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cise controllers and/or observers . . . including all completed
drill and/o- ~xercise evaluation forms . . . and/or exercises

that have been ~onducted."

On June 1, 1984, the Board ordered LILCO to produce such
documents. Tr. 9,670 (Laurenson). In crdering that the docu-
ments be produced, the Board agreed with the County that the
LILCO training testimony specifically relied upon evaluations and
critiques of LERC trainees' performance during drills and exer-
cises to support the LILCO witnesses' assertion that the LILCO
training program te«ches trainees their emergency response roles,
including how to perform thei> emergency jobs. See Tr. 9,672-73.
Thus, the Board ruled that the completed evaluation and critique
forms were relevant to the LILCO testimony and the training
contentions in issue and ordered LILCO to produce such documents.

Tr. 9,673 (Laurenson).

Fcllowing receipt of the completed evaluation and critique
forms on Ju.e 1, the County conducted cross examination of the
LILCO trairing witnesses during the week of June 1l1l. The County
attempted to establish, through its cross examination, that there
had been numerous and serious deficiencies in the training drills
and exercises conducted under the LILCO training program, and
that these deficiencies had prevailed throughout tie course of
the training providedl to LERO trainees. For a number of reasons,

however, including lack of time to review ancé analyze adequately
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the documents provided by LILCU (the documents having been
provided in the middle of a three-week trial perind), the
restricticns imposed by the Board on how such documents could be
used in guestioning the LILCO witnesses (see, e.g., Tr. 11,558~
61), and tr= fact that the LILCO witness panel was comprised of
hostile witnesses, through whom it was not possible to establish
the extent of the training deficiencies revealed by the documents
produced by LILCO, it remains necessary and appropriate for the
County to submit supplemental testimony with respect to the
extent and magnitude of such training deficiencies. Further,
discussion of the deficiencies and how they impact LILCO's
overall training program is necessary. This 1is accomplished by

the attached supplemental testimony.

Clearly, under the circumstances, good cause exists for
admitting the attached supplemental testimony. The testimony is
rele"ant, material and probative to the issues raised in the
training contentions and could not have been filed earlier since
the documents upon which the testimony is based were themselves
not produced until June 1 -- some two months after the County's
prefiled direct testimony was submitted. Furthey, the parties
will not be prejudiced if this testimony is admitted, because
they will have the opportvnity to cross-examine tne County's

witnesses about the supplemental testimony, and because the






does not appear as evidence anywhere in the record. Finally, it
is clear that this supplemental testimony could not have been
filed in a more timely fashion, since the information upon which
the testimony is based was only recently produced by LILCO, and
only since the end of trial in mid-June has there been adequate
time for the County's expert training witnesses to review and
analyze the data contained in the documents which form the bases

for the testimony now coffered.

For the reasons stated above, Suffolk County requests that
the Board admit the supplemental training testimony attached to

this motion.

Respectfully submitted,
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