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‘ JUDGE LAURENSCN: The hearing is resumed.

Mr. Miller?

Whereupon,
HARRY N. BABB
MATTHEW C. CORDARO
CHARLES A. DAVERIO
DENNIS S. MILETI
WILLIAM F. RENZ
and

RONALD A. VARLEY

resumed the stand and, having been previously duly sworn,

| ‘ 13 were examined and testified further as follows:

" CROSS-EXAMINATION i

» BY MR. MILLER: {

16 Q Gentlemen, would vou turn to vage 72 of the i

1 testimony, please. i

18 Mr. Daverio, at the middle of the page iiL says :

|

19 that "The transition plan specifically states that %

2 federal, state or local government observers will be i

a invited to evaluate and critique annual exercisecs." i

|

Do you see that comment?
A (Witness Daverio) Yyes, I do.

‘ » Q There is no assurance at this time, is there, |

25

that these obsc vers will accept LILCO's invitation in this
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regard?

A I don't have any reason to believe some cf them

may not. Some may; some may not. That is correct.

Q Well, which ones do you believe will accept

LILCO's ‘“avitation? E

A I think the federal observers will come.

Q Federal would be FEMA and the NRC?

A That's correct.

Q Do you tnink the state or local government

observers will come? i

Q Do you have any assurance of any kind in this

A It would He my opinion they would. ’
|
|
|

regard?

!

s 5 |

A No, just my opinion. i
!

0 And going over to vage 73, Mr. Daverio, there is

a discussion as to what observers do during the annual

exercise; do you see that?

A Are you talking about cuestion 547?

Q Well, let me make my guestion clearer.

It says 1n that little subsection 3 on the top

of 73, "collect and evaluate all exercise records from

all observers."

Do you csee that?

A Yes, I do.

Q Now, observers, assuming that they are present,
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will not be at all field posts, will they?
A No. I think, as we previously stated, at all

FEMA exercises there is a sampnling that is done.

Q They wouldn't be at all the control posts either

then, would they? Control posts would be places like all

the staging areas.

A I would imagine they would be at all the staging
areas and at the EOC. I am not sure they would be with
all the field personnel though.

Q Do you think that there would be observers at l
all the transfer points? |

A FEMA may decide to do it that way. I have no l
way to know what they will decide to do. :

Q Your answer 54, Mr. Daverio, does this answer
assume that there will be indeed be federal, state, and local |
participation as observers? %

A Let me read the answer.

(Pause.)

As I stated, I think federal observers would
come and they would be part of this. We could do the
critique of the federal observers weren't there. I am
not sure that that would meet the requirements.

Q Mr. Daverio, lookinug over to page 74, answer 55

begins, "Attendees of the post-exercise critiques will

include the following personnel." And then you say, "Any
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federal, state or local observers, next would be lead
exercise c?ntroller." And then you talk about key
exercise controllers and observers.

Do you see that?

A Yes, 1 do.

() Assume with me for the moment, Mr. Daverio,
that there would be no state or local narticipation in
the FEMA exercise, who then, in your opinion, would be
the lead exercise controller?

Do vou have any way of knowing at this time?

A i don't think that would make a difference.

Q Well, do you know what organization or entity

the lead exercise controller would represent or come from?

A I think, Mr. Miller, you have to understand,
if the state was participating in the planning process
and playing, they would be lead controller for the state
part, If LERO is providing the functions of the state,
LERO would provide the lead controller. Tt might be an
IMPELL person. It could be a LILCO person.

I don't see that as changing who the lead
controller would be under the LERO plan.

Q Okay. 8o is your answer that assuming no

state or locsl participation, the lead exercise control'ler

would either be a LILCO or an IMPELL person?

A Yes. I just stated that.
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Q And =~

A Excuse me. May be IMPELL. We haven't made that
determination. It could be a LILCO person, but =-- what
the lead controller does is, he controls the scenario
that has been approved by FEMA to be used in that exercise.

Q Witn respect to the key exercise controllers
and observers that is mentioned on vage 74, again, assuming
no state or local participation, would these key
exercise controllers and observers be either LILCO or
IMPELL people?

A Yes. What we are talking about here is our
self-critique- of the exercise. There is a FEMA critique
of the federal observers that is held separately.

Q When you state, Mr. Daverio, "other invited
personnel” at the bottom of the page, what kinds of
other invited personnel are you talking about there ==
again, assuming no state or local participation?

A We could invite peonle from Nassau County,
other counties who may want to observe our exercise.

It could be a senior officer within the company who might

want to be there., That would vary.
0 You haven't made that determination at this time?
A No. That i1s why 1t says "others."
Q Looking «t page 75, Mr. Daverio, the question is

posed, "What sort of prior experience will the observers of
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LERO drills and exercises have?"
Do you see that?
.

A Yes.

Q The question is really never answered, Mr. Daverio.
Let me ask you now: Do you know the answer to the guestion
regarding the prior experience of these observers?

A I think it is answered.

Q Dn you consider prior experience to be the
pre-exercise briefings?

A That is one fo.m of prior experience, yes.

They have also, depending on who it is, and that would
vary by individual, bring a background to that pre-exercise
briefing.

Q The answer, as it presently stands, talks solely
in terms of the pre-exercise briefings though, isn't that
right?

A That 18 correct, but the assumption is that the
personnel come with different backarounds.

Q I gather, Mr. Daverio, that your assumption then
is also that these observers would be knowledgeable about
emergency response actions?

A In general terms, I think the observers we have
used from IMPELL, while maybe not every one has been at
another exercise, I would say a larve part of them have

been.
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We also may use other utility emergency plannina
personnel to be observers. An example would be, we provided
I think eleven observers to New York State to be official
New York State observers for the Rockland County Compensating
Measures Plan.

So you 1 > for the best people. You give them
a prebriefing on what is going to happen at your exercise
and what they shcu d be looking for.

Q At this me you haven't made a determination
as to whom will be tie cbservers of these drills and
exercises, correct:

A I don't have (e exact names. That is correct.

Q Therefc «, when you are asked in question 56
to talk about theirc prior experience, at this time you
really just doen't -now their prior experience, do you?

A I know tie type of person we would be looking for.
I don't have the exact names of people who would be there
and then they would get this briefing.

Dr. Cordaro would like to add.

A (Witness Cordaro) Usually other exercises in the
state, observers are not determined until maybe a month
or two before the exercise itself. And they usually have
certain credentials wh' 1 qualify them for observing a
particular exercise.

As Mr. Daverio mentioned, in past exercises in the
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state, we have supplied people to

observers. These people had to have some sort

.

to qualify them to, in fact, observe the function that
they were observing and had to be accepted by the utility

or the state, in the case of the Indian Point exercise.
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Q Dr. Cordaro, with respect to the LILCC exercise,

if there should be one, isn't it a fact that with respect

to qualification of observers that decision would be made

by LILCO? -
A Yes.
Q Now, looking at Question and Answer 57 on Page

75, let me make sure I understand this. Mr. Daverio,
other than the FEMA exercise LILCO plans to, and has,

critiqued its own drills and exercises; isn't that correct?

A (Witness Daverio) That's correct.

Q Would you look please at Page 77 of the
testimony?

A 77?2

Q I'm sorry.

A You skipped a page. I was just amazed.

(Laughter.)

Q Well, let's go to Page 76. When you say at the
top of the page, Mr. Daverio, LILCO will not only be
evaluated on its ability to implement emergency response
actions but also on its ability to conduct a fair and

accurate graded exercise, do you see that?

A That's correct.
Q Who will evaluate LILCO in this regard?
A “rom my experience, the federal observers look

at whether you are prompting your people too much, whether
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the scenario tests them enough. It's an overall judgment
by the federal observers as to whether 1t was a fair test
of your plan.

Q Mr. Varley, has IMPELL at this time prepared
scenarios, possible scenarios, to be used in the FEMA
exercise, assuming that such an exercise is conducted?

A (Witness Varley) 1I believe they have started
preparation work on that., I think the individual that was
working on that was working with Mr. Daverio, ard he may
have a clearer answer to that than I do.

(Witness Daverio) They have. They are completed.
We have a set of three scenarios we have completed. The
final approval of the use of the scenario and what you use
is, in my experience, a process that you go through with
the NRC and FEMA. We have just prepared scenarios we would
propose to use, but they have to review them.

Under FEMA's policy, it's my understandinc you
have to submit your objectives of your drills seventy-five
days prior to running the drill, and you have to submit

the detailed scenario forty-five davs prior to running the

drill, They review it and make sure that that's appropriate|

Q Let me ask you, Mr. Daverio, have you seen these
proposed scenarios prepared by IMPELL?
A I am on the approved list to see it because I

will not be a participant in the drill.
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Q So, have you seen the proposed scenarios?

A I haven't seen them in detail vet. I know some

-

facts about what's in them.

Q Have you seen them, Mr. Varley?

A (Witness Varley) No, I haven't.

Q Has anyone else on the panel?

A (Witness Cordaro) I haven't, mainly because I

am'a participant in the on-site plan, so I am not allowed
to be aware of any of the details.

Q Do you know if Mr. Weismantle has seen these
proposed scenarios?

A (Witness Daverio) No, he hasn't.

Q Mr. Daverio, it's fair to say, isn't it, that
during a FEMA-graded exercise federal observers evaluate
drill procedures and performance but not evaluation pro-
cedures used by the utility?

A I['m not sure I would agree with that statement

in the general sense.

Q Do you think that the federal observers review

and critique the methndology used by utilities in conducting

the utility's evaluation of the exercise performance?

A Yes.

Q And it's your understanding that in this reqgard

findings and comments by the federal observers would be

reported back to the utility?
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$2-4-SueT 1 A It goes both ways. Our findings would be
. 2 h reported to them, and their findings based on that would
3 be reported to us in their reports.
4 Q Now, we can go to Page 77. Contention 98
5 generally discusses the training and retraining of non-
6 LILCO personnel, doesn't it, Mr. Daverio?
7 A Yes, it does.
8 L There is a statement at the bottom of Page 77
9 which says, it's quoting NUREG 0654, and it says: Each
10 organization shall establish a training program for in-
1 structing and qualifying personnel who will implement
12 radiological emergency response plans.
. 13 Do you see that?
14 A Yes, I do.
15 Q Could you tell me, Mr. Daverio, qualifying
18 personnel requires testing, doesn't it?
17 A I think you could say qualifying personnel would
18 be -- testing would be included, but it could be a review
19 exercise, It doesn't necessarily have to be a written
20 exam.
21 Q Would you agree with me, Mr. Daverio, that at
22 least there must be some established criteria for qualify-
23 ing personnel?
. 4 A And the established criteria would be performance
2 in their function.
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Q And in that regard, .hat depends upon the

judgméhi'bf those evaluating the performance; correct?

A I think we have stated that before.

Q SO0 you agree wit!: me?

A There is some judgment that has to be used.
Q Looking at Page 78, Mr. Daverio, the first

sentence of the answer says: It 1s our understanding that
organizations which will provide essential support services
édnring an emergency must receive training.

Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q And I take it, !Mr. Daverio, th:t this understanding

is based upon your reading of the regulations and guidelines:

is that corrert?

A That's correct.

Q Could ycu tell me, Mr. Daverio, where the word
"essential" appears in the regulations or guidelines with
respect to organizations that should receive emergency
planning and training?

A It's my interpretation. I think if you look at
the previous page you can get that interpretation from the

words “"who may be called upon to assist."

Q Well, are you saying that every organization that

may be called upon to assist during an emergency constitutes

an essential support service organization?

|

|
i
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2-6-SueT 1 A I think we go on to define that in the next
2 sentence.. We say in our plan, the cases where we feel
3 they are essential support services are defined there. And E
4 if they are in the plan and provide a service under that
5 plan, yes, that's true. |
6 Q So, LILCO makes judgments regarding which organizar
7 tions should ve considered essential support service organi - %
8 zafions; correct? |
9 A The plan states which organizations we feel are
|
10 necessary to implement the plan. And that's being reviewed ;
1 by this Board, and if it's approved by this Board I think
12 those are the agencies. E
. 13 Dr. Cordaro would like to add something. ‘
14 (Witness Cordaro) It's not only our judgment. i
15 It's also based on precedent which has been established by !
16 how it is applied in other plans, especially in New York :
17 State, :
end #2 " |
Joe flws 19
20
21
22
| 23
)
24
-3 |
25
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Q Are you saying that other plans, Dr. Cordaro,
always inglude the U. S. Coast Guard, DOE RAP, the American
Red Cross, ambulance personnel, and helicopter personnel
as essential support services and exclude organizations
such as schools and hospitals and nursing homes and other

special facilities as essential support service organizations

~J

A Yes. In some cases helicopter personnel may not
be a part of a particular plan at another facility, so theyv
may not come in question as requiring training, but it is
a routine practice for formal training programs, as
prescribed by the regulations, not to be required of entities
such as schools and hospitals and nursing homes.

Q My question was are you testifying that there
are no other radiological response plans, to your knowledge,
that include schools, hospitals, nursing homes and other
special facilities as essential support services under
those plans?

A Only in the context of the hospital you rely
on primarily in the event of an accident to possibly
administer to an injured worker, such as the agreement we
have with Centra. Suffolk Hospital for Shoreham, but I
know of == I am not aware of any other plans which include
schools, hospitals, and nursing homes as essential responding
organizations.

Q Do you consider Central Suffolk Hospital an
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essential support organization under the LILCO Plan?

A In the context I refer to them as providing
emezgenc;.health care for people on site who might become
injured in the event of an accident.

Q Mr. Daverio, the last sentence of Answer 60
says that it is your understanding that personnel from
organizations such as schools, hospitals, nursing homes,
do not need to receive the full complement of radiological
emergency response training. Do you see that?

A (Witness Daverio) Yes.

Q Are you saying here, Mr. Daverio, that these
organizations need receive no training?

A That is not what it says.

Q So you would agree with me that they need to
receive some training, correct?

A I think we went through this on the first day
when you asked me necessary versus enhance, and if you
look at Answer 61, and if you look at the outline we have
of training for particular groups =-- page 81, not Question
8l, sorry -- there is a difference between something we
think that would enhance the program versus something w2
think is necessary, and those three categories are defined
in our answer to 61.

Q Yes, sir. I am asking the question because

of the word, 'need' in your answer to Question 60, where
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you say that these organizations do not need to receive
the full complement of training.

A : The full complement is the word that ties to
need. We do define what we would like them to have that
would enhance the program when we define necessary versus
enhancement in Question 61,

Q Just so we can try to tie this together, do
you believg, Mr. Daverio, that organizations such as
schools and hospitals need any -- need any -- emergency
response training under the LILCO Plan?

A I think if you turn to page 79, look at Item 3,
it states there that people who make decisions in an
emergency; for example, a school principal, a school
superintendent, who has to decide to take our recommendantion
or not, I think it is necessary for him to be trained.

A school teacher, he would fall under No. 1,
there. They know how to handle children. They know how
to get them in line. They know how to get them on a bus.
They don't necessarily need to be trained. It would enhance
the program if they had some, and we define that on page 81.

Q Well, let's look at the first one on page 79,
which is the example of teachers. Are you saying, Mr.
Daverio, that it is not necessary for persons such as
teachers to know their roles and what is expected of them,

and how they fit within the concept of the LERO organization}
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A The concept of the LERO organization for schools,
as I understand it, is to either evacuate the children, eithe
send them home or evacuate the children, or to shelter them.

I think a teacher would know how to shelter
or keep a student in an area where they were told to go
to, and I would think under normal snow conditions they have
to evacuate in a sense their schools with an early dismissal
program.

So, I am not sure they need to be trained. 1If
you look at page 81, we define that we would like them to
get a handout that explains that to them. We would like
them to get another handout that explains emergencies in
general and how to plan for them, but I don't think that
is a necessary one.

A (Witness Mileti) If I might add and supplemen:
that answer a bit, it is that if the role of a teacher in
response to a radiological emergency is, for example =--
and T am making this up hypothetically =-- perhaps to
accompany students on a bus, then that shouldn't be a
surprise to the teachers the day the radiological emergency
happens. They need to know that.

However, that they might need to help get kids
on a bus or accompany them on a bus is something that you

don't have to train teachers to know how to do. They

alreacy know how to do that.
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Q Mr. Daverio, you mentioned as an example of
what teachers zlready know how to do, sheltering. Is
that correct?

A (Witness Daverio) Sheltering to the extent
that all they would be doing is moving a student to an

area that a superintendent made a decision to move them

to, and controlling that student in that area.

I think a teacher can do that, and they do

it, probably.

o] So, your answer then assumes that the school
principal or school administrator with responsibility
for the school, that he or she know how to shelter and

have been trained in that regard, is that correct?

A I think they would fall more under Item 3 than
Item 1.
Q And what happens, Mr. Daverio, if that school

principal or supervisory person is not present at the time
of a radiological emergency?

A I am assumina the school would train enc 7h
people and have that contingency built in.

Q S0 you place reponsibility on the schools
themselves to train persons such as the teachers?

A No, I didn' say that.

Q You said that you are assuming that the schools

would train enough people.
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A If you would go to page 81, again, like I
have mentioned, if you look, key administrative personnel.
I assume they are not going to train one person.

I have assumed that if are going to train
people, you will always have one person there who knows
about emergencies. I think a school always would do that.

Q Well, let me ask you how you would define
key adminigtration personnel for schools. You would
include, I assume, the school superintendent?

A I would probably include superiéiendent. Maybe
an assistant superintendent, possibly a principal and
an assistant principal. We would define that along with
discussions with the schools, I would imagine.

Q Would you want to include, perhaps, any
medical personnel with the schools?

A Possibly. That would depend on our discussions
with the schools.

Q You really just haven't made a determination
yet as to what would constitute key admininistration
personnel for the schools, isn't that correct?

A I can tell you that the people who have to make
the decision on what the schools should do, I would fall
in that category. Whether a nurse in a school would fal)

under that category, 1 would rely on the school to tell

me whether they wanted that to happen or not, and I will

defer to Dr. Cordaro.
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A (Witness Cordaro) Some of that, or course,

depends on what the school views as essential or who the

.
school views as essential key administrative personnel.
And in our deliberations with the schools, we will take it
as far as they want to go, as far as providing training
and assistance to whatever key admianistrative rersonnel
they believe are necessary.

A (Witness Mileti) TIf I might supplement that
answer as well, the important concept here really is, who
is going to be making the decision about response in a
radiological emergency at a school., Individual students
aren't students aren't going to be deciding and debating
whether or not they should engage in an action, And
individual teachers aren't going to be debating that as well.

But somebody will have to get the information
and decide to issue or go along with an advisement about
school response. And that person should receive information
beforehand.

Q What :asi; do you have, Dr. Mileti, for saying
that individual teachers and students will not be engaged
in making decisions that would have to be made during a
radiological emeraency?

People are going to make their own decisions,
aren't they?

A By and large, people nake decision every day,
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certainly. However, I don't perceive that, given the way

schools operate, “hat individual students, for example,

if an evacuation advisement is issued, some will decide

in one sixth grade class to evacuate and others will decide

to shelter, but rather they will follow the lead of
the teacher, and the teacher will follow the lead of the

organizational decision maker,

Q That is your opinion?
A That is the way schools function,
Q That is the way schools function during a

radiological emergency?

A That is the way schools function,

Q You don't draw a distinction as to how
schools function on a day=-to=day nornal basis and how
they mijht function during a radiological emergency, do
you, Dr, Mileti?

A I am talking about how schools function in
emergencies.

Q That is your opinion then, right?

A But that is based on observations about how
organizations behave in emergencies., Typically people

have lead positions in them, | ¢ould not imagine an

instance where a decision would be made about how and what

people at schools should do by the persons in charge of

schools and then that was not implemented and followed




L S = . o

11,856

through on, and individual students were allowed to choose
what it Ul’ that they wanted to do in the sanse of not
following the advisement of the principal or the superinten=
dent,

Q You can't imagine such a situation?

A No, | can't,

Q Would you look at the third paragraph,

Mr. Daverio, on page 79. This paragraph involves the
people who you think would need some training on the
issues and topics relevant to their decision making Auring
a radiological emergency at Shoreham, correct?

A (Witness Daverio) That's correct,

Q Would you agree with me, Mr. Daverio, that
training that is beina put together and will be proposed,
I assume by LILCO, to organizations such as schools will
invalve more than just the presentation of (information?

MS. MONAGHAN: Objection., That guestion is
ambiguous and vague,
MR, MILLER: I am looking at the paragravh
that sayn, "“School principals should be presented with
information.” | am asking, won't these proposed training
matarials and training do more than just present information?
JUDGE LAURENSON: The objection is overruled,
WITNESS DAVERIOr I am not sure ! understand

what your gquestion is asking, Mr, Miller,




BY MR, MILLFR:

Q Po you think, Mr, Daverio, that a sound
training program, which we ha. e used the term before this
week, can encompass just the presentation of information?

(Pause,)

A It depends on what yo" are trying to train
someone to do,

Q Are you saying that in some circumstances the

answer would be yes, the presentation of information would

suffice?
A Yes,
Q And earlier in the testimony, very early in the

testimony, Mr, Daverio, where it says on page 13 that “"the
basie approach to training program design is," and it
sots forth the three steps of presentation of information,
epplication of the information by the learner, and
eritique of the application by the instructor, 1 gather
you are telling me then that this three-step process, which
a8 you say in your testimony constitutes the basic approach
to training, does not apply with respect to organizations
such as schools, hospitals, nursing homes?

A I think there is == as 1 said, it depends on
what you are training someone to do, We are not trying
Lo train them to be LERO responders. We are trying to

train them and give them moro appropriately give them
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information that would allow them to make a decision based
on LERO's recommendation to them. And based on that, to
implemert what they do -- go home, shelter their students.

So it is veally information so that they can make
a decision on what action to take within their school
district or school. It is not training them to be a LERO
worier.,

Q So the three-part approach which is discussed
earlier in the testimony, in your opinion, Mr. Daverio,
need not be applied to these types of organizations?

A I think on 79 we only talk about providing
information to them. I don't think we say we are going
to train them. I don't think we use that word.

Q It says in the secnnd line, "People who would
make decisions in an emergency need some training."

A And that some training is providing them informa-
tion.

A (Witness Mileti) 1If I might supplement that
answer, that is, again, because the kinds of actions that
might be going on at a school, for example, dismissing
them or keeping students in the classroom or perhaps putting
them on a bus, are not unfamiliar skills to people who work
at schools.

() Would vou look, please, at page 80. Answer 63,

Mr. Daverio, states chat "the training has not yet been
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provided to these organizations." Again, we are still
talking about schools and hospitals and nursing homes
and other special facilities, correct?

A (Witness Daverio) That is correct.

Q When you say that you have developed, on a
conceptual basis, such training materials, could you tell

me briefly what you mean by saying you have developed

these materials on a conceptual basis?

A Page 81 of our testimony.

Q These would be examples of what you have developed
to date?

A That is what we are in the process of developing.

That is the concepts that we are developing now, items
to implement those concepts.

Q Do you know, Mr. Daverio, when LILCO will be
prepared to offer such training to these special facilities
and other organizations?

A I ==

(Witnesses conferring.)

I would say right now we would probably be
ready to offer these training programs in the July-August
time frame.

Q Mr. Varley, in answer 65 -- let's look at the
question first. It says, Could you outline a typical

lesson plan for the type of training that will be offered
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to schools, hospitals, et cetera. And then the answer
goes on for some two pages.

Tell me, do you consider the listing of proposed
training materials set forth on pages 81 and 82 to be a
description of a typical lesson plan?

A (Witness Varley) No. I think lesson plan,
in this case, was probably a poor choice of words. It
should have been "outline."

Q Looking on page 81, Mr. Daverio, the materials
that are set forth on pages 8l and 82 -- well, the
proposed training which is talked about in response to
conteion 98, that training is no where described in the
LILCO plan, is it?

A (Witness Daverio) I will have to look. Just
give me a second.

(Pause.)

I think if you loock on page 5.1-6 of the plan
we talk about training and information sessions will be
offered to these organizations. These organizations will
include schools, hospitals, nursing homes situated inside
ten miles. The nature and scope provided will be determined
in meetings. And then we go on and we talk about three
general points that we would try to include or may
include.

So we talk about them. We don't go into the
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detail that we have on page 81 though.

Q That was my question. The actual listing of

your proposed materials, as set forth on pages 81 and 82,

that no where appears in the LILCO plan, does it?

A The outline that is on 81 and 82 didn't exist

in December of last year when we last revised the plan.
Q Is it fair to say, Mr. Daverio, that the
training offered by LILCO to these organizations will consist

only of the classroom training materials?

A Yes.
Q Looking at page 82, please =--
A (Witness Cordaro) One thing I want to add

to Mr. Daverio's answer, if any facility feels that they

need additional training of some sort and feel very
st.ongly about it, we are more than willing to agree to
that in any reasonable context.

Q Looking at page 82, Mr. Daverio, the listing
of materials on pages 81 and 82, could LILCO's intent
at this time with respect to the use of such materials
change in any respect?

Let me restate that, Do you think that there
could be additional materials prevared by LILCO for
its proposed training of these organizations?
A (Witness Daverio) I think Dr. Cordaro just

answered that by saying, if a school superintendent decided




he wanted another thing and felt strongly and, after

discussions with him, we concurred, we would put together
.

a program that mad¢ them happy.

Q In part, whether or not the materials would be

changed or revised or increased could depend on what the

organizations themselves would tell you in response to

your offer to provide training to them?

A In part.

Q Mr. Daverio, looking at the bottom of 82, vou
talk about the training offerred to organizations such as
schools and hospitals and then contrast that, I suppose,
to training that will be offered to organizations such as
ambulance companies.

Do you see that?
A Yes, I do.
Q When I read this comparison in answer 66,
Mr. Daverio, I have some trouble u: lerstanding how the
two descriptions differ.
Could you explain to me how they do differ?
You have to give me a minute to read it again.
(Pause.)
Yes. The difference, as I read those two
statements -- and someone else may want to “ump in and
add to this -- is that in the first case we are saying

they are going to take an action like the general public.
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That wuuld be to evacuate.

In the second case we are talking about ambulance

companies having specific job responsibilities within LERO.

That would be an example, going in and picking up an
invalid person who was at home. They are not going out;
they are going to go in to pick that person up. So there

is a difference because t. .y are going to get their

job specific LERO training.

That 1s what I think we are trying to point out
in comparing those two statements.
Q Looking at page 83, your answer to question 67,
Mr. Daverio, says that "the emergency planning coordinator"
-=- that is you, right?
A Yep.
Q == "will meet annually with each organization"
-- again referring to schools, hospitals, et cetera --
"to develop a timetable for conducting the agreed-upon
training. Retraining will be done annuallv."
Do you see that?
A I would just like to add, or designee. I may
not personally meet with everyone.
Q Okay.
Do you see the statements I was reading?
A Yes, I do.

Q At this time, Mr. Daverio, do you have any
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indication or assurance in any way that these organizations
will either meet annually with LILCO or will agree to
retraining by LILCO?

A I don't think we have an agreement, but I have a
hard time believinug that if they were trained the first
time, they wouldn't meet with me to discuss whether they
need retraining cr not.

Q The question remains, I suppose, whether these
organizations will agree to be trained by LILCO the
first time, and at this time you have no assurance in that
regard either, have you?

A It is my opinion that if the plant if !icensed
and the plan approved, I have a hard time believing they
wouldn't.

Q When 1 say "no assurance," do you have something
concrete you can point me to which indicates these
organizations will, indeed, agree to be trained by LILCO?
A I have no reason to believe otherwise. As I
just stated, I have some reasony why I believe they would.
Q Do you have anything concrete, other than your
belief or opinion, to point me to, Mr. Daverio?
A In specific cases I can point you to some.

Central Suffolk Hospital, we have a letter of agreement

with, and they have been tihrough training, I think twice

already. 8So I think -- there's one case.
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Q Anybody other than Central Suffolk?
A We are having ongoing discussions with all
these facilities, and I am not sure -- I was here, I think,

at least for part of the hospital's testimony. I think
one of our witncsses said there was some training done at
another hospital. But I personally am not aware of that.
I just heard that.

Q I don't want to go through the facilities,
Mr. Daverio.

It 1s fair to say, isn't it, that with respect
to the schools and with respect to the qreat; great
majority of other facilities such as hospitals and
nursing homes and adult homes, that LILCO has no agreements
by any of these organizations saying that they will accept
the training which LILCO will offer to them?

A I have a hard time with that because every one,
I think, of the school districts accepted our tone alerts.

Q Does that imply to you that they have agreed to
accept training by LILCO?

A No. But it implies to me that if the plan, as
I stated before, was approved, I don't see that they
wouldn't take our training.

Q I am asking you, though, Mr. Daverio, if you have

any agreements with any of these organizations. I understand

your opinion.
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A If you are asking if I have a hard letter that

says that, I don't. Dr. Cordaro would like to add.

Q Dr. Cordaro, do you have those agreements?

A (Witness Cordaro) We have no agreements, nor

do we feel any are necessary.

However, these are responsible organizations;
they have responsibility for the people in their charge.
I just can't imagine them not doing the responsible thing
and accepting training if they felt that training was
necessary for them to discharge their responsibilities.

Q Look at answer 69, please.

Looking at the question first, please,

Mr. Daverio, it talks about how the LERO drill and exercise

program will insure LERO personnel will know how to

interact with school administrators, special facility
administrators, and the public.
Do you see that?

A (Witness Daverio) Yes, I do.

Q Now, the LERO drill and exercise program has
simulated the public in any way, has 1it?

A Yes, it has.

Q Could you give me e¢xamples of how the public has
been simulated?

A Yes. In some of our drills the same type of

activity occurred. We gave them a list of phone numberes to
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call for invalid people at home, and had some of
our coordinators call and make arrangements to have
ambulances go there.
So there was some general public simulation.
Traffic guide training that Dr. Babb is doing
right now simulates traffic being =-- moving, and I
assume later on we will get to that. So there are two
cases I can thin:: of off the top of my head.
Q Mr. Daverio, are you saying that in these drills
where a drill participant or =xercise participant placed
a phone call to another drill or exercise participant
simulating a school administrator, that that constitutes
simulation of the public during the exercise or the drill?
A That is not what I stated. I stated that we
had controllers/observers sitting in Hicksville. We
gave, let's say, someone who had to call an invalid person
at home that phone number. They called that observer/
controller, not another participant. That person was told
to play the part of an invalid at home and give some
information to see if they could perform.
That is a simulation, Mr. Miller.
Q Maybe I should define simulation of the public.
You described to me thus far simulation of individual
members ol the public, such as an invalid person at home,

and I know tlie testimony talks about the simulation of the
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1 officials, such as the school administrator.
. N Can we define public in terms of groups of
-

3 people? tas there been any simulation in that respect

END 4 4 during the LILCO drills or exercises?
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A No, we have not.
Q And where you state in Answer 69, Mr. Daverio,
that the drill controllers manned telephone lines and

acted the part of various outside organizations' officials,

that really means they answered the telephones when they

rang, doesn't it?
A More than that.

Q Well, what did they do? Can you briefly describe

it for me?

A They would ask questions, what does this mean,

what should I do.

We were trying to simulate what a school

administrator might ask. l
Q Was there a prepared script, Mr. Varley, for

these persons to use in acting the part of various outside

organizations' officials? 1
A (Witness Varley) There may have been some in

some of the scenarios. I would have to go back through the

scenarios to recall. ‘

Other examples of the types of things we did were,

we had certain people call into the organization and indicate

that they had problems and that they wished for LERO to :

respond to those types of problems. These go back again

to those subsituations that we talked about earlier that

we introduce into the scenario to try to get LERO people
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thinking and responding to things that might occur in an
emergency.

Q . Right. My question was, are there prepared
scripts of some sort for these individuals. And your
answer is there may have been, you just don't know?

A That's correct.

Q Looking at Page 84, when you say, Mr. Daverio,
you are talking about emergency response organizations,
that they are divided into two groups and vou say the
first group includes the Coast Guard, ambulance personnel
and helicopter personnel, do you see that?

A (Witness Daverio) Yes, I do.

Q Let me make sure we have the same definition of
the word "includes.” The first group is comprised only
of those three organizations; correct?

Are there any other organizations that are
included within that group?

A No, I don't believe so.

Q And the same for the second group that vou list
which you say includes the Red Cross and the DOE RAP. Are

there any other organizations which comprise that second

group?
A Not as essential support services, no.
Q Going over to Page 85, you state at the last

sentence of the paragraph which ends in the middle of the
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$5-3-SueT page, on Page 85, Mr. Daverio: The subject matter presented

. to these groups -- referring to the same two groups I

think -- is outlined in the lesson plans. And you refer
to Attachments 7 to 9 of the testimony.

Do you see that?

A I think we have interchanged the word "groups"
there. I think groups here refers tc the first group.

Q Okay. So, in that sense you are referring to
ambulance personnel, helicopter per:onnel and the Coast
Guard, correct?

A Yes.

Q And Attachments 7 to 9 are :h2 lesson plans used
in training those three organizations?

A I would have to check the matrix. I think those
are the t! ee.

Q Okay. I think my guestion is, Attachments 7 to

9 of the testimony, those are the lesson plans for the

18 Coast Guard, the ambulance personnel and the helicopter
19 personnel; correct?
20 A I would have to check the matrix to see if that
21 is all they get. 1 haven't done that recently.
22 Q Well, I'm not sure what the matrix has to do with
23 my question. My guestion is, Attachments 7, 8 and 9 of

. 4 the LILCO testimony are the lesson plans for these organiza-
25 tions; isn't that correct?
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A What I would have to do to agree that those
weren't just references to the types of things they get
is check ;he plan, 5.1.1., training matrix, against what
7, 8 and 9 are to ensure that I've got them all covered.

I haven't done that recently. If you give us a
minute, we could do that. It would only take a second.

Q No. I'm just confused, Mr. Daverio. Would you
look at Attachmen=s 7, 8 and 9 of the testimony?

A (Witness complying.)

Okay. I have that in front of me.

Q What I'm asking is, let me do this one by one.
Attachment 7 is the lesson plan for the Coast Guard;
is that correct?

A Yes. Now thac I've pulled out what 7, 8 and 9
is, yes, that's correct.

Q And 8 is the lesson plan for the ambulance
personnel; and, 9 is the lesson plan for the helicopter
personnel, right?

h A Yes, you are correct.

Q Can you tell me, Mr. Daverio, or Mr. Varley, if
the lesson nlans for these three organizations anywhere
include the objectives for training these organizations?

A Mr. Miller, if you look at Attachment 7, it
says "Training Objectives" and lists four. What you have

to realize, ambulance companies and for helicopter personnel,
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we are giving them the LERO modules which define the training
objectives within them.

Q Do you recall my discussion with Mr. Berger the

other day about instructional objectives?

A Yes, I do.

Q Mr. Varley, you recall that discussion also, I
take it?

A (Witness Varley) Yes, I do.

Q Now, Mr. Varley, let me ask you, do you consider

the objectives set forth in Attachment 7 for the Coast

Guard to constitute instructional objectives?

A Yes, I do.
Q Mr. Babb, do you have Attachment 7 to the
testimony?

Maybe you could borrow Mr. Varley's copy. If
you would take a quick look, Mr. Babb, at that. 1It's
fairly short. There are four little training objectives
set forth on Attachment 7 for the Coast Guard. And it
says: Training Objectives. Provide the Coast Guard,
identified to respond in support of LERQ with an understand-
ing of: (1) Basic radiological corcepts and practices (2)
Radiological protection practices (3) Use of radiological
detection and protection equipment (4) Role of the Coast
Guard in supporting LERO.

Do vou see those four objectives?

|
|
i
!
|
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A (Witness Babb) Yes, I do.

Q Do you consider those, Mr. Babb, to constitute

instructional objectives in the sense that we were discuss-
ing I think on Tuesday?

A Well, instructional objectives are the intent

or the expectations which the teacher communicates to the
learner. And in that context, these could be considered as
instructional objectives.

Q Now, Mr. Babb, do you recall our discussion re-

garding Mager and his book, Preparing Instructional

ijecqives?

A Yes, I do.

Q And do you recall where we talked there about ;

the difference between result in training and process in

training? {
{
A Yes, I do. ;
‘ I
Q And do you recall Mr, Mager's statement that says
I

that an objective describes an intended result of instruction|,
rather than the process of instruction itseélf?

A A result and an understanding of basic radiologi-
cal concepts and practices would, therefore, follow as a
result.

Q And do you recall, Mr. Babb, our discussion
regarding the reasons, according to Mr. Mager, for stating

objectives in such a way that the instructor conveys exactly
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#5-7-SueT 1 to the student trainee what he wants to instruct?
N A I don't remember those exact words. I'm para- }
3 phrasing now; I assume you are.
4 Q Yes, sir, I was. I should read it to you. The ;
.
5 stated sentence was, and I was paraphrasing: A meaningfully E
6 stated objective is one that succeeds in communicating your ?
7 intent. The best statement is the one that excludes the
8 greatest number of possible meanings other than your intent. é
9 A Okay. So there is a range there in Mr. Mager's
10 own writings. !
11 Q You would agree with Mr. Mager in this regard? i
12 a In general, in that range, yes. I would. i
. 13 Q Ana you recall, Mr. Babb, our discussion regard- ;
14 ing the words that Mager says you should avoid because they !
15 are open to many interpretations? ;
16 A Yes, I recall that. !
17 0 And to understand is an example of words that }
18 should be avoided in trying to set forth an objective in |
19 L instructing students and trainees; isn't that correct,
20 H according to Mr. Mager?
2 A Well, I do have a great deal of confidence in
2 Mr. Mager's writings. I've had to resort to them myself in
23 my own dissertation work. But there are other people in
. 24 the field, other recognized experts, Barton R. Herrscher
2 and Lleland Medskey and people like that who have used
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different words to convey the same thing.

Q Yes, sir. I understand that. Do vou think that

the words "to understand" convey the instructor's intent in
a way which excludes other possible means?

A I would qualify that, Mr. Miller, by perhaps
considering the intellectual level of the learner. For
example, if a psychiatrist were lecturing to a group c°¢

medical doctors the psychiatrist might be able to use that

word "to understand" in a perfect sense of Mr. Mager's
intent. So, I think the choice of verbs, if you will,

would depend to some degree upon the level of intellect

of the student as well as the learner.

Q Let me ask you, Mr. Babb, I'm curious about that

statement. When I say to you that I want you to understand
something, regardless of your level of intellect, which i
I'm sure is very high, do you know what I mean when I say 7
to you that I want you to understand something? |
A Yes, I think I would. I think that it you
conveyed to me that you wanted me to understand the ramifica-
tions of a certain act or deed that I would perform, on
that level I think I could understand you.
Q Now, if I said to you that I wanted you to under-
stand me and I gave you a test on the information I wan*ed
you to understand, and there were ten questions on my test,

what do yocu think would constitute adequate display of your
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level of understanding?
Would you need to get all ten of ten, or do you
think seven of ten would -~ acceptable?

A Well, as the instructor, I would have to first
arbitrarily set up a level of what I considered mastery of
the subject matter. If I considered successfully responding
to seven out of ten as mastery and then you did respond to
seven or more, then I would consider you had mastered the
subject matter.

Q The problem I guess in my guestions to you is
that when I said simply to you that I wanted you to under-
stand without telling you the standard of performance,
there is no way for you to know exactly what I, as the
instructor, mean by saying display your understanding,
ic there?

A That's a fair assessment. You might. or I might,
use different words. But, as I said, I think much of that
would depend upon the level of intellect of both the learner
as well as the teacher.

Q And if I said to you, Mr. Babb, that I wanted
you to display +o me your level of understanding and you did
so by sitting in your chair and telling me what your level
of understanding was, and then I told you that I considered
that unacceptable because I meant for you to be standing

when you gave me your answer, the problem then would be
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because I haven't set forth the conditions under which I
wanted you to respond to my instruction to you; wouldn't

that be fair to say?

A In that particular case, you had not been specific:

enough in that particular situation that you just indicated.

Q And that's the problem with the words "to
understand?"”

A It can be a problem with them. Yes, sir.

Q Let's go on to Page -- well, looking still on

Page 85, when you say, Mr. Daverio, at the bottom of the
page that American Red Cross personnel are trained by the
Red Cross to perform these duties, you are talking about
setting up relocation centers?

A (Witness Daverio) That's correct.

Q Is it your testimony that the American Red
Cross routinely sets up relocation centers?

A The Suffolk County Chapter in the last couple
of months has done it somewhat routinely. It depends on
the weather conditions and other things that are happen-
ing.

Q Where did they set up in the last couple of
months, Mr.Daverio?

A They were set up a number of times. They were
set up in Riverhead when they had the floods a couple of

months ago. I happen to be on the Board of Directors of
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the Red Cross so I know somewhat when they were sat un

They -- we started to set one up because the Asharoken Road
out to Ea;ons Neck washed out and the children who live on
Eatons lleck happen to go to school on the mainland and
couldn't get back home. So the Red Cross did start to set
up a relocation center, though the road was cleared prior
to them havirng to stay overnight.

I think they set up relocation centers during the
Grucci explosion also. So, there are three examples during
this year I think they have done already.

Q Mr. Daverio, the LILCO plan, maybe it's in
Appendix A of the LILCO plan, sets forth the number of
members of the public which could respond to an emergency
at Shoreham by going to the public relocation centers:;
isn't that correct?

A We give a conservative estimate, in my opinion.

Q Can you tell me approximately what that estimate
is?

MS. MONAGHAN: Objection. It's beyond the scope
of the contentions.

JUDGE LAURENSON: Aren't we getting into the next
area where the testimony is supposed to be filed today on
relocation centers?

MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, all I'm trying to

get at is this aspect of the experience of the Red Cross in
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setting up relocation centers. And it's going to be very
brief.

I'm not going into the details of relocation
centers. We have to discuss training of the Red Cross
now. Or, 1 will be glad to wait until relocation centers,
but I don't want to hear an objection then that we should
have done it in training.

JUDGE LAURENSON: The guestion is, what is the
relationship between the training and the jguestion you have
asked as to the number of people who are expected to be at
a relocation center?

MR. MILLER: The relationsh p is that I want to
ask Mr. Daverio if he knows of any instances where the
Red Cross has set up and had to man relocation centers --
listen to my guest 'n, Mr. Daverio, and I won't have to
repeat it -- for as many people as would perhaps have to
respond to those centers during an emergency at Shoreham.

JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. I think that's a
relevant area of inquiry.

The objection is overruled.

WITNESS DAVERIO: Yes.

BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

Q What is the number approximately in the plan?

A The approximate number, given my recollection,

is somewhere between twenty to thirty thcocusand. Someone
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. Q Now, to your knowledge,has the Suffolk County
Red Cross.set up a manned relocation center for which
twenty to thirty thousand people have gone for care by the

American Red Cross?

A I don't think the Suffolk County Chapter has,

but the Red Cross is a national organization and they would

pull in from the district office if they had to. I mean
this district office responds to Indian Point also, which

would have potentially a larger number.

Q Well, when you talk about training in your

12 testimony for the American Red Cross, you are talking about
‘ ' 13 the Suffolk County Red Cross, aren't you?

14 A It doesn't say Suffolk County. They would be

15 the prime response. It says American Red Cross; it's the

16 organization. The Suffolk County Chapter has the ability

17 to get additional resources.

13 In the case of the Eatons Neck, Asharoken Road,

19 washout we actually did get some cots from the New York

20 Chapter for those students.

21 Q Do you know, Mr. Daverio, how quickly the Suffolk

22 County Red Cross could get support from other chapters or

23 the district office of the Red Cross?

€ #5 4
Joe flws
25
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A I don't have an exact estimate. I know the
Red Cross maintains a large mobile van. I believe all the
different -- large truck that carries the equipment., I
don't have an exact time estimate, but we are in an area
where the Red Cross in this district is New York City,
which isn't too far away, so I wouldn't think it would
be extremely long.

Q ’Mr. Daverio, would you state that =-- well, let
me ask you this. You say: Unlike the Coast Guard, the
assistance given by the Red Cross in setting up relocation
centers does not require Red Cross versonnel to go into the
EPZ, and therefore, does not require that Red Cross
personnel receive training about radiation.

Do you sce that?

A Yes, I do.

Q Couldn't evacuees, Mr. Daverio, in the event of
an emergency at Shoreham, arrive at relocation centers
contaminated?

A They would go to a monitoring and decon center
first before they get to the relocation center.

Q The monitoring and decontamination centers under
the LILCO Plan would be set up at the relocation centers
though, wouldn't they?

A In the same geographic area. It wouldn't be in

the same building.
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Q So, you would see no reason because the members
of the public would be required or instructed to go to
a separaég building, although at the same location, you
would see no reason for Red Cross personnel to have training
regarding aspects of radiation?

A It is not required. If they would request it,
we would provide it, of course.

Q .Mr. Daverio, the American Red Cross under the
LILCO Plan is the ==~ I think this might be a quote: The
lead agency responsible for the total operation of the
relocation centers, close quote.

And T think that comes from the Plan at 4.2-1.

Does that sound right to you?

A I can't swear it is a quote, but it sounds
right.
Q They are the lead agency responsible for the

total operation of the relocation centers?

A That is how the Red Cross always does it.

Q And that is how your plan does it, correct?

A That is correct.

Q Do you think, Mr. Daverio, as the lead agency

with total responsibility, that the American Red Cross
need not be aware of LERO activities that would be taking
place within their areas of responsibility?

A If you are asking me about monitoring --
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6-3-Wal
1 Q Weli, I am asking about with respect to any
. 2 LERO activities that would take place within the areas of
3 responsibllity of the American Red Cross.
4 A We have a place at the EOC for Red Cross
5 representative to coordinate with LERO,
] Q But with respect to the Red Cross personnel at
7 the relocation centers, are you saying that you would
8 see no need for those Red Cross personnel to be aware
9 of LERO activities which may be taking place within the
10 areas of responsibility of the Red Cross as the lead
1n agency responsible tfor total operation of the relocation
12 centers?
. 13 A There are none.
14 Q And that, you say, is because the decontamination
15 and monitoring is, in all cases, done in a separate
16 building?
17 ’ A Or area. It is my understanding the Red Cross'
18 national policy is that they do not do monitoring and
19 decon. That is not part of their charter.
20 Q Now, under the LILCO Plan, Mr. Daverio, who
21 provides security for the relocation centers?
22 A Within the confines of the relocation center
23 itself, the Red Cross. We provide security to move people
24 through monitoring and to decon and in the parking lot.
. 25 Q And you would say, Mr. Daverio, that security
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security at the relocation centers, that security would
be provided to the relocation centers by LERO?

MS. MONAGHAN: Objection. It is beyond the
scope of the training contentions.

JUDGE LAURENSON: Sustained.

BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

Q Looking at Page 87, Mr. Daverio, Contention 99.C,
Question 73 says that =-- Contention 99.C alleges that the
LERO classroom training sessions have been conducted by
individuals who are ncoc experienced in, or knowledgeable
about the subject areas they are assigned to teach.

And the question is posed: Does this present
a problem in the LERO training program.
Do you see all that?

A I see the question.

Q Now, regardless of whether, in your opinion,
this presents a problem to the LERO training program, do
you agree with Contention 99.C that the sessions have been
conducted by individuals who are not experienced in, or
knowledgeable about the subject areas they are assigned
to teach?

A Not as a generalization, no.

Q Not as a generalization. Do you have any
reason to believe, Mr. Daverio, that in some cases instructol

that have been used in the LERD training program are, in

'S
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fact, not experienced in or knowledgeable about the subject

areas they aie assigned to teach.

A ; Under my definition of experienced, they were
experienced and knew the LERO procedures and what we
were trying to get across to them, so I would say I don't
think there was.

Q Well, let me come back to that. But first,
when you said not as a generalization then, what did you

mean?

A Because your question was very broad. I wasn't

sure what you were getting at. When you refined it, I
knew what you wanted. And when you used the word, 'experiend
under my definition I think they are.

Q And your definition of 'experienced' would be
they were familiar, or had read the LERO procedures?

A Some of them may have wrote them, and there were
some classes that we thought it was important to have
someone who might be familiar with a piece of equipment,
particularly in radiaticn protection, and we looked for
special individuals in that case.

Q Mr. Daverio, you are telling me that if, for
example, an instructor in the LILCO training program had
read procedures regarding security procedures, that that
instructor, therefore, became knowledgeable about the

subject area of security and how to perform security
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functions?
. 2 A For LERO, yes.
3 Q ; When it is stated in Answer 73, Mr. Daverio,
4 that with the exception of the classes for traffic guides,
5 the video tapes and workbooks provide the detailed
6 substantive information that the trainees are to learn,
7 what is the source of this detailed substantive information?
8 MS. MONAGHAN: Objection. The question is
9 vague and ambiguous as to what Mr. Miller means by, ‘source.
10 MR. MILLER: I mean who prepared the video
1 tapes and workbooks.
12 JUDGE LAURENSON: Wit! that qualification, the
| ‘ 13 objection is overruled.
14 WITNESS DAVERIO: I am not sure I understood
15 the clarification. Could Qou repeat the question?
16 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)
17 Q I mean, who prepared the video tapes and workbookg?
18 A (Witness Daverio) IMPELL, and people within the
19 LERIO staff.
20 “ Q And, is it your testimony, Mr. Daverio, that
21 the persons who prepared the videc tapes and workbooks
22 were knowledgeable about, and able to provide the detailed
23 substantive information that the trainees of the LERO
24 crganization need to learn?
. 25 A Yes.
ﬂ
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Q You start -- there is a response that carries
over to page 88 -- Mr. Varley, perhaps I should ask you
this. It.says: For the classroom sessions that have been
conducted to date, using the video tape format, each
instructor was prepared for the class session prior to
entering the classroom for the actual presentation.

Do you see that?

A (Witness Varley) Yes, I see that.

Q Let me just get a clarification first. Are
you saying in this testimony, Mr. Varley, that for class
sessions not using video tape formats, instructors were
not preprared beforehand?

A Any class sessions that may have been conducted
without video tapes, to the best of my recollection, would
have only been in two instances where the workbooks were

to be taken by the particular students to their work

location, or to their home location, to be completed.

Q So, in that case there were no instructors?
A That is correct.
Q Now, looking at Answer 74, there is a question:

How were the instructions prepared; and ther you give

a general description, Mr. Varley, as to how that preparation

was done, and you say: Prior to conducting a classroom
training session, each instructor attended a preparation

seses‘>n. The preparation sessions consisted of the
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instructor viewing the video tape, reading the applicable
workbook, and fielding typical questions to demonstrate
familiarity with the material.

Do you see that?

A Yes, I do.

Q Now, are you saying in this answer, Mr. Varley,
that these things were done during the preparation sessions?

A Yes, they were.

Q Mr. Varley, do you recall at your deposition
being asked about these things?

A I do.

Q Now, give me a second, please.

(Pause)

Do you recall, Mr. Varley, there was a discussion
about the preparation sessions for the instructors. If
you have your transcript from your deposition, I am
looking at page 118.

A No, I don't have a copy of that.
Q And there is a question: Would you tell me
again what it is that took place.

Talking about these preparation sessions.

And you say: We essentially had a meeting that
involved going over the material that was to be presented

in the classroom for that time. The instructors were =--

the instructors had seen the video tapes and the workbook
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modules previous to the meeting.

Now -- and then on the next page, Mr. Varley,
followingfup on tkat, to make sure there was a clear
understanding at your deposition, the question was posed:
As part of the preparation, sir, ir ;tructors at this
prepatory meeti .g that you attended spent some time
dealing with video tapes and workbooks.

And your answer: Prior to coming to the
meeting.

Question: They had viowed the tapes prior to
the meeting.

Answer: Yes.

A I think what you are confusing is two different
sessions. The preparation ggssions that we are talking
about in our testimony here are preparation sessions that
were conducted by Mr. Bahr in the INPELL offices with
instructors before they went out.

I believe what you are referring to in my
deposition is my discussion with you about further meetings
that went on prior to the initial round of training
sessions, where Mr. Weismantle, from LERIO, requested that
the instructors come and meet with him and have discussions
to ensure in his mind that the instructors were prepared

prior to going out into the field. I believe, not seeing

the deposition and being able to go through it, that.that
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is probably the passages that we are talking about when
you quote my deposition.

Q Why don't you take a look at those pages during
the break. I believe you are wrong. The pages would
be pages 95 to 97, and 118 to 119.

A Fine.

Q But in any event, Mr. Varley, sitting here today,
your statement is that these video tapes and workbooks were
reviewed, read, viewed, by the instructors for the LILCO
classroom sessions during the preparation sessions referred
to in Question 74.

A That 1s correct.

MR. MILLER: Why don't we take the break now,
Judge Laurenson.

JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. We will take the

morning recess now.




JUDGE LAURENSON: The hearing is resumed.'

Mr. Miller?

MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, before we resume,

let me just state that under the NRC rules, it appears
pretty clear that in connection with an offer of proof,
any written evidence should be marked for identification.
In fact, the rule says, in 2.743(e), "If the excluded
evidence is written, a copy shall be marked for identifica-
tion."

I guess I should at this time then just offer
into the record the written comment shcets that I
referred to yesterday and made offers of proof on yesterday
during the course of the day and after the hearing had
been recessed for the evening.

I would like to mark them for identification.

JUDGE LAURENSON: You can give them to the
court reporter during the next recess. As long as they
are referred to, and they will become part of the record.
They won't be bound in the transcript, of course.

MR. MILLER: I need to identify them as well
as mark them. Do you want me to just do that to the court
reporter?

JUDGE LAURENSON: Yes.

MR, MILLER: Would the Board iike copies of

the documents?
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JUDGE LAURENSON: These are the same observer
comments again?

MR. MILLER: Yes, sir.

JUDGE LAURENSON: Somehow we are not communicating,
I think, Mr. Miller. I think we have said it several
times before. The bottom line is that in our view,
this evidence that you want to put in is just not important
to this part of the case. It doesn't prove the county's
contention.

And we have talked before of all the reasons.
We have talked about the fact that licensing hearings
are not to be bogged down in implementing details, and
we feel that the individual observer comments that the
county is attempting to put into evidence here are just
not important evidence to have in the case without
further refinement.

And that is what we have told you.

MR. MILLER: Yes, sir. I don't mean to
interrupt. I am not trying to reargue my position. I
don't think there is a need to and I don't feel compelled
to, even in light of your statements just now.

I would just note for the record, my arguments
have been made and I think they are on the record.

I was asking, as a housekeeping matter, how

you wanted to do this.




JUDGE LAURENSON: I think you can just give

them to the court reporter. That is what you want to

make your record on,
BY MR. MILLER:

Q Mr. Varley, would you agree with me that with
respect to preparation of instructors for the clazsroom
training sessions, it was important for purposes of
determining whether those instructors had reviewed the
materials to be used in the classes prior to the instructors
actually teaching the classes?

A (Witness Varley) If I understand your
question correctly, was it important that the instructors
reviewed the material before going into the classroom,
yes, I think that is important.

Q How was it, Mr. Varley, that IMPELL or LILCO
made the determination that the materials, such as the
workbooks and video tapes, had indeed been reviewed by
instructors prior to their teaching their classes?

A As I believe I discussed earlier this week,
another IMPELL employee, the project engineer for this
project, Mr. Dennis Behr, personally saw to it that each
instructor that was sent into the field spent time reviewing
the workbook, reviewing the video tape, reviewing the
procedures that applied to the particular session being

conducted, that he quizzed the individual, talked with him
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about the proper conduct in the classroom, the lesson
plan outline as to the sequence of events that was to be
done, et cetera, prior to their being put into the field
to do this type of training.

Q Mr. Varley, what you are referring to is the

testimony presented in response to question 74; is that

correct?
A That's correct.
Q As you have said, I think earlier, it is your

testimony that these things, reviewing the video tapes
and reading the workbooks, were indeed done during the

preparation sessions conducted by Mr. Behr; is that

correct?
A Conducted by Mr. Behr at IMPELL, that is correct.
Q Before the break, Mr. Varley, 1 asked you about

some testimony given by you at your deposition and, if
I understand your response, you told me that you thought I
was confused between sessions conducted by Mr. Weismantle
and sessions conducted by Mr. Behr?
A That's correct.
Q Did you have a chance to look at the pages that
I referred you to in your transcript?
A Yes. And they confirmed what I told you ea' lier.
0 Could you point me where in the transcript

Mr. Weismantle's name appears in connection with preparation
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of the classroom instructors?

A There is no place where Mr. Weismant's name
appears.

Q Could you tell me, Mr. Varley, do you have a
copy of your transcript now in front of you?

A Yes, I do.

Q Could vou open up to page 95? .

P:S I have it.

Q Do you see the question, "What did instructors ;

do to prepare for classes?" and your answer, "I wasn't
involved in that end of it. Dennis Behr assigned
instructors and was responsible for preparing instructors
and making sure instructors were in the right place at
the right time for the tiaini~rg classes."?

A That's correct.

Q The material from your deposition, your statements
given at your deposition that I referred to before the
break, follow immediately after that discussion regarding
Mr. Behr's involvement in the opreparation of instructors
for teaching their classes, doesn't it?

A Would you repeat that question?

Q The questions 1 asked you before the break,

regarding preparation of instructors to insure that they
were knowledgeable about training materials to be used

in the classroom sessions, those questions and your statements
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at your deposition follow immediately after the statement
that we ju§t read in which you talk about Mr. Behr's
involvement; isn't that true?
A I'm sorry. I can't follow your line of questioning.
MR. MILLER: Judge l.aurenson, I think the
easiest thing to do is, we will just offer in the pages
from the transcript. I will have those copied during the
next break.
BY MR. MILLER:
Q Let's look at question and answer 74 on page 88 =--
MS. MONAGHAN: Judge Laurenson, we are going to

cbject to the offer of those pages into the transcript.

He has not given -- I don't know whether Mr. Miller |
considers this an adequate foundation for admission of
those into the transcript. I do not.

If he wants those pages admitted, he has to
lay a foundation with Mr, Varley as to how Mr. Varley
interprets the particular line of questioning that
went on in the transcript.

MR. MILLER: That is not at all the standard,
Judge Laurenson. I am offering these pages, I will offer
these pages for purposes of impeachment of Mr., Varley's
testimony. i

MS. MONAGHAN: That is the standard, Judge

Laurenson. Where it concerns a written document, you have
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to permit the witness to review the document and give the
witness an opportunity to explain the statements in the
written document in order to lay a foundation for impeachment,
as I understand the rules of evidence.

MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, yesterday we talked
about Mr. Varley's deposition. I will present to the
Board the pages from his deposition. I will present to
the Board the page signed by Mr. Varley, indicating that
his deposition was true and accurate to the best of his
knowledge and belief, and those pages will indicate a
direct conflict with the testimony set forth on page 88 of
the LILCO testimony.

That is the standard for impeachment.

JUDGE LAURENSON: Since we don't have the pages
right now, we will just have to defer this until later.

We will hear argument at that time as to whether this
excerpt from Mr. Varley's deposition should be admitted.

BY MR. VARLEY:

Q Mr. Varley, where you state in answer 74 that
"Among other things, at these preparation sessions the
instructors [{ielded typical questions to demonstrate
familiarity with the material" -~ first of all, do yo
see that?

A Yes, 1 do.

Q You talk in there, I think, about the material




given to the LERO trainees, correct? Familiarity with

the material given to the LERO trainees?

A Yes.

Q Now, d> you mean to say, Mr. vairiey, Llal i
your opinion any person who views the video tapes and reads
the applicable workbooks before going into a classroom
would be gqualified under the LILCO training program to
teach the classroom sessions?

A My definition of qualified is prepared to
present the material in the proper sequence as outlined
in the lesson plan and have knowledge of the material
being presented to be able to answer questions that may
arise in the classroom.

Yes, those instructors are gualified.

Q If, for example, I werc to review the materials,
review the video tapes and review the workbooks, I could
go into a LILCO training class and be qualified, in your
ovinion, to teach the material to the LERO personnel?

A If you were to have discussions with Mr. Behr
and it he found that you were adequate to perform that
function, ves.

Q [t is your testimony, Mr. Varley, that in every
instance, all and every instructor was quizzed, as you say,
by Mr. Behr before those instructors taught the LILCO

training classes?
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A I have spoken personally with Mr. Behr on
that partigular subject, and he assures me that that, in
fact, did happen.

Q Do you know, Mr. Varley, if Mr. Behr would be
considered as having subject matter expertise with respect
to all the areas of training given to LERO personnel in
the classroom settings?

MS. MONAGHAN: Objection. It is not relevant
and it is beyond the scope of contentions. The issue
here is whether thcse persons who were actually in the
classroom were qualified.

JUDGE LAURENSON: The objection is overruled.

WITNESS VARLEY: Mr. Behr was involved in the
development process of the video tapes and the
workbooks for IMPELL. He was also intimately aware of
what was going on with LERO as the project engineer for
the contracts that IMPELL had with LILCO. And in that
respect, I would say that Mr. Behr was qualified,

BY MR. MILLER:

Q Are you saying, Mr. Varley, ti:t Mr Behr was
himself qualified in the same respect that instructors
were qualified -~ that is, by having reviewed the
video tapes and the workbooks?

A And also familiarity with the LERO program.

Q When you se¢y in answer 74, Mr., Varley, that
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these instructors fielded these typical questions to
demonstrate familiarity with the material, do you know
what criteria or standards were used by Mr. Behr to

determine whether the demonstration made was indeed an

adequate demonstration?

A That was Mr. Behr's opinion.

Q It was based on Mr. Behr's judgment?

A That's correct.

Q At the bottom of page 88, Mr. Varley, there

is a discussion about the lesscn plans used in the LERO
training program. This is in response to question 75.
Do you see that?
A Yes, I do.
Q The answer starts, "The lesson plans in the
LERO training program are not designed to perform the
same function that one normally associates with lesson
plans."
Do you see that?

A Yes, I do.

Q What functions in your opinion, Mr. Varley, does

one normally associate with lesson plans?

A Typical concept, I believe, that most instructors l

or educators or whatever term you desire to use have for
a lesson plan are structured more for a . lassroom setting

where ,ou are trying to present material to the students

902l
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