
BEFORE THE 
4 UNITED STATES. OF AMER.ICA 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

In the Matter of 
V 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY , 
OF NEW YORK ) PocketNo. 50-247 

INDIAN POINT UNIT No. ).  

ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF ISSUES 
AND PROPOSED CROSS EXAMINATION,: 
BY THE CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR 
THE PROTECTION OF TIIE ENVIRONMENT 

I. Emergency Planning by New York State 

A. The State has not made adequate plans for. coping .  
with a radiation emergency at Indian Point, .No. 2, 

I. There has beenno listing of available personnol. <9 
and their location 

2. There has been no listing of availabs equipment 
and its location.  

3. There has been no li tng of available food and 

water supplies and. their location' 

4. There has been no listingj of ava.i lable alternate 
shelter and its location,:.  

5. There has been no detailed explanation of proposed* 
evacuation routes in the event of evacuation of: 
the LPZ and no explanation of proposed -evacuation 
routes in the event/ of greater cvacuation 

6. There is no plan to advise the public in advance 
of the actions to be taken to minimizo their 
exposure to radiatJon in the event no evacuation 
is required nor to .dvise them of the actions to 
be taken in.t e event of an evacuai.ion including. ,.  
alternate evacuation r-ues . . .  
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.* 7. There is. no training, general instruction or 
testing for the public and nor for: the State 

* . personnel, except for tests of the .State pr
sonnel ability. tP man ilthe EOC, 

'SUPPORTING EVIDENCE--The' entire record of this,.  
pr-ceeding and the proposed testimony of the" 
State of New .York 

B. There are readily available e I mples of the kind of 

detail planninc jrequired in prepa.rg n adequate 
emergency plan and Now Yorkl has not prof ited from ;, 
any of these

SUPPORTING EVIDENCE--Transcript of. proceedings 
In the-Matter of -Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power 
Station (AEC Docket No. 50.-271) dated October 
15, 1971 containing the State Emergency Plans 
of the State of Vermont, Evacuation Plans of the Towns of Guilford and Vernon, Vermont and 
discussion of further, pspects of the State 

* of vermont, emergency planning by 'Tesponsible 
state !officials. :.  

C Further Cross Examination" 

1. What is the scientific and technical facts upon' 
which.New-York relies 1n establishing :the "base 
case" 

2. Would evacuation be used 'in all cases where the 
dose would be reduqed, to below 500 Inr -and, 
ifnot why not?, 

3., What are-the precise criteria to be used in deciding 
whether to evacuate and wholwill make the decision 
to evacuate.  

4. Under the most unfavorable weather conditions fort 
Purposes of communication and evacuati.on .what., 
is the earliest time at'which 

a. evacuation of LPZ could conuence

b. evaucation. of -areas, outside the LPZ (up 
to 5-miles radius. rpm 'ite) would commence 

. c. evacuation of LP4 would be compbLod 
d6 evacuation of areas outside of tiheLPZ (up 

.,,to 5 miles radiuwi from site) would be 
completed 

5.. Upon iwhat tests, dr.ils or actual expu:ienccs in
volving comparable problems aro the , prev.ous.



answers based

6. Are IBlcakley Avenue and Broadway the only portion of 
the evacuation route.that have been determinjed.  
Where does the evacuation routc end. What effect 
would'heavy traffic have on iho proposed .:cvacua 
tion. routes 

7. Why does the worst case (i.e. worse than the base 
:.case) have the 1.east preplanned protective actions.  

8, What evacuation was required during the J.965 blackout 
and the 1964.ice storm, how were they accomplished, 

.......... what was the time sequence, In short, describe 
in detail, 

9. Explain in dctail how bull horns and house-to-house, 
messengers have been used in cases of gij-s :lecaks 
and chemical explosions. Describe fu1.y the 
specific events and the time sequence of those evets.  

10. :What soiological, psychological or other.data supportl 
the:conclusions in A.6 on page 5 of the- te t.mony 
of Edward II.L, Smith Aa.wiat are his c4ualification 
to: evaulate: suchda) 

II. PLANT SE4CURITY 

[At the request of the Applicant, the matters 
covered. in this paragraph are. separately att ached 
and areto be treated on a- confidential basbis, by' 

* all those- receivingi the,] 

III.* ECCS. ,-

A. Applicant has, ot proven that'it wili,,eet heoInterim',, 
Criteria .' .  

1. Applicant concedes that the calculated peak clad 
temperatures of. 2DO0 F will be'reached in a' LOCA , 
without regard to the distortion of core-geometry 
and that such distortion aould add 1000 to',-the'" 
peak clad'temperatures 

SUPPORTING EVI DENCE-,Answer to .Uest ion C.  
t olierh12, 1971 ResponSe) 

2. Applicant's tests 'of the performance of 'ful. rods' 

and possible flow blockage at temperatures. in 
excess of 1600F1 assume.:andom swellJig iJ.n .conf]ict 
with'm6re reliable and more recent tests. h.ich 
demonstrate r0ose 1ow blockage of )-Iqre rods at lower 
tcmperatures..  

SUPPORTINGI rIDrNCE--ORN1-4635 (to be offered 

.,as, Intorvenors Exhibit E) .



D. A tholough explanationi of our present position on ECC; 
is given in the Union of Concorned Scientists Critique 
of the New AEC Design Criteria for Reactor Safety..  
Systems "(October, 1971) ,Copy attached, 

1. We request that the Doard trike official notie of the documents referred- to in the Critique and not 
. already in evidnce in "the proceeding 

2. We urge the Board to adopt the .cuCi IiFIof the 
report as applicable to this p.Fnt, We believe 
that the Interim Criterica on KCCS are not .requ
lations of the Coriudission and not subject to any 
special, status in this proceeding, We will br.ieff 
this issue when we subImit our P.oposed J!dini ngs 
of Fact, To the extent the Board rejects thi. ; 
legal argument, then our presentation: on the ECCS 
should be treated as a chalenge to a CommEA1io3) 
regulation under the, doctrine of the Caive-LCliff 
memorandum 

3. At this time the Critique is not being offered as 
direct evidence by, us pending confirmation of the 
availability.of one of the :authors to sponsor its 
introduct'ion,, The authors through the "Union of 
Concerned Scientists are curently actively.-invol.ved 
in an intervention in Boston Edison Co. (No, 50-293) 
and way not bo available to attend the ffinal rac .iolo
.gical safety evidOntiary session coimriccing on November 
1, 1971. If they cannot attend the document will 
not be offered as evidence but should of course be 
treated as a-statement of our: position, 

C. Further development of our case on- the I CS must iwait answers to outstanding questions, We recomend the ..  
following procedure.." 

a. Applicant and the staff shall treat all outst.andinq 
inquiriesl(seo"letters, dated September16 ,and 
October. 12) .as Proposed cross-oxamination and should come to the hearing prepared to 1nswcr all 
of these inquiries.  

b. The Board is requested to taoe offficial notice of all 
of the documents referred .to J.n thopo two .eottrs 
of inquiry'" 

c. Applicant and staff should have their witnesss roepond 

.,to the outs tanding inquiries ora].ly at the hearing...  

.without interruption by counsel for CCPFe. T'his 
should occur beginning November 1, On the first 
day following, presentation of this material, CC1! 
w:-ill commence its cross-examirnation.based on the 
answers then contained in the transcri.t



d. We will want to cross examine 1pplicant's .witnesSe 
who can discuss the computer cocdcs uised in the 
analysis of ECC~I performance in i.ght ofthe 
points, made..O,.pages 1.6-5of the attac hed:Criti'que.  

-espe tfully submi ted, 

Anthony , Ro .sm 
Counsel Afor CiM c~ns' omCol tte 

_ for the prot), tI.on o fthe -.- i :.:. • :Environmevti . -.. .

Applicant responded to Section C of the September 16 ' 
letter by a docuinent dated October'12, 1971. The staff.  
has not commented on these questions n1o responded in 
writing to any, questions. Applicant has .not .res;ponded 
to any other questions.
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LIS3T OF DOCUMENTS FOR; WjIUCjT 
BOARD IS REQUESTED TO 
.TAKE .OVFICIALI' NOTICE 

. P.L. Rittenhouse and RA. Dean, Prfaco.  

Syiiposium on Fuel Rod Failure and Its Effct,  "Nuclear Technology, Xi,.4, (August 11971)

R.D. Waddell, Jr., "Measurement of Light.-Water ,".'
Reactor Coolant Channel.Reduction..Arising from 
Cladding Deformation During a. LosO-of-Coolant . .  
Accident, "Nuclear -Technology, Xf, .,4, _(Augus t 1974-t); 

A Metallurgical Evaluation .of Simulated BWR Emergoncy 
Core-Cooling Tots (IN-1.453) February.1J71.  

Committee on Reactor Safety T.echnology (Cro st).  
Eu.iropoan Nuclear Energy Agency io Water-Cooled ReacLor 
Safety, OECD, Paris, Mayl 0.'.  

Nuclear Techno.ogy, August 1971 -- an :issue partially 
devoted to a symposium on fuel rod failure and itseffect,.  
.Nuclear Safety, September-october, :1971-- especially 1the : 
articles byGO, Bright and P. Ta. Rittenhouse 

-IN-.445, Fpbruary.,1971 r".  

IN 1321,..June 1970.. " 

Semiscale Tests 045. Through. 851 Juno 2 9, 1971..

11. IN--1444 

12.1 1W-80535 

1,AN.,-6548, 

14., 'ANr-6548 " 

15. ORNL-TM-2742 

16., ORNI,-TM-3188

7.  
8.  

9.  

10.;

..j



0

PEiFORE: TIM.  
.-UNITED P TATFS OF AI4EnTCA.
ATOMIC- EN)"PGY, COMMI$S ION 

In the Matter of) 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY ) 
OF NEiqW YORK ) Pce 

INDIAN POINT. UNIT'NO. 2 or

CE~RTIFICATE OF. SERVICBE

hereby cortify- that col .. of the 0 ro coi nrj )\ditiox"h1.  

Stattcmcrt -of Issues an4 rpsdCos~aidai~ yte 

Citizels Committee frtePocio ofhe nvilropiio .n ,w r a 

Ma i Ied,- postage prepaidf th1"6t~a -fOt ,197/1 t h 

fo11ow'i ncj: .'
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Dr. Walteor'lI. Jocrdlim 
Oak 1ridjo Na1- 1l val L-Aboratory 

0.O. Dox

.Waihington, D.C, 25~* ' ~ ' ~ poEq 

J. D. BondR Es q . ... LfouLLiy&MacAe 
Alternate Chairman 1821. Jeff vr~on. Platcco N- :.  

AtomicSafety, &..Licensing". ~ W~~~go,1,, 
18700 Woodway Drive, 
Dcrwood, Maryland 201752" * .frucc Ma'q1)0,nl', E rq.  

N..stato rDepnrtrl'it ofl Copti-kc 
Dr. John C. Geyer , Cha irmani 112 S ta te, S t r!t 
Department of Geography ad lanNew york )27.  
EnvironmentalEngineering 

The-aohlis H1opk ins. Univers ity Honorabl 1oi J. I, o~ 
Baltimore, Maryland'21218.'.%.- Attorney General: of .Nev Y'o r

Mr.fB rggDrto 
Molton-salt nea~tor. Progra)!m 
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Mr. Stanley T. Robinsont Jr.  
Chief, Public Proceedings Branch%, 
Office of the Secretary 

of the Comnmission.  
U.S. Atomlic Lng Comm~isslool 
Washington, D.C.: 20545' 

* Myron Karman, Esq.  
Office of General Counsel 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission i 
Washington, DC. 20545 
Mail Station; P 506A:*

Anthon

These parties are the .only ones reavVa.nI 
Paragraph 1I. Plnt. S-uri-y.
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