35 1 UNITED STATES
.‘;;f : NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
iy 2 ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD PANEL

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20858

July 6, 1984

Roy C. Claypool, Ed.D.

District Superirtendent

Owen J. Roberts School District v y
Administration Building Sbii.2- vew

R.D. 1

Pottstown, Pennsylvania 19464

Dear Dr. Claypool:
Re: Limerick Nuclear Power Plant -- Docket Nos. 50-352-353-0L

The Atomic Safety and Licensing Board is in receipt of your letter
of June 27, 1984, requesting our aid in notifying governmental agencies
of deficiencies in emergency planning for the Owen J. Roberts School
District in the event of a postulated accident at the Limerick nuclear
generating station. As administrative judges, the members of the Board
cannot become involved outside of the hearing record with matters which
may come before us for decision on the merits in the upcoming
evidentiary hearing on offsite emergency planning issues.

[ can inform you that many emergency planning issues are pending
for litigation in this case, some of which are relevant to planning for
schools. The electric utility and private and governmental parties
which will be presenting evidence before us are being apprised of your
views by copies of your letter and may wish to contact you further. You
may wish to contact the representatives of these parties. which include
the NRC Staff (along with the Federal Emergency Management Agency), the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the Philadelphia Electric Co., and a
private group in Pottstown, Limerick Ecology Action. I suggest that if
you wish to discuss the matter with some of these parties, an efficient
way of beginning and of obtaining the names of appropriate
representatives would be to contact the attorneys for the NRC Staff,
Benjamin H. Vogler and Ann P. Hodgdon, of the 0f€ice of the Executive
Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC
20555, telephone number 301-432-7618.

In addition, the Board is planning to receive informal oral and
written limited appearance statements from the public in the Pottstown
area in addition to the formal testimony in the evidentiary hearing.
Such a session will be scheduled about the same time as the evidentiary
hearing, probably in the fall of 1984.

8407100280 840
FDR " ADOCK 05000952
P

DR



Dr. Claypool -2= July 6, 1824

I hope this information wili assist you in pursuing your concerns.

Sincerely,

B
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i
Lawrence Brenner
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE ‘

c: Docketing & Service (for service) o~




Owen J. Roberts School District
Administration Building 0= wsa 2 = T
R.D. 1, Fortstown. Pennsvivania 195464

Telephone (215) 469-6261 5

June 27, 1984 T

Chairman Lawrence Bremner

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Docket #50-352

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D.C. 20555

Reference: Incomplete Inadequate Nuclear Evacuation Plan For The
Owen J. Roberts School District within The Limerick
Nuclear Planning Area

Dear Mr. Brenner:

Nineteen (19) months ago the Owen J. Rooerts School District established
a Citizens' Task Force for the purpose of the development of school
emergency planning guidelines involving potentially hazardous conditions
including a nuclear emergency at the Limerick nuclear facility.

This Citizens' Task Force is comprised of representatives from the seven
(7) townships comprising the School District; township supervisors; NORCO
Fire Company; Technical School; employee union representatives from
custodial, secretariazl, teachers, and cafeteria; parent representatives
from all of our schools; and a number of concerned citizens. All of the
task force meetings have been advertised in the local newspapers and open to
the general public.

On June 6, 1984, the School Board held an open forum on the status of
the nuclear evacuation plan. This meeting was wicely acgvertised in the
local media.

The Citizens' Task Force presented its status report which, in summary,
states they have igdentified the human and other resources needed for an
evacuation; the actual availaple resources on nang; tne unmet needs; and
the alamming fact that the County Department of Emergency Services has not
been able to meet any »>f the igentified unmet neeags.

The Task Force made the following recommendation to the Board of School
Directors. "we cannot submit the current draft of the Owen J. Roberts
School District Radiological Emergency Response Plan for approval. As it
currently exists it is not acdequate ang will not be effective in the event
of a developing radiological emergercy."
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Page 2
June 27, 1984

Citizens were tnen given an oppoItu.ly TC comment on the status of the
evacuation plan anc to give accitional input. Between two anc one-nalf (2
1/2) and three (3) nours of testimony was receivec Dy tne goarc of School
Oirectors. A summation of the input revealec unanimous agreement by all
present to the following: the jgentifiec human ano other resources neegec
for a nuclear evacuation as presentec are real; the calculations anc
procedures identified py tne task force over & nineteen (l19) month periocd to
igentify unmet neeas are valid; anc, the School District must look beyond
the county to botn state and federal governments for immeciate heip in not
only meeting our unmet needs, but tO also cemonstrate to those empowered
with the authority to make crange the serious geficiencies in tne overall
master plan for a general evacuation of this School District.

1 am attaching a copy of the testimony presented Dy the Citizens' Task
Force and also by my office.

we solicit your aid in notifying all governmental agencies of our unmet
needs and the serious deficiencies in the overall master plan for a general
nuclear evacuation for the citizens anc cnildren of this Schocl District.

Both members of the Citizens' Task Force and I are prepared to give
testimony on this most serious matter.

Your immediate attertion and response will be appreciated.

Respectfully,

A

\'.

Roy C. Claypool, éd.D.
District Superintendent

Attachment
/ho



OWEN J. RCBERTS SCHCQL CISTRICT
R.D. #1, POTTSTOMN, PA L56éa
TO: Scard of Schcel Dirzecters
Ower. J. Rocerts Scncel Oistrict
FROM: Citizens Task Force for Cevelcocment of Seheel
Emergency Planning Guidelines f [ C/Gw«é
/
RE: Interim Progress Report or Cevelccment cf
Emergercy Raciclcgical Resgonse Plan
DATE: June S5, 1584

This communication will inform you of the current status of the cevelccment
of she Radiclogical Emergency Respense Plan. As ycu kncw, the Cltizens T:
Force has worked sericusly and conscientously over the past ninetsen (1
months in an henest effort to cevelce cur District Emergency Flan. 18
activities of this Task Force have Ceen completed within guicelires
estanlished Dy the Emergercy Planning t, the Fennsylvania GZmergercy

Plarning Agency, ang the Cepartment of Emergency Services.
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As c¢izectec by these agencies, the primary cojectives of the Task Fcrce wels
to identify rescurces neecded for stucent evacuation or sheltering;
determine existing District rescurces; and then regport all unmet rCesdulte

needs to the Chester County Department of Emergency Services, The ccle 3of

the Chester County Cepartment of Emergency Services is to lccate zng
identify acditional resources required for a scheol district evacuatoce

These resources woulcd then oce appropriately documented and attached to our
District anc County Racioclogical Emergency Response Plans.

The following ocutline will summarize the results of the neecs assessment
completed by the Citizens Task Force and subsequent reccmmencatiins 2T
Board consideration.

I. Findings of Fact

A. Resources Needec for Evacuation
1. Fifty five (55), seventy two (72) passenger Duses

2. Fifty five (55) bus crivers
3

. One hundred fifty six (156) stucent supervisory perscnnel

f =

Twenty two (22) traffic ccorginaters

5. Estaplishment of an approgriate host schoel site
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Current Oistrict Resculces LeteInminec

Training, anc Survey of Cistrict Persornel
izty (30), seventy two (72) cassenger Suses
ighteen (18) sus crivers
Sixty five (65) stucent sugerviscry personnel

No availaple traffic cocrdinators

No agreement has Deen reached regarcing the estaclisnment cf

a host schocl site

Unmet Resource Needs Cenfi-med oy the Citizens
meeting Hela cn June 4, 1984

1. Twenty five (25) acditicnmal schcol Suses
Thirty seven (37) acditicmal scheol dus crivers
Ninety one (71l) additicnal stucdent supervisory personnel
Twenty two (22) traffic centrollers

Documentation of this Neecs Assessment

1. Meeting on supject of Oistric transportaticn needs and
resources with representatives from the Chester County

Department of Emergency Services - March 1583
Teacher survey - May 1583

Bus driver survey - May 1583

Joint suo-committee of Rocerts Educaticn Associaticn and

Citizens Task Force during the month of July 1583
Teacher and Sus driver training program - Novemper 15€3
Teacher survey - Novemger 1583

Bus cdriver survey - Cecemger 1S€3

Documentaticn of Communicaticns Regarding
Resource Neecs

1. Meeting with

repr
Services - March 25, 1983

epresentztives of 0Oep e Emergency

2. Letters to Chester County Cepartment m . Services

dated July 20, 1983, March 13, 1584,
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4, Letter from Cegalt t Smergency Services Iinferming Cul
Task Fore shgt acditicral cTesources Mave NGt Ceer
igentifiec - May 25, 1584

F. Cormclusicns cf Fact

1. As a result of thorough investigatien and stucy of
rescurces, the unmet rescurce needs cf the Owen J. Rcoerts
School District are real anc valic.

2. None of our unmet rTesource needs have, as of this cate, Ceen
identified and cccumented for us Doy the Chester County
Cecartment cof Emergency Services.

3. Our emergency planning cannct move forward wuntil all
identified rescurce neecs are proviced by the Chester County
Department of Emergency Services. Any statements regarcinrg
the location of these acditional resgurces must 32e
thoroughly decumented in cetail inclucing letters of
agreement with transportaticn provicers, scheel Sus crivers,
superviscry personnel, traffic cocroinaters, hest schecol
arrangements, and all other neecs estaplishec as real anc
valid by the Citizens Task Force.

3. If our responsicility is to provide for the safety anc
welfare of our students curing a ceveleping raciological
emergercy, it Is alsc then our coligation to have assurarce
that all resources of additicnal equipment and perscnnel are
of sufficient quality to evacuate our stucents within
adequate parameters of time and safety.

¢ Recommendaticns of the Citizens Task Force
A. We cannot suomit the current draft of the Owen J. Roderts School

District Radiological Emergency Response Plan for-approval. As

it currently exists it is not adegquate and will not ce effective

in the event of a developing radiolcgical emergency.
B. Since the Philadelphia Electric Corpcraticn is scheculed to

pegin on-line operations of the Limerick MNuclear Power
Generating Station in April of 1985, it is necessary to take an
aggressive approach toward resolving the aforementicneg
emergency planning issues. we, therefore, reccmmend that
communications De initiated with the Feceral Emergency Planmnin
Agency informing them of cur cetailed review of unmetl rescurce
needs and the lack of any response oy the Chester County
Department of Emergency Services.
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we alsc recommend that no Zmergercy Resccense Flam Se suomittec
for Bcard approval withcut cscmplete and therougn drill anc
exercise. If the unme: <rescurce neecs ate eventually
{dentified, we wculd ask =hat at lsast cre plarrmeg Crill Ce
scheculed during the scnccl zay w«itn mcvement of all intarral
and external resources to cetarmire if emergency cIccecures anc
resources will aceguately orovice feor stucent safety anc
welfare. In acdditicn, we celieve that at least cne unscheculec
drill se attempted to provice further assurance of the acequacy
of the Emergency Plan.

We ‘alsc recommend +that the Citizens Task Ferce for Scheel
Emergency Planning Guicelines ccntirue to furcticn until all
emergency planning issues are resclved anc the Emelgency
Respcnse Plan is ceterminec to 2e acCequate to provice for the
protection of the stucdent enrocllment cof the Owen J. Rccerts
Schoel Oistrict.
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June &, 15684

The statements containec within this Executive Summary Regcrt have nct
been sharec, in total, with anyone prior tc their release tonignt.
my statements, anc I stana accountable anc reacy to cefeng
Superintencent of Schocls.

In the Summer of 15982, the School District receivec a cgirective
Cepartment of Eocucation establishing a neec for 2 Radiological
Response Plan for the Owen J. Roberts Scnceol Qistrict. Shertl
on August 31, 1982, the Chester County Department of Zmergency Services se
a communication to the School District offering its services.

At the following September 20, 1982, School Bocarc Meeting an cpen
discussion took place cn the need for the School District to cevelop such a
plan. The Board sought inmput from citizens anc at the next School Eocars
meeting Octcoer 18, 1982, the School Boarc established & Citizens' Task
Force for the purpose of cevelopment of schocl emergency planning guicelines
involving potentially hazarcous conditicns incluaing @ nuclear emergency.
At the same meeting the Schocl Board reguestec financial support from the
Philacelpnia Electric Company for the adoitional costs wnich weulc be
incurred by the School District in the cevelopment of such a plan.

. The EBoard also insistec that the task force meetings be cpen {o the
public ana therefore, by resclution passec a motion acvertising in the
newspapers +the first meeting of the task force would take place on
November 30, 1982.

Representatives from the following agencies met on November 30, 1882.
Department of Education, Harrisburg; PEMA; Chester County Cepertment of
Emergency Services; Emergency Cocrainaters from the seven (7) townships
comprising the School District; NORCO Fire Company; Emergency Consultants,
Inc.; Northern Chester County Tech School; Friends of the Arts; PTA andg
PTO's from all schools; employee union representatives from custocial,
secretarial, teachers, and cafeteria; township superviscrs; parsnts; anc
a number of concerned citizens.

Ouring these nineteen (19) months this task force nas oeen extremely
active in attempting to accomplish their task. This task force nas mace 3
supreme effort to honestly appraise both human ang other neegs.

on July 20, 1983, seven (7) months into the planning process, this
committee informeg the Chester County Department of Emergency Services of
the number of human resources ang venicles required for an evacuation plan,

From that point until March 13, 1984, sixteen (lé) menths inte the plan,
this committee attempted to realistically icentify the numper cf employees
who woule participate ang the actual numcer of venicles wnich woulc ce
available ocuring an emergency. This information was then sent to tre
Chester County Oepartment of Emergency Services ingicating unmet neecs.
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gExecutive Summary Report
June §, 584
Page 2

Cn May 1, 1984, I, as =u,erintenceni of Scnools, sent & communicaticn t

—wEm e

the Chester County Cepartment of Emergency Services icentifying ac:i:;:qa_

ynmet neecs, and requestec a getailec respcnse Oy June l1st on Now thnese
neecs woulc be met.

On may 25, 1984, the Chester Cocunty ODepartment of Emergency Services
informeg the District that the LOent*‘*e" neecs have Not Ceen met a: :nis
point in time. On Mongay, June 4th, I met wz.n the Citizens' Task Force fo
a pericc of approximately two (2) hours for the purpose of reexam-ﬂlwg the
acdditionzl unmet neeas as icentifieg Cy my of‘ ice on mMay 1, 1984. At the
conclusion of that meeting all previously icentifiec unmet needs were
classified as real 2ng valic.

As we have heard this evening, the task force is reccmmencing that they
continue their efforts.

The nuclear plant is tentatively scnecuiec to O on-iine within the next
ten (10) months. The agency responsicle for meeting our unmet needs [the
Chester County Department of Emergency Services] nas been unatble over th
past four (4) months toc meet any cf our unmet neecs. Can a2 limited
operation such as the Chester County Department of Emergency Services [given
even the most dedicated and competent staff] meet our unmet needs within the
next ten (10) months??

Can they celiver the acditional buses? Can they provice the accitional
human resources? Wwill they train these people for the specific functions
neeced such as ous crivers, traffic coordinators, anc acult volunteers? OCo
they have sufficient funds to meet these unmet needs? Eoth my analytical
mind and my intuition say no to all of the above.

These unmet needs have been public knowledge for at least five (5)
weeks., To cate not one governmental bocy, regulatcry agency or inmcivicual
has contactec my office to challenge the validity of these needs. I can
only assume that there is either concurrence on these neecs or a celiberate
decision has been mace to ignore these cocumented unmet neecs.

I will not recommend any plan that first, cces not meet these dccumentec
unmet neecs; secord, coes not guarantee parents access tc their chilcren;
thira, does not adcress the resolution of the adced expense to this Scnool
District; and fourth, coes not answer the following accitional questions.

why are school age children not incluced in a selective evacuation zlong
with preschool age chilaren?

when an orcer to prepare for an evacuatiocn cccurs, our switchboard will
be render:c useless in the first five minutes. we rely solely on telepnones
for both internal anc external communications. Can the switchboarc nancle
this overload and can the general telephone utility cover the overlocac?
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with no satisfactory answers. If SSvp grcers she
tcefore contamination anc/or rays penetrate? Pars
our schools to gain access to tneir cnilcoren.
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Is Twin valley, our allegec host schecl, far encugh away? Is it not in
the ingestion exposure pathway?

what provisions are being plannec by municipalities for alternative
routing in the event of inclement weather such as ice, snow, etc. Routes 23
ang 100 usvally provices us with one or twc accicents celaying our bus runs.

whose time frames are we going tc use to getermine the absclute minimum
time neeced tc properly evacuate stugents anc employees?

where in this country has a greater effort been mace over z nineteen
(19) month perico to gevelop an acegquate evacuation plan?

As the time cdraws nearer for the cpening cf the plant, parents are
feeling and exhibiting increasec stress over the nealtn anc safety of their
chilaren. we will not compromise either the health or szfety of our
chiloren cor employees in crger to have an evacuaticn glan tnat is not
2dequate anc implementable.

what are the legal liability expcsures of the Scnoel District, the
School Boara, incivicual School @8card memoers, DOistrict Sucerintencent,
employees, and volunteers? If acoitional liapility insurance is neeceg, who
will pay for the insurance?

State and federal planners have teen quick to icentify, in cetail, local
responsibilities Ptoth financial ana legal, but no visible effort to meet any
of our unmet needs.

It is my copinion that we must 1look beyonag Chester County tc both the
state ang feceral governments for immediate help in not only meeting our
unmet neecgs, but to alsc cemonstrate to those empowered with the authority
to make change tne serious ceficiencies in the nverall master plan for a
general evacuation of this School District.

Let us not spend these next few months cdebating how to rearrange the
chairs on the deck of tne Titanic. Instead, join forces with the task force
in seeking a resclution to cur unmet neecs, as well as educating those in a3
decision making role the sericus ceficiencies in the existing planning
structure, anag the attituce that given an emergency of this magnitude
citizens will rise up and solve the problem.

[ \ oo Glolsy
Signature 1 i Cate




Owen J. Roberts Scheol Distric:

Administration Building
R. D. 1, Pottstown, Pennsylvania 18464
Telephone (215) 462-6251

May 1, 1584

Mr. John McNamarz

Chester County Oepartment of Emergency Services

14 €. Eicdle Street

west Chester, PA 15380
RE: -Need for Detailed Response to Citizens Task Force Letter Satec
March 13, 1584

.Reques: o Resgond to Acditicnal Unmet Neecs As Percelved 2y
District Superintencent As Containec Within This Oocument

Dear Mr. McNamara:

Over the past couple of months, I have hac extensive interaction with the
Bocard of School Directors, incivicual EScarc members, and Joseph Clark,
Acministrative Representative to the Citizens' Task Force for School Emergency
planning for the Cwen J. Roberts School District. Last Fricay, April 27, 1
spent three (3) hours with Mr. Clark reviewing in cetail the status of Oraft
7. DOuring this session Mr. Clark informed me that he hac telephcned your
office to see if any response was forthcoming in reference to his letter of

March 13, 1984,

Since my meeting witn Mr. Clark I have spent an additional six (8) to
eight (8) hours thorougnly reviewing Oraft 7, and Mr. Clark's communication to
you dated March 13, 1984,

! met with the Board of School Direccors last evening, April 30th, to
present my cencerns which will be amplified in this communicction. I,
trerefore, regquest that a cetailed response be presentsd, in writing, to beth

rne Citizens' Tas< Force letter of Mazch 13t as well as my accitional
concerns icdentifieg herein.

and a nalf examining this mast gifficult "
fiscal year I am reguesting that the Bcard o rs meet with the
Task Force for a thorough and complete upcat oposed Emergency
Response Plan. Therefore, it is imperative that we receive from you a written
communication no later than June 1, 1584,

Qo
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Befors presenting my concerns, I realize the difficult function ycu must

cerform, but I am also aware cf Murpny's Law in an emeIgency situation,




May 1, 1584
M. Jenn McNamers,

Féée 2

In reference to Mr, Clask's I g 1584, I poelieve zthe
Citizens' Task Force icentificiaticon cf, ninizel anc ceflect coctimum
conditions. That is to say, after thorough review anc Ilnvestigation I De.leve
their neecs are In some cases uncerstatec. . Icer tC  expecite your
communication, I will restrict my icentificaticn urmet neecds to venicles
reguirec for evacuation, bus crivers neecec for evacuaticn, teachers anc
employees neecec for evacuaticon, traffic coorginators, and last, out not
least, the fact that Owen J. Rccerts dces not have & hest center.

until such time as these unmet neecs icentifiec hersin are thorougnly
celineated 5oy your agency as bCeing availatle uncer <tne most adverse
congitions, nc valid evacuation plan [in my cpinicn] coulc possitly Ce
feasible. A general statement that these unmet neecs w~ill De resclveg, or
have been resolved without specific cetails invelving Now these neecs have
been met will De unacceptable cue to the seriousness ~f the situation, anc ouz
complete reliance on outsice resources o concuct an evacuation uncer the most
optimum conditicns.

SEVENTY-TWQ (72) PASSENGER VEWICLES NEZOED FOR
A‘ ! F’f?g“NNg‘ AND QT! ! ENT

Total Vehicles Needed, Fifty-Five (535) Seventy-Two (72) Passenger Suses.

vehicles available thisty (30). FPlease note this is smaller number
than that identified by the consultant and the District Task Force. This
figure is recuced by ten (1C) venicles for the follcwing reason. A number
of contracted crivers keep school buses at home. If this evaucation
should take place between the period of 9:30 AM, and 1:30 P.M., it is
very likely that at least fifty percent (50%) of these Duses will not be
operating because the criver either cannot get Dack to the bus or hes
electec to taxe care of higher family needs. Tnerefore, I concluce the
unmet vehicle needs amount to twenty-five (25) Suses.

Please identify where these twenty-five (23) buses will te coming
from, as well as, will the twenty-five (25) drivers bringing the Cuses
into our District crive these buses curing evacuation??

EUS DRIVERS

The initial survey indicated that twenty-five (25) of our Oistzict
drivers will drive a scheol bus curing @ radiological emergency. However,
many cf these corivers did preface thelr statement stating that treir
families would come first, anc they must be assurec that their particulas
children hac been taken care of. Knowing Murpny's Law in emeIgency
situations, I believe tnat tne twenty-five (25) figure more realistically
would be a maximum of eighteen (18).

Therefore, I concluce that our unmet driver neecs 1o Ce thirty-seven
(37) drivers. If you are successful in accuirirg twenty-five (25) cuses
and twenty-five (25) drivers from outsice cur arss, there is still a need
for twelve (12) accitional crivers. Please lcentlly these crivers
woula be coming f2om.




May 1, 1984
Mz. John McNamaza, Chester County Department cf Zmergency Services
Page 3

. As you are aware, the Task Force ¢ic survey our teacners at least
twice. The second surtvey coming after an extensive inservice on the
cuties anc responsibilities of teachers curing an evacuation.

Our teachers were very cpen, anc I believe nhcnest, in thelir rIespenses
to this survey. Human nature is to first of all secure unmet family neecs.

Sixty-six percent (66%) of our professicnal staff resgoncec to this
survey. This sixty-six percent (66%) respcnse ecuates o cne nuncred
thirty-seven (137) indivicuals. Please te aadvisec, however, that only
sixty percent (60%) of those respending signec tre cocument. Therefore, a
more realistic teacher need will be basec on the number whc signec the
survey.

A summary of the survey is as follows:

QUESTION: Will you te willing to accompany stucents By Sus
to the host center or mass care center?

The number who signed the cocument ecuates to approximately

thirty-eight (38) teachers.

QUESTION: Will you be willing to crive your own vehicle
(without students] tc the hcst schecel or mass
care center ¢to provice supervision for our
stucents?

The number who signed the cocument eguates to aporoximately

fifty-six (56).

Teacher absences were not factorsd intc the estimate. COuring
Novemper, for example, we had a cdaily absence of 13.5 teachers.

From the data available, I would concluce that, again givirg Murphy's
Law, humar, reaction to emergency situations and family needs, that
internal sta’f rescurces accompanying students anc attencing to stucents
at host centers will be more in the neighborhoce of sixty (60) to
sixty-five (€3) teachers.

Our total teaching staff to cate is two Fundrec eight (208) teachers
to supervise our current enrcllment. If we were to reduce Our superviscr
ratio by twenty-five percent (25%), we would still have & total reec for
approximately one huncred fifty-six (156) teachers. With only sixty-five
(65) anticipated local teachers, there is a cefinite neec for at least
ninety-ore (51) adult volunteers to assist stucents Ly Zus or Dy car te
the host school or mass care center. Whe are tinese ninety-one (1)
volunteers ani where will they be coming from?

I have not attempted to acaress the issue of sheltering for I telleve

:

we need to have the rescurces cdetermined for evacuation anc f trey be
resolved, then sheltering would be resoclved.



Mgy 1, 1984

Mz, ochm McNamara, Chester County Department of Emezgency Services

Page <
TRAFFIC COCRDINATCRS
————— . ———
. As the time craws near for the cpening of tne plant, it Is cuit

clear that our citizens nave every intenticn of coming gizectly to cus
facilities in orcer to pick up their chilcren in tne event ef an
emergency. In nc way will the School Acministraticn prevent garents from
picking up their cnildren. Therefore traffic controllers will e an
absolute must at each of our ecucaticnel centers.

1 predict the need for the following traffic cortrollers, in acaition
to school employees, at eacnh of tne following ecucatlicral centers:

WARWICK ELEMENTARY CENTER 3 Traffic Controllers

FRENCH CRESK ELZMENTARY CENTER 3 Traffic Controllers
VINCENT ELEMENTARY CENTER 3 Tzaffic Controllers
EAST COVENTRY ELEMENTARY CENTER 3 Traffic Controllers
NCRTH COVENTRY ELEMENTARY CENTER 4 Traffic Controllers
CENTRAL CAMPUS a minimum of & Traffic Controllers

TOTAL 2 Traffic Controllers

In acgiticn to traffic controllers, I raise a serious cuestion as to
she traffic controlling activities that will take place at the
intersection of Routes 23 and 100, Route 100 anc Cacmus Rcac, anc Route 22
and the exit from Owen J, Roberts. My personal interaction with a number
of parents indicates that the first response will be to converge on our
ecucational centers for the purpose of gaining access to their children.
Uniess this need is met, we will experience mass hysteris, confusion, anc
total blockage of any possible evacuaticn from our school facilities Oy
school buses.

HOST _SCICeLs

' As of this cate we still co nmot have any sgreement with another
school distrist in the case of an evacuation.

I request your immeciate attention to these most serious guestions.
Mempers of my staff and I would be more than -happoy to sit cown with you, at
your convenience, to discuss in cetail our concerns as well as the content of
this communication.

Respect fully, o\
<5§§§1<;S\)L5“\j;.vfj<i\
\
Roy C. Claypool, gé. »
District Superintencent




