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fhese interraratories regarding the Lerartment of tgriculture

ct

len for lucleer iower Generating i tation Incidents are filed
;ursuant to 1€ CFR 2.74rb which requires that thre interrogatorier
te zncwered rervarately and fully in writing an¢ under ozth or
a“firmation. 7he .rlan was received iL.arch 1¢, 16Erf and response
in the form of thece interrogatories ic being made within the
thirty day reriod allowed for docuaents

Nur rrincirle c~ncerns relate to

1. Timeiiness af informaticn flow te the farm crerator. This
erncern relates to minimization of the time required on the rart »f
the facility nrerater znd government agencies (re NUREG (€ELC, to
determine that rrotective actisn may be needed and minimization of
the time required to zlert fermers.

2 efinition of arprorriazte nrotective actions that can

ideally be taken by farmers.

N2

Tefinition of the extent to which farmers can be exvectled

tn actively tzke rrotective action.

L. Restraints which are unique to farmers which will rreclucde
as.urance that their own rezlth and cafety as well as the cafety of
their ~rorerty and farm rroducts can be achieved.

In thic light, ~leare ancsver the following:

Regardir

.J

g ..ection III - Resroncibility of Facility Oreratcrs et 2l.

1. 1In the judgement of the Zernartment of sgriculture, what fafe-
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are required to assure rromrt notification of farm familier
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vessible need for taking rrotective action® Ey the very
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nature of the fzrm oreration, fazrmers need more time trhan the
general rutlic.
2. Wwhat will be the mecheanism of communicating initial warning
and follow-ur information to

a, farmers in general,

t. the fmish (moast of whom have no telephones or radioc)”
3. Can you be ture that rhone lines will be nren when needed?
Regarding L ection IV - Accident Ascessment and Lnse Irojection
L, [ame as 1.
5. Do you hold that adequzte radiztion measurement carability is
in place to ascure adequately accurate rrojection of rlume movement,
crntent and dose to define

a. what rrctective action is needed by farmers”

b. VWhich farmers neec take thic action?
€. Following Interrogatory 5, what adcditional measurement carability
is needed, in the judgement of the Lerartment of igriculture”
7. Eaced on herd lest described on rage 13, rrnvide estimate of
market value of the herds within a 1€ mile radius of TiI.
Regarding .ection V - Irotective Action Ortions

€. With regard to V-A-1, answer Interrogatory 1.

0

« ¥%ill rotassium iodide be rreovided for livestock®
1€, V%ith regard to V-A-4, rlease exvlain why ferm ~reraters "may
be tempted™ to consider evacuation unfeasible and elect to stay

tc 2 _larger extent than the general rorulation.

11. Vvould you agree that the agricultural community is, therefore,
anticirated by the Commonwealth to be subjected to greater risk to
its health and =afety than the vorulaticn at large*

13. FKave you determined if state or federal funding for comrensation

in event of loss of livestock and other rroverty would significantly
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reduce the farmers® "temrtation" to stay?
1L, Regarding rzge 17, cecond raragrarh, will rhone lines be

available”
15. Regarding V-E-1, why would movement of livectock be disprurtive”

we would certainly ccntend that the small rercenizge increase in
vehicular traffic attendant with cattle evacuation would have
negligible imract on an cverzall evacuation rlan. Excert in the rath
of the plume 21l evacuation will be radially outward from ThI.

1€. what concernc cther than "“disrurtion” lead the Commonwealth

tn conclude that evacuation of livestock is "imrractical™®

17. %hat zlternatives other than "across the board" evacuation

does the Commonwealth consider vractical®

|
|
i
1€. Why are evacuation sites not rrovided for livestock (V-E-la,
lact raragrarh), when they are rrovided for the general rorulaticn
(ctaging areac at Cutch %“onderland, rark City, for examrle)”

1¢. %ith regard to V-E-2, sdvance rlanning for cheltering of live-
stock ic suggected a: an action for individual farmers. Kow will
this be implemented® %tho will ray"

Regarding Section VI - Food irotection

2¢(, with regard to VI-A, what rrobability do you assign to the
likelihood that any given milk shirment will not be contaminated

with radiocactive material as a function of "the nature of the
incident" (paragrarh 3.°

Z1. FRelative to VI-E, do you rlan to rlace dosimeterz in every
milk-house If net, why not®

22. Relative to VI-E through G, although there is consicderable
information concerning objectives ("what" will be dnne., there is
essentially neo discussions of imvlementation (“how" it will be done’,

#ill this informtion be a rart of the rlan® If so, when® If nei,

why not®



Regarding VII - Resources
23. To what extent will rroroced organizatinnal elements retain
jersonnel in the event of
. a., Ssite emergency,

b. general emergency?
24, 1f Harricburg is evacuated, where will control functions be
lecated”
Regarding Annex b
25. Relative to General Irccedures, does the Lommonwealth rlan to
jrovide funding tc individual farm oreraters to assict ther .o
make jrovisions for sheltering? Can the individual farm orerestor
te exrected to make such exrenditures "out of rocket"”
26. Relative to {race and Ventilation, obviously, ventilatien ic
ecsential in any animal shelters, however, nf what use ic one 15 cfm
fan when one dairy cow needs 3CC cfm®
27. Does the Commonwealth believe filters are essential for
adequate rrolonged sheltering® If so, whe will vay for them?
2€. Relative to Feed and VWater, explain how 1. (flan for an
emergency water surrly!, can be imrlemented in terms of time,
svace, accessability to cowe“
2¢. Aprly Interrogatery 2€ to advisory in 2. (Relative tc Feed
and water, "Cbtain drinking water from another source, if rossible,
until water is known t. be safe.™
3¢, After a periof od "heavy contamination”, how will the farmer
safely get to the (sheltered) barn to tend his cattle®
31. %hat incidence of mastitis is exrected if lactating dairy
cattle are left untended for

a. 12 hours

t. 24 hours



¢. M€ hours

d. 72 hours

e, one week”
32. Leaving dairy cattle unattended for over 4& rours would
ennctitute cruelty to animals. Can this kind of cruelty te rlanned
under current legal penalties®
33, HKelative to Emergency rower, wheo will pay for it"
34, Relative to Fmergency lower, how long can it be exrected to
orerate unattended®
In General,
35. %What will be the full cost of preparing an agriculturzl rlan®
36, Vhat will be the annual charges associated with readiness”
37. Wwhat would be the cost of evacuation of livestock in the
event of a general emergency"
3, In the judgement of the Derartment of Agriculture, would methods

than nuclear
cther than nuclear generation of rower be more comratible/with
agricultural pursuits in Fennsylvania®
Respectfully submitted,
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