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December 11, 2024 

The Honorable G. Paul Bollwerk, III, Chair 
The Honorable Dr. Sue H. Abreu 
The Honorable Dr. Arielle J. Miller 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 

Re: Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC; Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3; Docket Nos. 
50‑269, 50-270 & 50-287-SLR-2; Views Regarding Alternative Extension Schedule  

Dear Administrative Judges: 

Pursuant to the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board’s (“Board”) Memorandum and Order of 
December 10, 2024 (“Order”),1 Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC (“Duke”) hereby submits its views 
regarding the alternative filing schedule referenced in the December 9, 2024 motion (“Motion”) 
filed by Beyond Nuclear, Inc. and the Sierra Club, Inc. (“Petitioners”).2    

As noted therein, Duke does not oppose the relief requested in the Motion, i.e., Petitioners’ request 
for a one-business day extension of the current deadline—from Friday, December 13, 2024, to 
Monday, December 16, 2024—for Petitioners to submit a Board-sanctioned motion concerning 
recently reacted documents.  If granted, the expiration of the ten-day period for corresponding 
answer pleadings from Duke and the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC”) Staff also would 
shift from Monday, December 23, 2024, to Thursday, December 26, 2024.3    

 
1  Licensing Board Memorandum and Order (Providing Opportunity for Applicant to Submit Its 

Views Regarding Alternative Schedule Proposed in Petitioners’ Time Extension Motion) 
(Dec. 10, 2024) (unpublished). 

2  Unopposed Motion by [Petitioners] for Extension of Time to Submit Motion Challenging 
Withholding of Redacted Information (Dec. 9, 2024). 

3  Licensing Board Memorandum and Order (Rulings Regarding Protective Order 
Reconsideration/Clarification Motions and Submissions Concerning Public Release of Redacted 
Versions of June 24, 2024 Initial Prehearing Conference Transcript, Four Filings by Petitioners, 
and Ex Parte/Separation of Functions Communications; Establishing Briefing Schedule for 
Challenging Withholding of Redacted Information) at 18 (Dec. 2, 2024) (unpublished) 
(ML24337A154) (“NRC Staff and Duke responses to any motion by Petitioners shall be filed 
within ten (10) days from the filing of Petitioners’ motion.”). 
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The Motion also mentions an alternative schedule suggested by the NRC Staff during consultations 
on the Motion, inviting Petitioners to request a longer, ten-calendar day extension of Petitioners’ 
deadline to Monday, December 23, 2024, along with a further request to extend the deadline for 
Duke’s and the NRC Staff’s answer pleadings from Monday, December 23, 2024, to Monday, 
January 6, 2025 (“Alternative Schedule”).  The Motion does not expressly ask the Board to adopt 
the Alternative Schedule, but it states Petitioners’ view that the Staff’s suggestion is “reasonable.” 

Duke is concerned that the Alternative Schedule could impact the current January 17, 2025 
deadline for issuance of the Board’s ruling on Petitioners’ pending hearing request.  That ruling 
was originally scheduled to be issued by August 8, 2024.  But that date now has been extended 
four times, creating a bottleneck that effectively prevents the issuance of the subsequently 
renewed operating licenses.  Given the carrying costs that Duke and its customers are forced to 
incur for each additional day it waits to receive those licenses, Duke strenuously objects to any 
course of action that jeopardizes the current schedule for ruling on the hearing request.  If the 
Board has high confidence that the Alternative Schedule (including a possible attempt by 
Petitioners to litigate the need to file a reply pleading) would not impair its ability to rule on the 
hearing request by January 17, 2025, then Duke has no objection to the Alternative Schedule.  
Otherwise, Duke opposes the Alternative Schedule. 

Sincerely, 
Signed (electronically) by Ryan K. Lighty 
RYAN K. LIGHTY, ESQ. 
MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS, LLP 
1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202) 739-5274 
ryan.lighty@morganlewis.com 
 
Counsel for Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. § 2.305, I certify that, on this date, a copy of the foregoing letter 

from Ryan K. Lighty, Esq., to the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board was served upon the 

Electronic Information Exchange (the NRC’s E-Filing System), in the above-captioned docket.  

 
 Signed (electronically) by Ryan K. Lighty 

RYAN K. LIGHTY, Esq. 
MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 
1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
(202) 739-5274 
ryan.lighty@morganlewis.com 
 
Counsel for Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC 

 
 
 


