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Pursuant to the Rules of Practice 0f <re Nuclear Reguiatory Commission
(N.R.C.), 10 C.F.R. §.2.740 (b}, and the Orders of tne Atomic Safety anc
Licensing Board in this preceecing, Limerick Ecologv Action reredy propounds

the following interrogatories to the venns:rlvania Emeroency

-.d a"“'e"t HfE'\Cj,
("PE¥A",, ~co be answered fully in writing, under oats, in accorcance with the

definitions and instructions set forth ociow. naditionaily, pursuant to 10 C.F.2

¢ 2.741, Limerick Ecology Action recuests taat PZA procuce copies of those

documents designated by it in its respective answers pbelow.

Definitions and Instructione

%

. For each interrogatory, nlease state the full name, work acdress, and
.t1t1e or position of each person providing information Tor the arswer to tne
interrogatory.

2. The following definitions shail apaly:
a. “VEMA" shall refer to the Pennsylvania cmerqency “lanagement Acency, or any
official, ufficer, ember, empioyee, or consultant thereo?
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ény otner related ajencies of tne Lrozionweaith, upon which PNA will rely,
particulariy the Pa. dureau of Radiation “rotection ia the ra. Jept. of
Envircnmenta) Resources, and the Governc:'s Inercy Counci® resresentatives
participating in tris proceeding on oenal” of PEIA.

b. "Document" 3hall mean ary writter, srin:ed, typec or otrer graphic matter
of any kind or nature, computer tapes or other eiectranica}?y stored or
gene?ated material, and all mechanical and elecironic 50und recordings or
transcripts thereof, in the possession, custocy, or contirol of PEMA, or which
PEYA has knowied; e tnereof, and internds io rely upon in tnis prececcing.

C. "Date" shall mean tre exact cay, ronth ansc yeer 17 ascectainascie, or if
NOT ascertainabie, tne best approxination Linciuding the event's relacionsaip
to other events in the relevant context of the interrogatory).

d. "“NRC" or "Commission" shall mean e1tier the Atomic Energy Commission or tne
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, as appropriate, inciuding its reju.atory staff
and adjudicatony boards, as indicated by the centext of tre intcrrogatcry.

e. "Specify", ihen referring to a Proceeding defore the Muclear Regulatory

Comission, means that the answer sha’; set fortn tre Jrcceeding, applicant,
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docket number, relevant date, und any ot er dascriptive information apbropriate

*0 the request.

f. "lpecify" or “identify", when referring to an ndividual, corocration, or
other entity, neans that the answer sna;i set forth the neme, present or last
Known work address, and if a corporation or other entity, its principal place

of business, or if an individual, his or ner titie or titles and erpioyer.

uUnce an individual corporation or other entity has been thuys identificc in an
answer to an interrogatuny. it shali pe sufficient thereafter wnen icentifying
that individual, corporation or other entity to state rierely his, ner or its name,
3. These interrogatories request ail «nowledge anc information in PEMA's

possession and/or knowledge and information in the possession o PEA o¥ficials,

officers, agents, representatives, consultants, and unless priviieged, atiorneys.




4. In each instance in which an interrocatory recuests a statement of PEMA's
assertion, contention, view or opinion, the answer shall also contain a full

discussion of the factua) basis for the assertion or opinion.

INTERROGATORILS

1. Provide & copy of all information relating to the Penn-DOT
traffic analysis done for the Limerick Plume EPZ (cited by PEMA as
the source for traffic flow estimates indicated on Limerick Plume

EPZ maps). Provide all information thas was used to determine the g

(Provide a copy of
the actual study) =

2. Provide a map of the Limerick Plume EPZ that reflects any changes

vehicle number and time estimates shown on these maps.

made after the EPZ was slightly extended in Feb. 1984, Please

discuss how these changes were detcrmined, o
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3. Provide all information relating to traffic flow and congestion in

the following areas below. Please indicate what analysis has been made
to consider these impacts during a radiclogical emergency.

{a) Valley Forge National Park and King of Prussia arca (unless provided
in answers to First Set of Interrogatories)

(b) Marsh Creek State Park and lopewell Village area

(c) Route 100 South from Pottstown to Lxton Mall

1

4. llas PEMA conducted any surveys or studies to determine the effect that
Spontaneous evacuation outside the Plume EPZ may have on traffic
congestion backing up into the EpPz° Has this impact on evacuatioﬁ times
been considered? If yes, please provide any details available, If not,
explain why this has not been considered Ly PEMA

5. Has PEMA completed its review of PECO's May 1984 Evacuation Time

Estimate Study? Please provide any comments that PEMA has made about

this study, including all correspondence exchanged during the dcvelop-

ment of the study.



WITH REGARD TO LLA-22:

6. Does PEMA have any information available *o determine the
number of farmers who would be eligible to be designated as emergancy
workers in the event of a radinlogical ecmergency at Limerick? Provide a

ftatus report on tue Progress made in training farmers who reside within

the EPZ,
[ Does PEMA have any information relating to possible accident
scenarios which could result in radiation releases that might prevent

farmers from being designated as emergency workers, or any other
circumstances that might limit farmer access to the EPZ?

8. Does PEMA intend to present any witncsses on LEA-22? If yes,
please provide information about the subject matter to be covered in

any such testimony, and any information about witness credentials

currently known by PEMA.

9. Provide a detailed explanation of the training bei ng offered to
farmers within the EPZ. When and where have these sessions been held?
Who has conducted them? How many farmers have part1c1pated° Specifically
explain.what farmers are being told about the 'risks' of cxposure to
radiation if they chose to remain in the EPZ during a rad1ulog1ca1 emergenc) :
What role has PEMA played in determining the content of tralning se<sions?
Have PEMA representatives attended these training sessions? How is the
effectiveness of such training evaluated”®

10. In the event of a radiological emergency, where is a farmer supposed
to obtain dosimetry and KI supplies? What arrangements have been made for

decontamination of farmers? What about pats and livestock?




