleo report
of May 1&, 1584, the BNL repcrt of July 18, 1984, and the Staff's affi-
davits of August 7, 1984), and that Dr. Ma alsc review the results of
the Applicant's non-destructive testing program and certain other infor-
mation provided *o the Staff after the Staff submitted its affidavits

of August 7, 1984, PBecause Drs. Ma and Pichurari were not perticiperts
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in much of the adcitional analysis that has been conducted, additional
time is required for them to respond to the Appeal Board's request. Y

4. Finally, Dr. Ma has raised various questions and has indicated
that he requires until November 30, 1984 to complete his review of these
metters. The Staff wishes to consider Dr. Ma's affidavit before filing
its response to the Appeal boerd and, accordingly, seeks to file its
resgerse, along with Dr. Ma's affidavit. approximetely two weeks after
Dr. Ma has compieted his review.

5. Counsel for the Staff has contacted Counsel for the Applicant
and Mr. Gary Groesch for the Joint Intervenors. Mr. Groesch has author-
ized the Staff to state that the Joint Intervenors do not object to the

grart of this request; Counsel for the Applicant was unable to state his

client's position as of the time of filing of this motion.

1/ Neither Dr. Me nor Dr. Pichumani has been requested tc review the
work of the civil-structural allegation review team, although they
will have reviewed Robert Shewmaker's affidavit of August 7, 1984
and Robort Philleo's report of May 18, 1984, both of whichk relate
to matters reviewed by the civil-structural allegation review team.
Review 0f the allegation team's work in greater detzil would require
an inordinate amount of effort bty Drs. Ma and Pichumari as well ac
further delay, which we do not consider to have been intended by the
Appeal Board's Memorandum and Order.
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WHEREFORE, the Staff hereby requests an extension of time until
December 17, 1984, “n which to file its response to the Appeal Board's

Memorandum and Order.

Respectfully submitted,

,44‘1A4£h-\ €77;;JQ_

Sherwin E. Turk
Deputy Assistant Chief
Hearing Counsel

Peted at Bethesde, Maryland
this 13th day of November, 1984
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

hereby certify that copies of "NRC STAFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF
ME"

in the above-captiored proceeding have been served or the

following by ceposit in the United States mail, first class or, as
indicated by an asterisk, through depesit in the Nuclear Regulatory
Commissicn's internal mail! system, this 13th day of November, 19£4.

Christine N. Kohl, Chairman* Dr. W. Reed Johnson*

Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeel
Beard Board
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Washingtor, D.C. 20555 washington, D.C.
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keshington, D.C. 2055¢ Washington, D.C. 20555
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New Orleans, LA 7011¢




Ian Douglas Lindsey, Esq.
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Brian P. Cassidy
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Panel*
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Docketing and Service Section*
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John T. Collins
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William J. Guste, Jr., Esq.

Attorney General for the State
Of Louisiane

234 Loyola Avenue

7th Floor

New Orleans, LA 70112

Carole H. Burstein, Esq.
445 Walnut Street
New Orleans, LA 70118
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Board Panel*
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