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.,

2
. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

3

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD
4

__________________x
5 .

.

In the Matter of: :
6

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY : Docket No. 50-322-OL-3
7 : (Emergency Planning)

(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, :
8~

Unit 1) :
'

.

9 I
------------------X

10

Court of Claims
11 State of New York

'

State Office Building
12 Room 3B46

Veterans Memorial Highway
(" 13 Hauppauge, New York 11787

- Tuesday, August 21, 1989
14

The hearing in the above-entitled matter resumed,
,.

i 15

g . pursuant to notice, at 10:27 a.m.

8 16
' *

BEFORE:
0 17

'{ JAMES A. LAURENSON, ESQ., Chairman
*

18 Atomic Safety and-Licensing Board
i U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission'

19 Washington, D. C .~ 20555,

i

G

E 20 - DR. JERRY KLINE, Member
E

I

.,
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board .

? 21 U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
$ Washington, D. C. 20555
j 22
''~ DR. FREDERICK SHON. Member

23 Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

( U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
24 - Washington, D. C. 20555;- ,,

\' 25
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#1-1-Suet P3QqEEQIEQ{i

. . ~ .

I '

'y_)) 2
(10:27 a.m. )

3 JUDGE LAURENSON: Let the record show that the
4 hearing is now open. Before we began on the record this

morning,. we have had an off-the-record discussion concern-5

ing the schedule for this week along with other procedural6

7 matters.

8- We received a telephone notification from Mr.

Hassell, attorney for the NRC Staff, that because of an9

airline mix-up he has been unable to attend but he consentsto

to going forward with the testimony and the motions to strike11

concerning relocation centers in his absence.12
He expects to

( be here some time this afternoon.s 13

14 The Board is looking forward to this week to find
..

5 15 out whether SUNY Farmingdale is in Nassau County or Suffolk
i

f 16 County.

8 17 (Laughter.)
?
3

| 18 We will begin this morning with the argument on
5

} 19 the suffolk County motion to strike portions of the testimony't

i ! 20 on the relocation centers. I assume that LILCO has received1

-

; 21 Mr. Miller's letter dated August 20th?
5

1 22 MS. MC CLESKEY: Yes.$

23 JUDGE LAURENSON: Is there anything in addition to

what you have in this letter and your attachment, the four-24

e

(_/ 25 page attachment, that you wish to state at this time, Mr.
i

,, . - - . . -- . . . . - - - . - . .
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#1-2-Suet t- Miller?

[ -

.2 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, quite frankly, IU

3 think that the arguments that the County wishes to make

4 regarding motions to strike LILCO's relocation center

testimony are adequately set forth in the attachment to my5

6 letter of August 20th.

7 And I'm willing to forego oral argument and just

8 to rest on the statements in this attachment. I think if

g we do that, the County would like to see the attachment-

K) bound into the record somehow.

11 JUDGE LAURENSON: This argument, you mean?

12 MR. MILLER: Yes, sir. .I thought you were asking

.
13 me if I had anything in addition. And, frankly I'm willing

'~

NJ-
14 to rest on what is stated in the attachment to my August

h 15 20th letter.
4

i 16 JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. Is there a~ny

8 17 objection to placing this in the record?
?
2
*

. 18 MS. MC CLESKEY: No, sir.
I
j 19 JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. We will do that

:s
j 20 in order to save further hearing time. If you will-

-

i 21 supply the copies to the court-reporter, it will be bound
a
j 22 into the transcript following this page.

23 (The attachment to letter dated August 20,

24 1984 from Mr. Miller to Judge Laurenson follows.),

\ 25

-- - . - - . - .. - - - . - - - . . ._.
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OUTLINE OF SUFFOLK COUNTY MOTION TO STRIKE() LILCO TESTIMONY ON CONTENTIONS 24.0, 74 and 75

Strike' Basis

- 1. LILCO's Testimony in Irrelevant and immaterial;
Its Entirety . vague and speculative nature

of the testimony.. Focus of
'

hearings before Board is the,

- adequacy and implementability
of the LILCO Plan,-not of
proposals.under consideration,

| or proposals that.LILCO may,.

in the future, incorporate
into the Plan. No findings of
compliance with regulations,
adequacy of; relocation
centers, or Plan implement-
ability can be made based upon
LILCO's testimony, which fails
to specify or identify agt1

'

relocation centers for use by
y the public.
q.

2.- Question and Irrelevant and immaterial.
[- pages12-15ypnswer13, This testimony concerns facil-

-

| ities.(e.g., Suffolk-County
[ Community College and SUNY-

Stony Brook) which, according
to LILCO's. revised testimony
and notwithstanding the' state-
ments in the LILCO Plan, are
not going to be relied upon or
designated by LILCO as reloca-

| tion centers. Neither the
-testimony's discussion of why

L LILCO believes these facili-
i ties are satisfactory.reloca-

tion centers nor assertions
about why LILCO believes that
the centers have not been made-
available for use by LILCO due
to the political position of
New York State.and the County,

1/ - -In making this objection and those which follow, the Countyi _
does not waive its more basic objection to litigating LILCOi

'

j - proposals that have not been incorporated into the LILCO Plan,
whichfis at issue in this proceeding. Indeed, LILCO's revised;

I testimony does not even identify what future action LILCO intends
to take with. respect to the relocation center issues before the,

Board. ' Thus,-the testimony, in the County's view, should be-

stricken in its entirety.;

'

.

-e, r--- .-.-.-,,_.m.,__m-,, .-,,..._,__.m. .._.m.. - - - - . - , . _ _ _ - _ _ - .- - _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ - -
.
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Strika Basic
t

j%
is material or relevant to the->

- Y
Contentions in issue before
the Board. Testimony
regarding. facilities no longer
relied upon by LILCO should be
stricken.

! 3. Question and Answer-14, Irrelevant and immaterial;
pages-15-16 vague and speculative. The

LILCO testimony fails to
specify or. identify any relo-
cation center (s) for use by
the public.- Indeed, unlike
LILCO's proposals contained in
previously filed LILCO testi-
mony, this testimony does not
even identify what the future
action to be taken by.LILCO
will be. Admission into

. . evidence of such vague and
''

speculative testimony is
improper, and should be
stricken. -

Further, the testimony on page
, 4''' 16, lines 14-22 (beginning

with "If, at the time. "=. . .

and ending with ". . to.

other centers as necessary")
is nothing more than rank
speculation by the LILCO
witnesses that facilities such
as SUNY-Farmingdale, Suffolk-
County Community College, or
other State or County-owned
facilities, would actually be
made available during an
emergency at Shoreham. This
is precisely the sort of
improper speculation that the;

Board has consistently
strickenLin the past.

4. Question and Answer 17, The LILCO testimony and
pages 18-19 and Attachments are outside-the
Attachments 6 and 7 . expertise of the LILCO

witnesses. LILCO's witnesses,

are not social scientists or
psychologists, nor do they>

claim to be qualified-in these

[~#
y
) areas of expertise. Thus, the,

\- testimony is incompetent test-

*

-2-

.- . . _ _ _ _ _ . _ - . _ _ _ . . _ ._ _ - _ _ _ . - _ . _ ._ _ __- ~
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Striko Basin

('' - imony, i.e., testimony whichi

\
-

is neither probative nor
reliable, and should be
stricken.

5. Question and Answer 17, Irrelevant. Testimony
page 20, first paragraph regarding actions or state-
and Attachment 8 ments which may or may not

have been taken or said by
Suffolk County planners are
not relevant to this pro-
ceeding.

6. Answer 19, page 21, Testimony is speculative and
lines 5-14 not probative and should be

stricken in accordance with
the Board's. rulings in the
past. See basis for 3 above
(second paragraph)..

7. Answer 24, second Irrelevant, immaterial and not
paragraph, page 25 probative. Burden of proof

rests with LILCO, not New York
State or Suffolk County.

( 8. Attachments 2 and 3 Irrelevant and immaterial.
LILCO's revised testimony3

states that all relocation
centers for the public will be

*

in Nassau County outside the
Suffolk County Chapter's
jurisdiction. Further,.the
letter to the Suffolk County.
Chapter from LILCO (Attachment
2) is unreliable and consti-
tutes gross hearsay testimony
which should be stricken.

,

9. Attachment 4 Irrelevant and immaterial.*

The Statement of Understanding
addresses matters involving
New York State and the'

American Red Cross. LILCO is
not a party to the Statement
of Understanding, and the
Statement is not relevant to
the issues before the Board --
i.e., LILCO's compliance with,

regulatory requirements and
the adequacy of the LILCO

r'' Plan.
.

|

:

-3-

._ __ .- __ ______ _ _ _._ . _ . , _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - . _ _ _ _ _
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Strike- Basis

O 10. Attachment 5 Irrelevant and immaterial.
According to LILCO's revised
testimony, SUNY-Farmingdale is
no longer relied upon or
designated by LILCO as a relo-
cation center. Therefore, the
Attachment-should be stricken.

>

|

o-

.
~

,

1

O:

- 4-

, - . . _ . . , , , . . _ . _ _ _ _ . . . _ . - _ . . _ _ . . _ _ _ - - _ _ _ . _ _ __ _ _ _ _ , - - . _ _ _ . - _ -_._
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14,694 ,

i

|

#1-3-Suet 1 JUDGE LAURENSON: Okay. We will now turn to
n,

() '

2 LILCO's response to t$3s motion. And, in doing so, I have

3 two questions I would 1 ke LILCO to answer in connection

4 with the County's motion to strike.
"

. s

5 The first question concerns the Suffolk County
\

6 Community Colleg'e, and my question concerning that is

7 whether LILCO would use that facility if it were available.
*<

8 And, secondly, with regard to the attachments.,

9 dealing with the Suffolk County Chapter of the American Red

10 Cross, I would like to have LILCO explain the relevance of

those doduments in light of the fact that LILCO now apparentl11 y

12' is relying on the Nassau County Chapter of the Red Cross.
'

I3 MS. MC CLESFEY: In response tosycur two questions ,

14 Judge Laurenson, LILCO would most certainly use Suffolk
,,

5 15 . |
*

County Community Col'lege if it were available. And it's
!
} 16 our clear understanding that at this point, it's not

17 available. But we would use it if it were available, as
i
| 18 we would have used the other--facilities that over time haver

{ 19 been withdrawn from us.
-
a

{ M) As to -- and I also think a discussion of
.

21 Suffolk County Community College and those other facilities
<

j 22 is relevant in considering the approach that we are now

Z1 using to determine whether LILCO has made a good effort

24 to find relocation centers and find locations perhaps that
+

25 'are.cioser to the EPZ.
.

3

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _
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sl-4-Suet - 1 As.to-Suffolk County Red Cross' involvement,

.(~h-( ) 2 Suffolk County Red Cross is still very much involved ~in

3 Participation of the LILCO plan, and I think the witnesses

4 - can talk more to this, but if it's not crystal in the

5 testimony, our intent was to make it clear that Suffolk

'6 County's Red Cross representative will be participating at

-7 the EOC, Suffolk County Red Cross will be liaisoning with

8 Nassau County Red Cross. Suffolk County Red Cross would

9 be called upon by Nassau County Red Cross to provide person-

to nel, supplies, other kinds of support. And, therefore,

11 they are very'much a part of the present approach and

12 concept.

(~N 13 And the documents indicating their willingness
.\j

14 to wor'k with LILCO are relevant.

h 15 _ ' JUDGE LAURENSON: The question I had concerning

| 16 the Community College.is highlighted'on Page 21 of your
8 17 testimony. Beginning-on Line 1,.the testimony says,
l'

; 18 "Suffolk County Community College _is not 20 miles from
i
{ 19 - Shoreham and therefore would not be called upon by the
_

$
'g' 20 Red Cross to respond if an emergency were to occur at

:
~

? 21- Shoreham."
I

j_ 22 And that was what prompted my question. I

23 guess I don't understand your response in light of this

24 testimony. That is what I would like to have clarified'

f
\- 25 before we rule on the motions to strike and hear the rest

b
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#1-5-Suet 1 of the| argument. '

., w. ~

Ik ) *
2 MS. MC CLESKEY: We are mindful of FEMA's positior t

3 that relocation centers in a perfect world should be 15 to
'

:
4 20 ' miles away from the plant. If Suffolk County ^1- because

5' Suffolk. County Community College.is a very good facility for

6 a relocation center, if it were'availabl'e it is entirely
7- likely that we would seek to use it anyway, and that.we

8 would argue, as I think previous drafts of our testimony
9 wou d argue, that the benefits of the facility itself.out-

10 weigh.the few miles difference in location.
\
.11 And, therefore, we would seek to use Suffolk

> 12 . County Community College. At this point, it's not available

if'') 13 to us. The question of its closeness is no longer a live
. L.)

, {4 issue.

! 15 ' JUDGE LAURENSON: Do you wish te respond to the.+ ,~

3.
j 'T 16 point by point motions to strike submitted by Mr. Miller

'

.0

; . 1 17 yesterday? g
,"

,e<,

5 N I,

*
18 MS. MC CLESKEY: I'm prepared to deal with,that

,
,

r
L'

4r 19 if the+ Board wishes to hear the argument.
g. . s.

"S' 20 JUDGE LAURENSON: Well, we are.giving you the
-

'

p 21 opportunity. If you don't wish to submit an argument and
?

[ 22 just want to have it decided on what the County has sub-,

,

23 mitted and your responses up to now, that's fine, too.
^

24 > MS. MC CLESKEY: In that case, yes, I will gops
( o. % ;
^

. 25 forward and respond to it point by point.
\s

!

e , ,

| /
.

<
n - .n ,w , - ,- - ,,
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-41-6-Suet 1 The first point that.Suffolk County makes is that

) 2 the entire. testimony should be struck because it's irrele-:

3 vant, speculative and immaterial. And I think this argu-

4 ' ment.was already made and-rejected when the argument against
,

5 _ admitting'.the-testimony was stated.- 'The testimony is not
t 6 : speculative, irrelevant or immaterial. It describes the

7. entire planning concept for. relocation centers and the
.

8 commitment to complete certain details (WE that concept.
9 And, therefore, we ask that you reject that

a

10 argument.
>

11- In addition, there'.are nine.other points-that.
12 the County; raises'which,-except for-a few specific pieces
13

~

'( of-the-testimony, also would~ result in striking the entire
14 testimony.- Point Two is that course of prior planning for

~ 15 -relocation centers is not relevant. And, as-we' stated
$

;g, during'the argument for not quashing-Hines and Cipriani's-16 E

O

|{ isubpoenaes,'we think we need to discuss what has gone17

.

[[ - 18 before, both to make sense cWE the contentions that' are in
J-
'I 19 ' 'the record which mention relocation centers in previous -

E

: e[-/ N' '

drafts.of the'LILCO plan, testimony references that have
- 21 gone on throughout the proceeding, and to determine whether

>

.] 22 ~ the present approach'for planning is-a good one in light
23 of all--that'has'gone-before.

24 And,.therefore, we think that the prior course
>

25 of planning is relevant.
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#1-7-Suet 1 As to. Point Three, the description of the reloca-

(, 2 tion center planning concept that LILCO is presently relying
3 upon is not irrelevant. It identifies the concept of

4' planning that is going to be used and the approach that
5 will presently _be relied upon by LILCO in dealing with the
6 issue of relocation centers. And this kind of prospective

7. testimony to the extent that it is prospective is exactly
8 the kind of testimony that has gone on throughout this

9 proceeding.

10 And the description of what LILCO is going to

11 do if there is some speculation about it is an argument
12 that goes to the weight that should be given to the testimony ,

g'^'} 13 not to whether it's admissible or not.
.\__/

end #1 14

hhhflwd5
,
j 16

8 17
. e-

$

| 18

!4

4 19

i
[' 3)
..

e

? 21

$3

j 22
.

24

25
,

i '

. _. - _ . . _ _ _ . _ _ . _ . _ _ . . . . _ _ . . _ . . _ . - - - . . . _ _ . _ . _ .



|
e

14,699

Sin 2-1 1- Point 4 is that the basis for the LILCO plan's
,r3

J ) -2 capacity of about 20 percent of the EPZ population, whichy

.3 is taken from the studies in the LILCO testimony of previous )
|

4 experience in emergencies is outside the scope of these

5 witnesses' expertise because they are not'sychologists or.p

.6 ' sociologists.

~

7- We think that argd.'ent should be rejected. The

8 studies that they are relying upon ar*' described and'portionsi

9 of them are attached.to the testimony. Ycu don't have to

10 be a sociologist to know whether five percent of the people

11 showed up at ussissauga. and therefore whether- it is reason-b

12 able to assume that 20 percent is what you should be planning
,

_ d( " %
13 for. And, therefore, we ask that that argument be rejected..

14 Point 5 is Suffolk County's prior planning' efforts
,,

j 15<

which showed that they had accepted a 20 percent capacity.
I

.jL - 16
,That fact.that the county in its own planning relied upon

17 20 percent is relevant to'any challenge to the 20 percent
3

f number that may be made now by the county. And, therefore,18=-

!

18! that testimony should not be struck,
s
e

.g 20 Point 6 involves lines five through 14 on page

21- 21, and the argument is that the testimony is speculative.

h 22 Lines 5 through 10 simply describe that Suffolk County

23 Community College is no longer available to LILCO, that it

24
~. has been withdrawn. And that portion of the testimony in

7
,

\ 25
no case should be struck. It is not even arguably

, . . - , . . __ .._ - _ , _ _ . - . . _ _ - . _ _ . - ,_ _. _ _ . .
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. .

. Sin 2-1- il
speculative. It simply repeats the Contention 24-0.q.

k-_j' Lines'10 through 14, which projects LILCO's view

3
that in-an emergency all facilities who are able to respond

4
would respond is called upon, if it is speculative, that

5
speculation goes to the weight that that testimony should

~6
be given and not to whether it is admissible or not.

Point.7 addresses.the statement by the LILCO

8
witnesses that if there are lingering concerns on the part

9
of the County and the State that they do have other avenues

- 10
for resolving those concerns, and that is to simply come and

11
. work-with the Red Cross and LILCO and resolve their concerns

' 12
and make some of the buildings that they might think are-

7 N- 13

iw )' appropriate available,

14

We think that the fact that there are other
e
A 15

;{- avenues open to the County and the State for~ resolving the
v ._

'8 16
' concerns of this contention is relevant to the contention.
8 17

1' In addition, we think that that argument goes
t '3

' ' *
18 '

. [ to the weight ~of-the testimony as well and not to its
.
* 19

=| admissibility.
.2 20

i . 'I Point 8 attempts to strike the letter,to the
..

; 21

:[ Suffolk County Red Cross from LILCO and the outline from

'!- 22
,

1 Suffolk County Red Cross to LILCO regarding Suffolk County

M
Red Cross'-involvement in a radiological emergency response.

24
; /"'s I have already addressed those two attachments in response
| k_ u
j. to your letter, Judge Laurenson.

1

.
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< S i:12-3 1 Attachment 4, which the County also seeks to
_ ,

(s_j _ -strike as Point'9 is the Red Cross' agreement with New York2

3 Stata regarding the-use of certain facilities, and we think

4- that the' Red Cross' mode of operation-in running relocation

5 centers and choosing relocation centers is relevant to this

6' testimony because it is the Red Cross that-is being relied

'7 upon for centers under the LILCO plan, and the fact that-

8 they do have an agreement with New York State to use certain

9 State facilities is relevant to the issue of where and what

to relocation centers will be used.

11 The SUNY-Farmingdale agreement is relevant both

12 :because that facility is specifically relied upon by LILCO

(' ) 13 in its present relocation center planning and because there
V

14 will be further discussions about SUNY-Farmingdale and its

15 availability or lack of it with Mr. Cipriani coming, and
a

3 16 we think that the written agreement bears a great deal of

-

17 - relevance 'to whether- SUNY-Farmingdale was pursued as a
3

5- 18 relocation center and whether it can now be relied upon.
p

18{ That concludes my argument.
-E

o
j 20 JUDGE LAURENSON: Does the State wish to be

{ 21 heard on this?
i

f 22 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: Yes, sir.

'

23 Consistent with its position in the past, the

24r_ State supports the County's motion to strike on the reloca-

k./ g
tion center issues.

.

- -~ . . . . , . ,.-- - ,-+ - - - - - - - - - - - - . , - - - , . . - - ,
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ISim-2-4 I would-like to address some of them specifically.i

;-. - ~

(v):: 2 First of all, the State disagrees with counsel

3 for LILCO's characterization that certain facilities have

been withdrawn from LILCO's use. Presumably that is a4

5_ reference to the State and County's facilities, and the

6 State disagrees with that characterization.

7 A specific item that I would like to address is

8. on page 15 of the testimony where the matter is alleged to

g be speculative and such speculation was just denied by

1) counsel for.LILCO.-

11 I think if I read the pa' sage, it is just two

12 sentences, it is obvious that it is speculation. The text

D) 13 says- " Working with the American Red Cross, LILCO will soon
!v

'

designate a center or centers, depending upon capacity.14

[ 15 That will be listed in the LILCO plan and.in public informa-
s.

'f 16 tion materials. The American Red Cross will staff these

8 17 centers and might use them as emergency centers from which
?
2
*

18 evacuees will be sent to other shelter or as relocation
I-
h 19 centers."

U.

[
~

That certainly is speculative.20

j; 21 Thirdly, if we are going to litigate the reasons
3-

22 for why LILCO is changing its relocation center testimony,

23 I think we should also then consider litigating all of the

24 reasons why LILCO changed Rev. O, Rev. 1, Rev. 2 and Rev. 3

^(3k-)-'

2 and may possibly in the future change Rev. 4.-

. ._. . _ _ . - ._. - _ - _ - _ _ -
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Sim 2-5- 1 The'last point that I would like to address is
.fT(j 2 the-testimony.that is on page 25, specifically the answer

3 to Question 24 that pertains to the lingering concerns of

4 the County and the State.

5' I think that that material is not probative and

'6 -has no proper place in testimony submitted to the NRC.

7. That concludes my statement.

8 JUDGE LAURENSON: Anything further on these

9- motions to strike?

10 (No response.)

11 There was one other document that we had said
12 previously we would treat it as a motion to strike and that

' ('~N 13 was I think the LILCO request for additional time back in
L] ~

14 July'when we had a discussion.

15 At that point I think we indicated on the record
;

') 16 that we would treat that document as a motion to strike
O

II
.o: the two letters of attachment from Dr. Cipriani and

3

18 Superintendent Hines.
L

I8.! However, since that time, since we have issued
E

| 20
subpoenas and decided last week not to quash the subpoenas,

- 21
am I corect that LILCO is not at this time requesting that

.| 22
those documents be striken?

23
MS. McCLESKEY: Yes, sir.

JUDGE LAURENSON: All right, at this time the

"
L Board will take a brief recess to consider the County's
:-
t

I

b'.
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Sim 2-6' 'l motions to strike and we will be-back with our'' decision.

2: . We will try to be back around=-11 o' clock by

3;. - Ithis clock.
4 (Recess.)y

| endLSim 5
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, ~\
. (11:00 a.m.)

. ( ,) 2 JUDGE LAURENSON: Back on the record now.

'The Board has considered the Suffolk County _ motion to strike- 3

portions of the relocation center testimony offered by LILCO.4

We 'have al so considered the LILCO oral argument against the5

6 Motion, and the New York argument in favor of the Motion.

7 We find that only one of the Motions to Strike

8. should be granted, and that is Number 7, described as the

9 second paragraph of Answer 24, on page 25.

10 As to that paragraph, we agree with .Suffolk

11 County and New York that it is not probative evidence, and

12 therefore, should be striken. As to all the other Motions

(~'T, 13 to Strike we find that LILCO should be given the opportunity,

\g
14 to'present its evidence.

| 15 The County's objection goes to the weight to be
5
g 16 given such evidence, and as such, the County is premature.
0i

i | 17 We have also considered the testimony already in the record
:3
*

18 last week from the FEMA witnesses concerning the standard or
%.

h 19 standards they apply to the suitability of relocation centers.
E'

| M We will hear all of LILCO's evidence and the

{ 21 County's evidence before deciding the suitability of this
's

f 22 aspect of LILCO's plan.

23 I believe we are ready for the LILCO panel of

24 witnesses?
. (

25'-

i

i

L
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1 MS. McCLESKEY: Yes, sir. The witnesses Cordaro,
n.
L. j ' 2 Robinson and Weismantle have resumed the stand, and Mr.+

3 Frank Rasbury has taken the stand.

4 'Whereupon,

5 MATTHEW C. CORDARO,

6 ELAINE D. ROBINSON,
_

7 JOHN A. WEISMANTLE,

8 - and -

9: FRANK M. RASBURY,

10 - were called as witnesses on behalf of'LILCO, and Messrs.

11 - Cordaro and Weismantle, and Ms. Robinson, havir.g been previous li

12 duly sworn, and Mr. Rasbury, being first duly sworn, were

LO 13 examined and. testified as follows:
U

.. .XX INDEX 14 DIRECT EXAMINATION

h - 15 BY MS. McCLESKEY:
h
-] 16 Q Do each of you have before you a 25 page document

I 17 with 8 attachments, entitled LILCO's Testimony on Phase IIe
-9

:| 18 . Emergency Planning Contentions 24.0, 74, and 75, Relocation
i i

h 19 Centers?
,

\ I
} .M A (Witness ~ Cordaro) We do.

5 21 A (Witness Robinson) We do.
5

j '| 22 A (Witness Weismantle) We do.
-;.

f M A (Witness Rasbury) Yes.
!

24 Q Is this your testimony?,

-

25 A (Witness Cordaro) Yes.

.
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1 A (Witness Robinson) It is.

. .(.m) 2 A (Witness Weismantle) Yes.. v

-3; A (Witness'Rasbury) Yes.

4 0 was it prepared by you and under your supervision?

5 A '. (Witness Robinson) Yes.

6 A (Witness Weismantle) It was.

7- A (Witness Cordaro) It was.

8 A. '(Witness Rasbury) Yes.

9 Q Is it true and correct to the best of your knowledge

10 and belief?

11 A (Witness Robinson) It is.

12 A (Witness Weismantle) Yes.

' ('N,) 13 A (Witness Cordaro) Yes.
i

'J
14 A (Witness Rasbury) Yes.

h. 15 MS. McCLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, I move this

16 testimony into evidence, and ask that it be bound into the

o

| 17 - record as if read.
l'
*

18 JUDGE LAURENSON: Any objection to that?
1
!

g 19 MR. MILLER: No objection.:
20 JUDGE LAURENSON: The testmony will be received

k 21 in evidence a d bound as indicated.n
$

{ 22 (Testimony follows.)

23

L 24
l'

(n)I

.A/ 25-

!
!.

,.
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UNITED STATES OF' AMERICA
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In the Matter of )
.

. )<

LONG. ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) Docket No. 50-322-OL-3,

, . ) (Emergency Planning
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LILCO, July 30, 1984

(m*--) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

-Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board -

In the Matter of )
)

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) Docket No. 50-322-OL-3
) (Emergency Planning

(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, ) Proceeding)
Unit 1) )

LILCO'S TESTIMONY ON PHASE II EMERGENCY
PLANNING CONTENTIONS 24.0, 74, AND 75<

(RELOCATION CENTERS)

.

1. Q. Please state your names and business addresses.
-

A. (Cordaro] My name is Matthew C. Cordaro and my

[''w} business address is Long Island Light.ing Company, ,

175 East Old Country Road, Hicksville, New York,

11801.

[Rasbury) My name is Frank M. Rasbury and my busi-

ness address is Nassau County Chapter, American Red

Cross, 264 Old Country Road, Mineola, New York,,

11501.

[ Robinson] My name is Elaine D. Robinson and my
.

business address is Long Island Lighting Company,

100 East Old Country Road, Hicksville, New York,

11801.

I h

'v'

. - .. - - - . , - - - . . . . - . - - . , - . - , , - - - , . , , . . . - . . . . - _ -
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(Weismantle] My name is John A. Weismantle and my

business address is Long Island Lighting Company,

100 East Old Country Road, Hicksville, New York,

11801.

2. Q. Please summarize your professional qualifications.
,

A. (Cordaro] I am Vice President of Engineering and
!

Administration for LILCO. My professional qualifi-

cations have been offered into evidence as part of
.

the document entitled " Professional Qualifications
|

.of LILCO Witnesses." I am sitting on this panel to

y provide the LILCO management perspective on emer-
-

f . '- ge'cy planning and to answer any questions perti-n
|

nent to management. My role in emergency planning

for Shoreham is to ensure that the needs and re-

quirements of emergency planning are being met and

that the techn1 cal direction and content of emer-
r

'

gency planning are being conveyed to corporate man-

| agement. As such, I am familiar with the issues
i

| surrounding relocation centers.

!
[Rasbury] I am the Executive Director of the

' Nassau' County Chapter, American Red Cross with the

!.
business address of 264 Old Country Road, Mineola,

.

New York, 11501.

i O
I

I

i
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O
: My collegiate education was obtained at Los Angeles

City College and the University of California at

Los Angeles from 1946-1950, with continuing course
|

work while in the military. Prior to joining Red

Cross, I served in the Army for over 20 years, ris-

ing from Private to Lieutenant Colonel. My decora-

tions include the Legion of Merit, the' Bronze Star,

and the Army Commendation Medal. I retired from

active military service in February, 1971.

.

As Executive Director of our Red Cross chapter, I

.am responsible for the overall functioning of all

the chapter's activities, which include Disaster
t
\2 Preparation and Responde. Under my direction, our

chapter is prepared to implement plans and policies

relating to the mitigation of suffering caused by

disasters, natural or man-made. During Hurricane
*

Belle in August of 1976,-I took personal charge of

disaster operations and supervised the establish-

ment of shelters for displaced persons. Further, I

have special knowledge concerning the behavior of

nuclear materials stemming from my military

training involving nuclear weaponry.

: O
.

4 .

s

3.v.- . - - . . . ~ , ,, , ,.,_..,.y.v.,,,,,,u.-..,, ,,%,w.y n,y,..,.,,y,_ m_w-,,,,. ..9,. ...y.. q-_,.y,, e.,n- , _ , , _ _ - , _ _ _ _ .
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Additionally, I have been active in community ac-

tivities, being a Past District Governor of Rotary

International,.a Past President of the Board of Di -

rectors of Cornell University's Cooperative Exten-

sion Association in Nassau County, a Past Director

of The Retired Officer's Club of Long Island, a

member of the Association of Former Intelligence
'

Officers, a Life Member of the National Rifle Asso-

ciation, and a member of Cornell's New York State

Advisory Council. .

.

[ Robinson) I am employed by LILCO as Manager of

the External Organizations Division of the Local
O

1(m,). Emergency Response Implementing Organization

(LERIO). My professional qualifications have been

offered into evidence as part of the document enti-

tied " Professional Qualifications of LILCO Witness-
es." I presently manage the LERIO team that is re-

sponsible for incorporating outside organizations,

including the Red Cross, into the emergency plan-

ning effort. As such, I am familiar with the is-

sues surrounding relocation centers.

(Weismantle] I am Manager of the Local Emergency

Response In.plementing Organization for LILCO. My

professional qualifications have been offered into

(~ - .

I

.. _ _ _ _ _
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evidence as part of the document entitled "Profes-

sional Qualifications of LILCO Witnesses.." My fa-

miliarity with the issues surrounding relocation

centers stems from my work in developing and imple-

menting the LILCO Transition Plan.
.

3. Q. What is the purpose of this testimony?

A. [All witnesses] Our testimony responds to Conten-

tions 24.0, 74, and 75 regarding relocation cen-

ters, by describing (1) the. planning basis for re .

location centers used in the LILCO Plan, and

(2) how those centers would be operated in an emer-
I ' /3
J) gency. This testimony takes into account develop-

ments since March 2, 1984, reg'arding relocation

centers, and replaces the previously-filed testime-

ny by LILCO on Contentions 24.0, 74, and 75. The

following attachments are included in our testimo-

i

ny:

( Attachment 1 Letter of Agreement Between
LILCO and the American Red
Cross

f Attachment 2 Letter of Understanding Be-
| tween LILCO and The American

Red Cross

| Attachment 3 "The American Red Cross
| Suffolk County Chapter Emer-

|
gency Response Plan: Peace-
time Radiologicali

Emergencies / Nuclear Acci-
1 dents"

| \-
|
|

I

- _ _. __ ._. -. . . ~ _ ._. _ _ _ ___ .,_ . . _ _ . _ . . _ _ -- . . - . _ _
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-Attachment 4 Statement of Understanding
Between the State of New
York and the American Na-
tional Red Cross -

Attachment 5 Agreement Between
'

SUNY-Farmingdale and the
American Red Cross to use
the facility as a shelter in.

,

disasters

Attachment 6 - E.L. Quarantelli and R.R.
Dynes, Images of Disaster
Behavior: Myths and
Consequences, pages 14-16

Attachment 7 Hans and Sell, Evacuation
Risks -- An Evaluation, page
52 .

Attachment 8 Suffolk County Radiological
Emergency Response Plan, Ap-
pendix A, pages AIII-7, 8

/ 4. Q. What is Contention 24.O?

'

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] Contention 24.0

reads as follows:

Contention 24.0. -The Plan designates
Suffolk County Community College as the

- relocation center to be used by evacuees
from eight of the 19 zones in the EPZ
(zones A-E, H-J). LILCO estimates the
population of these zones to be 18,599
(26,574 in the summer). (See Plan, Ap-
pendix A, at IV-75 to 162). Suffolk
County Community College is an entity of
the Suffolk County government. LILCO has
no agreement with Suffolk County to use
Suffolk County Community College as a re-
location center. Furthermore, pursuant
to Suf. folk County Resolution No. 456-1982
and Resolution No.- 111-1983, the Suffolk
County Community College will not be
available for use in implementing the
LILCO Plan. Therefore, there is no'

. _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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relocation center designated for a sig-
nificant portion of the anticipated
evacuees. Thus, the proposed evacuation
of zones A-E, H-J cannot and will not be -
implemented.

5. Q. What is the "Further Preamble to Contentions

74-77"?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] The "Further Pre-

amble to Contentions 74-77" reads as follows:

Further Preamble to Contentions
74-77. An offsite emergency plan must .

include means of relocating evacuees and
must provide for relocation centers lo-
cated at least five miles and preferably
10 miles beyond the EPZ. NUREG 0654,
Sections II.J.10.g and h. Such reloca-

(] tion centers are essential to provide

-X._) food and shelter to those evacuees who
have no alternative places to. stay and
also to provide radiological monitoring
and deconta- tion for evacuees and
their vehi" The relocation centers
must have .icient personnel and equip-
ment to nonitor evacuees within a 12-hour
period. NUREG 0654, Section II.J.12.

The LILCO Plan calls for the estab-
lishment of relocation centers outside
the EPZ at the following' facilities
(Plan, at 4.2-1; OPIP 4.2.1):

Suffolk County Community. College
(primary)

BOCES Islip occupational Center
(primary)

State University of New York at
Stony Brook (primary)

State 'Jniversity of New York at
Farmingdale (backup)

O'

V

_
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St. Joseph's College, Patchogue
(backup).

'The Intervenors contend that LILCO will .

be unable to provide adequate relocation
centers and services for evacuees, and
thus the Plan fails to comply with 10 CFR
Sections 50.47(a)(1), 50.47(b)(8),
50.47(b)(10), and NUREG 0654 Section J.
The specific deficiencies which lead to
this conclusion are set forth in Conten-
tions 74-77.

6. Q. What is Contention 74?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] Contention 74
.

reads as follows:

Contention 74. Two of the three pri-
mary relocatien centers designated by

/''' LILCO are well within 20 miles from the
\s-) Shorehan site. Both Suffolk County Com-

munity College and the State University
of New York at Stony Brcok are only three
miles from the plume EPZ boundary, con-
trary to the requirement of NUREG-0654,
Section II.J.10.h.

7. Q. What is the legal standard cited in Contention 74?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] The legal standard

cited in Contention 74 is the following:

NUREC-0654, Section II.J.10.h
.

The organization's plans to implement
protective measures for the plume expo-
sure pathway shall include:

h. Relocation centers in host. areas
which are at least 5 miles and
preferably 10 miles beyond the

t'' boundaries of the plume exposure

(_)T . emergency planning zone.

.



. . , . . __ _ .

-...

-9-

<''N ,

%.}
8. Q.. What is Contention 757

.A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle) Contention 75

-reads as follows:

Contention 75. The LILCO Plan pro-
vides no estimates of the number of
evacuees who may require shelter in a re-
location center, and the Plan fails to
demonstrate that each such facility has
adequate space, toilet and shower facili-
ties, food and food preparation areas,
drinking water, sleeping' accommodations
and other necessary facilities. Accord-

*

ingly, there is no assurance that the re-
location centers designated by LILCO will ,

be sufficient in capacity.to provide nec-
essary services for the number of
evacuees that will require them. Thus,
LILCO fails to comply with NUREG 0654,
Sections II.J 10.g and J.12.

'

u ~

What are the legal standards cited in Contention9. Q.

75?

'
A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] The legal stan-

dards cited in Contention 75 are the following:

NUREG-0654, Section II.J.10.g

The organization's plans to implement
protective measures for the plume expo-
sure pathway shall include:

g. Means of relocation.

NUREG-0654, Section II.J.12

^12. Each organization shall describe the
means for registering and monitoring
of evacuees at relocation centers in

' host areas. The personnel and
,

-. _ __ _-_ _- _ _
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equipment available should be capable
of monitoring within about a 12 hour
period all residents and transients
in the plume exposure EPZ arriving at.
relocation centers.

10. Q. Does the LILCO Transition Plan provide a "means of

relocation" for evacuees as suggested in NUREG-0654

Section II.J.10.g?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] Yes. LILCO relies

upon the American Red Cross to provide relocation

centers for evacuees from an emergency at Shoreham,.

pursuant to agreements with the American Red Cross

(Attachments 1, 2, and 3 to this testimony).

!
( ,/ 11. Q. Why does LILCO rely upon the Red Cross to provide

relocation centers?

,

A. [All witnesses] American Red Cross chapters

throughout the country obtain agreements with fa-
.

cilities for use as relocation centers during any

disasters that may be experienced in the area,

including an accident at a nuclear power plant.

Offsite plans for nuclear power plants typically

rely upon this emergency planning resource of Red

Cross relocation centers, rather than duplicating

the Red Cross's efforts.

v
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12. Q. Mr. Rasbury, would you please describe the American

Red Cross's efforts in providing relocatio.n centers

in response to emergencies?

'A. [Rasbury] In keeping with its Congressional Char-

ter, it is the responsibility of the American Red

Cross to provide relief to persons in need as a re-

sult of a disaster. The American Red Cross cooper-

ates with all agencies and organizations whose ac-
,

tivities are directed to the alleviation of
,

suffering caused by all types of natural and

manmade disasters, including peacetime radiological

' ' ' ' emergencies or nuclear accidents. The relief pro-

"'
vided by the American Red Cross can include assis-

tance in disseminating warnings, coordinating Red<

Cross resources for voluntary evacuation,

mobilizing trained volunteers to assist in rescues,

and opening shelters if a large number of people

are affected. To this end, the American National

' Red Cross has entered into a Statement of Under-

[ ,

standing with the State of New York in carrying out
|

,
these responsibilities in the event of a disaster.

This Statement of Understanding is Attachment 4 to

this testimony. The Red Cross does not require

that any particular party inform it of an emergency

in order for the Red Cross to act, and often the'~

y

s

k.
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first warning the Red Cross has of a disaster

requiring its response is hearing an announcement

about it over the radio. In order to carry out its

responsibilities in responding to a disaster, par-

ticularly to provide shelter to persons who may

need it, the Red Cross obtains agreements with

buildings in the community for their use during an
.

emergency as shelters. Our chapter of the Red

Cross has obtained such agreements with all the fa-

cilities listed in the Attachment to the Letter of.

Agreement with LILCO (Attachment 1 to this testimo-

ny). These agreements are similar to the agreement

() between the Red Cross-and SUNY-Farmingdale, which I

have provided as an example and is Attachment 5 to

this testimony. Emergency mass care assistance,
,

including providing shelters, food, and first aid,

is frequently provided by the American Red Cross
i
' nationwide, and is one of the main ways the Red

-Cross carries out its responsibility to respond to

the needs of victims of a disaster.

13. Q. What has been LILCO's planning effort to date re-

garding relocation centers?

- - - - -_ . _ _ _ __ _
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A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] The initial plan-

ning approach, which continued through Revision 4

of the Plan, was to designate specific centers in

the' LILCO Plan for specific zones within the EPZ.

These designated centers were to be identified in

the public information materials disseminated year-

ly to EPZ residents. In Revision 0 of the Plan,

the primary relocation centers designated were

Suffolk County Community College, BOCES Islip Occu-

pational Center, and the State University of New -

York at Stony Brook, based upon the centers in the

original offsite emergency plan for Shoreham devel-

'T
[Q .

oped by Suffolk County planners; the State Univer-
<

sity of New York at Farmingdale and St. Joseph's

College in Patchogue were designated in Rev. O of

the LILCO Plan as backup relocation centers. It is

these five facilities that are listed in the inter-

s
venors' contentions.

In response to Revision O of the Plan, Suffolk

County filed, among others, Contention 24.0, in

which it stated that Suffolk County Community Col-

lege would not be available for use in the LILCO

Plan due to the political position being taken by

Suffolk County regarding emergency planning for

Shoreham. In addition, LILCO more recently was

-

b, o

.
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LO
informed by the Red Cross that the State University

l- < of New York (SUNY) at Stony Brook, which considered

" '

for several months whether to allow its facility to(

be''used specifically in the LILCO planning effort,

had' indicated to the' Red Cross that SUNY-Stonyy

'

Brook would not be available for use in LILCO's
, s.1 >

planning effort due-to.?the State's political posi-
tion on emergency planning for Shoreham. This in-

.m

formation 'resulted in changes to the relocation

centers that had been, designated in Revisions O ,

through 3 of the LILCO Transition Plan. Working

( with the Red Cross, LILCO identified the BOCESt

+- ,, ,,

O .
Islip occupational Center, Stath University of New

I,w
-

,

York at Farmingdale, and St. Joseph's College in-

'' : t~,,-

Patchogue as primary relocation centers, and

Dowling College'as a secondary relocation center."

,
,,

"

These changes were explained to the intervenors in

April and subsequentlp were included in Revision 4

of the Plan.~. - '

s ,

on Junt 26, 1984, the County filed revised reloca-
^

\ tion center testimony responding to the changes
's.

,

that wece described. ,Thl,s,tevised testimony con-

sists primarily of letters fgcm officials at BOCES, .

x >

Islip and SUNY-Farmingdale to the Executive Direc-

tor of the Suffolk County Chapter of the American

~

*,. ,

N'

+
..
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Red Cross,. disavowing any agreements to make their

facilities available for Shoreham planning purposes
due to the political position of the Governor of

New York State regarding Shoreham. Thus, LILCO is

faced with the planning problem that certain relo-

cation centers which can be, and LILCO believes

will be, available in an actual emergency cannot be

relied upon in the LILCO Plan.

14. -Q. In light of this information, how will the LILCO
.

Transition Plan provide for relocation centers for

the public in accordance with NUREG-0654?

'( ) A. [All witnesses] LILCO will continue to rely upon

the American Red Cross to provide relocation cen-

ters during an emergency at Shoreham, pursuant to

agreements with the Red Cross (see Attachments 1,

2, and 3). Working with the American Red Cross,

LILCO will soon designate a center (or centers, de-

I pending upon capacity) that will be listed in the

LILCO Plan and in public information materials.;

The American Red Cross will staff these centers and

might use them as emergency centers from which

evacuees will be sent to other shelter, or as relo-

cation centers. LILCO will provide monitoring and

decontamination at the designated center or

O
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cente s, and will obtain agreements specifically

allowing LILCO to perform monitoring and

decontamina ion at the facilities in response to a

Shoreham emergency.

Bdsed upon the agreement between LILCO and the Red

Cross,_during an actual emergency the Red Cross

will coordinate the designation of any additional

centers necessary for use as shelters, and the Red
.

Cross staff will direct evacuees to these addition-
,

al centers if ne'cessary from the designated center

'
or centers. Th'e Nassau County Chapter of the-Amer-

ican Red Cross will coordinate with adjacent Red
7_s

I \
(.s/ '' Cross chapters to call upon additional centers and

resources as necessary. If, at the time of an '

"
(

eme0gency, facilities such as the State University
\of Ne,w York at Fabmingdale, SOCES Islip Occupation-

, .
. *1

al Center, Suffolk County Community College, or
,

'

other. State or County-owned facilities are called
.

upon to respond, we are confident that they will.

> - In the unlikely event that they do not, for whatev-
~ ^'

evacuees will be directed by the Reder reason,
i,

'

Cross to other centers as necessary. Future revi-

sions of the LILCO Transition Plan will be modified
x'..

to reflect these provisions.

(~N - ,

\~) wu

s

- r -- , ,, , .,-,n , v.-v-- , n . - - - - - , - + *
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[Rasbury] The willingness of officials of facili-

ties on Long Island to respond to an emergency by
allowing their facilities to be used as shelters

was amply demonstrated during Hurricane Belle. I

was personally involved in the response to the

needs of evacuees seeking public shelter. Although

we did not have written agreements, facilities in

the community were used to house over 3,000 people

on short notice when the hurricane required them to

leave their homes. These facilities were obtained -

by me by simply getting on the telephone and call-

ing as soon as we had word of the impending hurri-
a

j% s) cane and requesting facilities to respond. Red
-

Cross volunteers were used to staff these facili-

ties, and food and beds were provided as well. It

is this kind of response that is typical in commu-

n'ities nationwide during disasters.

|
|

15. Q. Mr. Rasbury, what-is the.American Red Cross's role

| regarding relocation centers in a radiological

emergency?

A .- [Rasbury] As in any emergency where the Red Cross

- provides shelter, the Red Cross will provide staff,

! food, beds, medical care, case work services, per-
|

| sonal counseling, and other aid as necessary. In

| ./x

!lV)|-

|

- _ . - _ . __ -.__ _ -. _ .
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response to a radiological emergency at Shoreham,

the Red Cross will provide a representative at the

LERO EOC in addition to setting up its own op-

erations center in Nassau County at the Red Cross

building on Old Country Road. Because the Red

Cross is a national organization, we can call upon

resources throughout the East Coast and the country

if necessary to respond to any emergency, including

one at Shoreham. As previously noted, the Red

Cross does not do monitoring and decontamination in,

response to a radiological emergency. In the case

of Shoreham, this is left to the offsite emergency

( planning organization.

16. Q. In developing the LILCO Transition Plan, what is

the mar.imum number of people that LILCO estimates

may seek public shelter?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] About 32,000.

: 17. Q. What is the basis for planning for that number?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle) Ordinarily,

evacuees prefer not to go to public relocation cen-

ters, but stay instead in the homes of family or
,

,

friends, or in a' hotel. Studies of persons who

evacuated from disasters show that only 10-20

O
,

- .

e

c. - + %-,,,. ., . . -, - ---m,_ . . , , , ,_y_. -__.---,,,.~w - _ , , ,, ww, , ----y,, 3 - , -, - --,---. m--
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percent of the population use relocation centers,

and in no case examined did over 23 percent use the

centers. E. L. Quarantelli & R. R. Dynes, Images

of' Disaster Behavior: Myths and Consequences (Ohio

State Department of Sociology Disaster Research

Center) 14-16 (Attachment 6 to this testimony).

This is borne out by Hans and Sell's " Evacuation

Risks - An Evaluation" (EPA-520/6-74-002), a study

of evacuations for the Environmental Protection

Agency. Hans and Sell found the following: -

Shelters and evacuation centers are
usually quickly established and'
manned; they are generally located in

''T public buildings, especially schools.
(\ ) Although they are readily available,

relatively few people use these cen-
ters, preferring to find their own
accommodations either commercially or
with friends or relatives. In a
California flood, .only 9,260 out of
50,000 persons evacuated registered
in the 38 Red Cross shelters; during
Hurricane C,,arla, 75 percent of the
evacuees went to other than public
shelters; and during Hurricane Setsy,
only 20 percent requested assistance
(footnotes omitted]. Generally,
shelter centers are used only if

; nothing else is available or if one
cannot financially care for himself.

Hans and Sell 52 (Attachment 7 to this testimony).

And in the Mississauga accident in 1980, only about

!' 5% of the evacuees went to a public shelter at all,

and of those, only 38% stayed 24 hours or more.

i

%
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In addition, the Suffolk County planners in the

draft Suffolk County Radiological Emergen y Re-

sponse Plan, Appendix A, page AIII-7, 8 (Attachment

8 to this testimony) said "[ilt is estimated that

20% of the seasonal population will require such

housing."

Therefore, LILCO is planning for 20% of the 10-mile

EPZ population in obtaining relocation centers,

which is about 32,000 people.
.

18. Q. Mr. Rasbury, based on your experience, is 20% a

reasonable number for use,in planning?

(_/ A. [Rasbury] Yes.

19. Q. Contention 24.0 states, in essence, that Suffolk

County refuses to make Suffolk County Community

College available as a relocation center, and

therefore that there does not exist sufficient re-

location center capacity. How does LILCO propose

to solve this problem?

i

| A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] As previously

explained and as stated in the Letter of Agreement

with the Red Cross (Attachment 1), all of the relo-

cation centers that will be used by the Red Cross

at the time of an emergency will be at least 20

o
,

, ,,. . , , , . - - . - . , . - , . . . . - .
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miles from Shoreham.' Suffolk County Community Col-

lege is not 20 miles from Shoreham and therefore

'would not be called upon by the Red Cross to re-

spond if an emergency were to occur at Shoreham.

LILCO is aware that Suffolk County at present re-

fuses to allow Suffolk County Community College at

Selden to be used as a relocation center in plan-

ning for Shoreham because, in the County's view,

such activity is contrary to certain resolutions

passed by the Suffolk County Legislature. As pre-

viously stated, we are confident that all State and

County institutions, including Suffolk County Com-

:[ ) munity College, would respond to help evacuees dur-
\_/

| ing an emergency were they called upon to do so.

20. Q. Contention 74 states that suffolk County ~ Community

College and the State University of New York at

Stony Brook are only three miles beyond the EPZ

boundary, contrary to the requirements of NUREG-

0654 Section II.J.10.h, and therefore that the re-

location centers. designated by LILCO do not meet

that NUREG guideline. Is this true?

A. [Cordaro,-Robinson, Weismantle] As previously

[ explained, Suffolk County Community College and the
|' '

State University of New York at Stony Brook are not

' O
!

|

L
_ . - . _ . . _ _ . _ - - - - _ _ - - _ . . - _ _ - - - - -
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included in Revision'4 of the LILCO Transition

Plan. 'Taking the Contention as one that questions

any relocation center designated within 20 miles

fr'om the Shoreham site, LILCO meets the guidelines

of NUREG-0654 Section II.J.10.h, because (1) the

center or centers that are to be listed in the

LILCO Plan and in informat'itn distributed to the
public will be in Nassau County and therefore will

in fact be beyond 20 miles from the Shoreham site,

and (2) the Letter of Agreement with the American -

Red Cross (Attachment 1) states specifically that

any relocation centers designated at the time of an
,

/~N emergency would be 20 miles or farther.from theU
Shoreham site. Therefore, LILCO has met NUREG-0654

,

Section II.J.10.h.

21. Q. Contention 75 alleges in part that relocation een-

ter capacity will be insufficient. Do you agree?'

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] No. As indicated'

;, in the Letter of Agreement with the American Red

Cross, the Nassau Chapter of the American Red Cross

estimates that it could house up to 48,00'O people

in Nassau County alone (Attachment 1, p. 2), many

more than the maximum of 32,000 evacuees planned
.

|. for. In addition, the Red Cross will call upon
|

O
|
|

|
|

-- - . . . - . . - - . - . - . . - . . - - - . - - - . . _ , - . - - - . . -- . _ . . , . . . - - . _ _- _,
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resources beyond Nassau County as necessary to re-

spond to an emergency at Shoreham. Consequently,

there is adequate assurance that sufficient capaci-

ty for evacuees will be provided during an emergen-

cy.

22. Q. Contention 75 also alleges that the plan does not

demonstrate t' hat each relocation facility has ade- .

quate space, toilet and shower facilities, food and

food preparation areas, drinking water, sleeping
-

accommodations, and other necessary facilities.

Mr. Rasbury, how does the Red Cross assure that the

| centers it chooses are adequate for sheltering peo-

ple?'

A. [Rasbury] We choose the best facilities from among

those available in the community. Facilities are

not built with the use of a shelter in a disaster

in mind. We try to take buildings created for

other purposes and bend them to our purpose if they
,

L are needed as shelter during an emergency. In'

|

L
choosing buildings we consider whether there is ad-

, equate parking, space, food facilities, toilets,
,

and showers for persons who may be seeking shelter

there. Most facilities are not perfect as regards

all of these items, but many are satisfactory for

),

t

'

.

.

-

- --- -- - - - , - - . . _ , ._ _7 - ,,_7 . ,_ _ _ _ _ _ . , , , ,m,
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emergency shelter. The Red Cross will choose those

which most closely meet the ideal for use during a

disaster.

23. Q. Contention 75 also alleges that LILCO does not com-

ply with NUREG-0654 Section II.J.12, although it

does not mention in what regard LILCO does not com-

;. ply. Does LILCO provide for registration and moni-

toring of evacuees at relocation centers?

A. [Cordaro, Robinson, Weismantle] Yes. As described,
,

in this testimony, the Red Cross does not monitor

evacuees at relocation centers but leaves that in

/~N emergencies at nuclear power plants 'to the o'ffsite

organi=ation. LERO will perform this function at

the designated center or centers tha't will be

listed in the public information material and in

the Plan once they are identified.

The designation of " primary" and " secondary" or

" backup" relocation centers, which has been used in

the LILCO Transition Plan, referred to facilities
|

L at which LERO would provide monitoring and

decontamination (primary) and facilities that would
.

not have those capabilities. Pursuant to the plan-

ning changes described in this testimony, (1) no

centers will be designated " primary" or

,

!

. . _ _,. _ _ . , , . . _ . . . . . _ . , . _ _ . . _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ , , , - . .
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" secondary," (2) all facilities listed in the pub-

lic information brochure will have monitoring and

decontamination capability, and (3) evacuees would

be~ sent to additional centers only after having

been monitored and, if necessary, decontaminated.

24. Q. Based upon the information provided in this testi-

mony, will a "means of relocation" be provided for

evacuees from an emergency at Shoreham?

A. [All witnesses] Yes, relocation centers will be ,

available for those who require shelter should

there be an emergency at Shoreham.

O
A ,) daro, Robinson, Weismantle] If County tate

officials h lingering concer regarding the

'
availability or adequacy e relocation centers

to be used durin emergency at Shor . they

should jo4 in the planning process for relocation

ers.

25. Q. Does this conclude your testimony?

A. [All witnesses] Yes.

O

_. _ - . . ._ ..



_ _ - -

_

Attachmant 1. .

.

,-

MgMM Nassau County Chapter
264 Old Country Road
Mineola, N.Y.11501

(516) 747 3500

-

.

July 25,1984 .

.

Mrs. Elaine D. Robinson
Long Island Lighting Company .
100 East Old Country Road
Hicksville, N.Y. 11801

Re: Letter of Agreement Between
LILCO and the American Red Cross

.

Dear Mrs. Pabinson:

This letter confirms our recent discussions regarding
the role of the American Red Cross, as determined by Charter of the

,

O) U. S. Congress, during an emergency at the Shoreham Nuclear Power(' Upon notification of an emergency at Shoreham the Red CrossStation.'

will set up emergency centers at a predesignated facility (or
facilities) to be listed in the LILCO Transition Plan. The Red Crosswill work with LILC0 to identify the facility or facilites to be
designated; any facility chosen will be 20 miles or more from the
Shoreham site. The Red Cross will staff the designated facilities and
will, if necessary, dis'Jatch evacuees from these to additional

|
facilities for she]ter. It is agreed that the Local Emergency
Response Organization (LER0) will provide monitoring ar.d, if!

necessary, decontamine. tion at the designated facilities.

In addition, there exist agreements, between the Nassau
County Chapter of the American Red Cross and the facilities named on!

the attached list, allowing the Red Cross to use the facilities for
shelter during an emergency. These facilities will be relied upon by
the Red Cross to provide additional space as relocation centers in the
event of a radiological emergency at Shoreham, and it is to these
facilities that evacuees would be directed, if necessary from the
designated facilities in the LILCO Plan. If the space in thesei

'

facilities is needed during an emergency at Shoreham, the Red Cross
would fulfilli its usual imergency response functions at these

| facilities, including staffing them and providing supplies as needed.
i It is estimated that these facilities could hold up to 48,000 people.

All facilities are 20 miles or more from the Shoreham Nuclear Power
-

O Station.
y/

TI.e Nassau County Red Cross is also affiliated nh Garden Citr Communur Fund.

.hG,2 Great Neck Cmted Communar fund ine.. Fore Tonns Uniard War.
Manhanet United Fund. Inc.

-_ .
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Mrs. Elaine Robinson Page 2.
Long Isl'and Lighting Company
100 East Old Country Road
Hicksville, New York 11801 -

'
s

LILCO.has agreed to provide any training the Red Cross may
require. Red Cross personnel will participate as appropriate in
emergency planning drills and exercises to assure a successful
response in an actual emergency.

.

ely,

/b
Frank M. Rasbury
Executive Director()

FMR:bmb

-
.

o

S

O

.
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' ') f. kAU COUNTY CHAPTER
* -

,,
*'e AMERICAN RED CROSS

E I 310CLTER INFORMATEN 1982.1983 264 OLD COUNTRY ROAD
e

MINEOLA. NY 1150I

02 2 3rF P,CAPtCITT
~

' '

Contaet: Sheldon Fuehs
1975 maidwin Puh11e Behools 223 8100 ext. 207/206
300 - Eigh seheel Drive

Baldwin. New York 11510 *

.. Mr. E111ager '
Bellsore.Marrick Central E.3. Dist. 62 M 9001978
1691 Meadowbreek Road1000 Merrisk. N.Y. 11566

George Beyh1
l 1976 Carlo Flaae Unisa Free Seboel 33'41900 ext. 224

'

Carlo Flaee. N.Y. n514900
Claude stringhan

1978 East Meadow Union Free seheel Dist. Mr. Campo
500

Carman Ave,
754 7000 ext. 206

..

East Meadow..New York H554
'

'

Edward Iattare
le78 East Rockmany Publis Schools

599 7589 ..

1100 East Rookaway I.S. ,

Robert Morse
Ocean Ave. 399 7589 ,--East Rockaway. N.T. 11518

.
,

1981 East Willisten School District 334J020

900 no E. Winisten Ave.
East W1111 sten. N.Y. H596

354 4917E1mont Publia 3ehools
4978 Elmont Road-

1400
E2mont N.Y. H003 .

*
.

752 4512
1975 Farmingdale Publia schools

249 7680
-

l 1500 Van Cott & Grant Ave. *

Farmingdale. N.Y. E735 .
.

Mr. RussenFloral. Park.Benrese Union Free school Dist. 352.07681981
400 1 FeFpy Flae. -

F3eral Park, N.T. n001.

.

George Reynolds
1961 Franklin square Union Free Scheel Dist.

354.1045
600 Weskinstaa Street

Franklin square, N.T. n010
'

Robert Swanson
1976 Freeport Publia schools

623 2100
j 2000 235 North ocean Ave.
,

-

Freeport. N.T. 11520

ffr. Beisiseh* *

1980 Garden City Publia schools
2 4 7700*

1500 Garden City N.Y. 11530 ,

Anthony Frissin3s .

' 1978 Glen cove Publia Schools 671 3272
.

1500 Desoria Iane
ole. Cove N.Y. H542Q

'

.

e

.O

%

- , . - - . . . - , - . - . . - - . - - - . . - - - , , - , . , - , , . - - . - . . - . . - - - - - - - - - - - , , - - - - . . . . - - --- --
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Contast: 741 7800,

gd Eastisks Publis Seboels
' '* *

Shelter Rook Roado Ir.co
. .,.. ,.r. N.r. u0 0

Fred DePa2aa
1981

Iowlett'Nigh ashool
374 5200

1400 60 Everit Ave. Gus Bruno
.

New1stt, N.Y. 11557 '

t
1974 Rewlett.Wedmare Union Free school Dist.

Barry Richter
374 5200 art. 213

800 1 Johnson Place
Wedesreg.N.Y. 11598

733 2100
1975 Biaksvine Puhlia 3ehools Kathleen Sogna
2f co Division Ave.

Eisksv121e, N.Y. 1180L

432.8933-

1980 Island Fark Schools .

W Island Park, N.I.' 11558 431.8100
.

Island Trees Unian Free'Sebool Dist. Mr. Fred Neist
73f.40to1975 Owl Flase & Condor Road *

1800 Levittoun, N.Y. 11756 Ste13a Clark
731 7247.

-

Barton Thorp
1975 14vrence Jr. B.S. 295 2700 est. 283/253
300 Lawrense, N.Y.

James DiGionanel
1975 Iseust Vaney Central school

Incust Valley, N.I. 21560 Richard SmithO 1400 676.8430

| Winian Soldaa
| 1981 Iang Beach N.S.

86SL2410
800 Lido Blvd. & Allevard Street larry Bourger

Imag Beach, N.Y.
88562167

Imuis Pearsall
1974 Lynnbrook Union Free Scheel Dist. 12 % 11000 Vavarly Ave. .

-

East Roehaway, N.Y. 12328
.

Father John Jobson
1978 Massapoqua Grace Episcopal Church 7Mm100 4750 Herrick Road ,

Massapogua. N.Y. 11758

William A. EldardMassapequa High Scheel SWOO1975
4925 Merriak Road ,

1300
Massapegua N.Y. 11358

,

: Iawrense Chapmaa
198o .Malverne U.F.3.D. 887 7733

.

,

Wedfield Road'

300
* *

Rookvine Centre, N.Y. 11570
,

Dr. Owen Ein
1973 Kanhasset Publie saboels

627 M 00Memorial F1aseO 300 Dr. Donald Grotehanhasset, N.Y. 2030
627 A 00

.
.

-
; .

*
.
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gg7*8 Mine2a T2ws Ba21 Contact: Empr Smith
100 Jeiche Turnpike 747 2232 -

Mineola. M.Y. 115m .

73 Mines 2a Daion Free Seheel Dist. 747 6700
'

g 200 EsorF' Read
Mimes 2a. N.Y. 115E

.

I
* '

393g * Nassau county B.C.C.E.3. 997 8700 -

goog Salisbury Centeri

Valentines Rd. & The Plaia 34
Westbury, N.Y. 11590

1975 No. Bellmore U.F.3.D. 221.2200
1600 2616 Martin Ave.

*

.
,

| No. Bellmore M.T. 11710
,

"

North Merriak U.F.3.D. 379.A070g
1775 Old Mill Road'00 No. Merriak N.Y. 11566 .

,

! '1980 North Shore Schools 671 5500
*

'

500 sea cliff. N.Y.
,

~

.

'

Oceanside Harle Ave. School . 678-1200
1982 Marie Ave.
500 Cesanside M.Y. 11572

| 1978 Oyster Bay East Norwich School Dist. 922 3170
| Cyster Bay, N.Y. 11771

1981 Plainedge Publio Schools Norman Black-

1600 Hiakv111e Road 735J100 art.'s304
Bethpage, N.Y. 11714

1973 minview.01d Bethpage Central School 938 5400
800 minview, N.Y. 11803

1978 hrt Washington U.F.3.D. Enrolddhampel
21.c0 27 Iangview Road 686.2517

hrt Washington, N.Y. 21050 Francis Ianta
883 4000

1978 Roosevelt Publia Schools 378 7302
aco 288 Nassau Road

! Roosevelt. N.Y.
! .

1981 Realyn Publie Schools 621.A900 1

13:00 leenst Imae 1..

Roslyn, New York !

|-

1981 St.' Ignat$ous Restery Father Harrer *
'

'

300 129 armadump 931.0056
Eiaksville N.T. 11801

-

,

.
.

.

. G

'

.
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;. :;. Edward Veerhees
. ~

T1978" Seaford Union Free Scho61 Dist. ca 1.0700-

1600 2147 Jaakon Ave. -

Seaford, N.Y. 11783

584878
sevenhaka Central E.3. Dist.

1978 $$$ Kidge Rd.
500 E2mont, N.Y. 11003

Joseph Singleton
t Syosset Central School Dist. $1 55001975 PollIane500 Sycsset, N.Y. 11791

485 9604
1978 UnSondale Publia Saboels~

2300 Goodriah Street
Un$ondale,E.T. 11553

Rev. George Czar*

'1976 United Methodist charsh '

485 6363
.

'

IN 40 Washington street . -

Mempstead, N.Y. 11550
George Rilton~

~

1978 United Methdist Church WE 1.A345.

2 100 192 Broadmy WE 1.2F1
Bethpage, N.Y. 11714

8258545 .

1975 vaney Stream U.F.3.D.
600 corona Ave.

Valley Stream. N.Y. 31580

nos Csarve
1980 vaner Stream U.F.3.D. 730 46>3969

l > '00 vaney stream. N.Y. 11580 .

Elwood Webster .
1978 Westbury U.F.3.D. 876.20'16
1 Jericho Tphs. A Nitehasek Iane

Westbury, N.Y. 11590
Barry Nataw

West Bempstead U.F.3.D. 489 8415, 1975
: 1200 450 Nassau Nivd.' *

W. Iempstead,N.Y. 11552'

AFCXt2W E. TDtAF:SU
'

,

:tr.1981 VDIT3URY CAMPUS 516 876 3146 aus*
*

516 433 5459 ' c.mt.
-

500 sunT
OL3 Ur.aTPIUNY N.T

luto (SvH
T*b Coyat. d er} v. P.

1%'/ he
s o .;. 9 m a

i sa 3 m* u .,

,' nc~$ \< , Ny a a r~~ ,

;

. .

.

4

*

.

..

.

.
.

.
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' Attachment 2.
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LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY'

#g g.

, , u ___.___1 ... s.. . e s .. ... . .. . . ..s.... s. . . . .. .. ,,..,

-

oness ad Muske
'

-

June 24,.1983
.

- .
.

Mrs. Patricia Nocher
Executive Director ;

American Red Cross
475 East Main Street
Patchogue, NY 11772

Letter of Understanding Between
LILCO and the American Red Cross

Dear Mrs. Nocher:
This letter confirms recent discussions regarding the role of -

the American Red Cross as determined by Charter of the U.S.
Congress during an emergency at the Shoreham Nuclear Power.

$ Station. It is our understanding that in response to a radio-
logical emergency at Shoreham, the Red Cross will fulfill its
usual emergency response functions, including setting up and

j g operating relocation centers for the public.
Even though LERO personnel will handle radiological monitoring
and decontamination assignments; to assure preparedness in an
actual emergency, the Red Cross should also participate as
appropriate in training, drills, and exercises.
Many thanks for your continued contributions to the emergency
planning effort.

Sincerely,

*

, , -.

Charles A. Daverio
Energency Preparedness

,

C9ordinator!
1

EDR/kv
-

.
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THE AMERICAN RED CROSS ,() - SUFFOLK COUNTY CHAPTER |

EMERGENCY RESPONSE ?LAN
iPEACETIME RADIOLOGICAL EMERGENCIES / NUCLEAR ACCIDENTS

-

I. PURPOSE

To define the role and responsibilities of the American Red
Cross when peacetime radiological emergencies / nuclear accidents
occur within the State of New York.

II. SCOPE

The American Red Cross will cooperate with all agencies, whose
activities are directed toward the alleviation of suffering
and needs caused by peacetime radiological emergencies / nuclear
accidents, public and private, at the local, state and national

'

levels.

III. DEFINITION OF DISASTER:

N Disaster is any Natural or Man-made disaster - fire, ' flood,
' hurricane, chemical spill explosion, nuclear accident, earth-

quake, blizzard, transportation wreck. American Red Cross
,

must be prepared to provide emergency assistance; open shelters!

and feeding operations if a large number of people affected.

IV. RESPONSIBILITIES

The American Red Cross will provide assistance in accordance
with the Statement of Understanding between the State of New
York and the American National Red Cross.

,

|

| The American Red Cross regulations require that the administra-
| tive and fiscal controls be inseparable, and it will not assume

costs for commitments made by other agencies or organizations.

i A. Preparedness Measures - The American Red Cross will:
-

1. Maintain liaison with the Office of Disaster Preparedness
coordination of peacetime radiological emergencies /
nulcear response planning and operations, and partici-
pate in planning, preparedness and operations meetings
and exercises.

2. Receive from that agency listings of designated mass care
shelters and feeding centers, evacuation routes, re-

A ception centers, first aid stations, and requirements
for and designations of transportation and communications

_. . . . _ . .

- - - - _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . - , , _ _ . m
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equipment and facilities.
,

3 Recruit and train shelter managers, disaster feedinE
-'

personnel, nurses, liaison personnel and supervisors
to serve in Red Cross operated mass care shelters and
feeding centers.

4. Assist in developing agreements involving the Office
of Disaster Preparedness and the owners or officials
of the buildings to be used as shelter facilities for
mass care operations. J

;

I

B. Emergency Response - The American Red Cross will:

1. Conduct mass care shelter and feeding operations in
centers and facilities designated in advance by the
Office of Disaster Preparedness. These operations
will consist of:

The registration of evacuees who elect to-

go to mass care shelters so that there is
a census at all times of the individuals and
families who remain there. ,

Food service-

Sleeping accommodations-

s

O- An emergency medical station supervised by-

an RN and the service of referring shelter
occupants to a doctor or hospital if needed.

Recreation services if the evacuees remain for-

an extended period of time.

2. Assign liaison representatives to the Emergency Opera ..
tions Centers and receptions centers.

| 3. Maintain contact and coordination with the Office of
Disaster Preparedness and the departments of Welfare,3

Education and Health.
l _

C. Agreements have been made at appropriate local facilities
for adequatic mass care shelters and feeding operations.

AUTHORITIES AND REFERENCES:
|

| U. S. Public Law 4, 58th Congress, January 5, 1905
U. S. Public Law 93-288, Disaster Relief Act of 1974i

Statement of Understanding between the Federal Emergency Management
7Agency and the American National Red Cross - January 22, 1982 ;

e

O APPENDICES:
:

American Red Cross Organization

,
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Attachment 4.

*
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STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING
BET 4EEN

THE STATE OF NEW YORK
AND -

*
THE AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS

IPURPOSE '

The purpose of this statement of understanding is to provide for cooper-
ation and coordination between the State of New York. its agencies, coun-
ties and municipalities, and the American National Red Cross (hereinaf ter
known as the American Red Cross), in carrying out their assigned responsi-
kilities in the event of natural or man-made disasters or enemy attack.

DEFTNITION OF DTSASTER

A disaster is an occurrence such as hurricane, tornado, stora, flood, high
water, wind-driven water, tidal wave, earthquake, drought, blizzard, pes-
tilence, famine, fire, explosion, volcanic eruption, building collapse,
transportation wreck, or other situation that causes human ="**aad g or
creates b' man needs that the victims cannot alleviate without ansistance.u

AUTHORITY
.

State of New Yor k

The State Disaster Preparedness Commission under the authority of Article
2-B of the Executive Law, and the State Civil Defense Commission under the
authcrity of the State Defense Emergency Act, are responsible for natural
and man-made disaster related and enemy attack related operations respec -
tively, incfuding preparedness, res,,onse and recovery. The Offlue of
Disaster Preparedness, within the State Division of Military and Naval
Affairs, acts as the staff arm of both Commissions.

The Amer-iean Red Fross

The American Red Cross is an instrumentality of the United States Govern-
ment with a Congressional Charter codified at 36 U.S.C. , Section 1 et.
seq., under which it is charged to "... carry on a system of relief in time
of peace and apply the same in sitigating the suffering caused by pesti-
lence, famine, fire, floods, and other great national calamities..." This
role has been resta'ted in the Disaster Relief Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-288),
which says "...nothing contained in this .act shall limit, or in any way

I affect the responsibilities of the American National Red Cross under the
Act of January 5, 1905.*

O

- - - - - _ _ - - -------,--------,---r , -, - - - w - - - - - -
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SCOPE OF AM DICAN RED CROSS ACTIVITIF.3

Matural Df==ateen
. .

The magnitude of a disaster may be such that it simultaneously affects
tens of thousands of people in several states or it say bring suffering
and anguish to just a few persons in one apartment building or group of
houses. Regardless of the extent of the disaster it is the responsibility
of the American Red Cross to help meet the human needs that the disaster

has caused. These neens may include food, clothing, shelter. first aid,
and other basic elements for ceafort and survival.

.

The American Red Cross also helps disaster victims needing long-term re-
covery assistance by advising and counseling them on the availability of
resources so that they can resume living in keeping with acceptable stan- .

dards of health, safety and human dignity. Such resources include those
of their own family as well as federal, state and local agencies, both
public and private. If there are no other resources available the Amer-

,

ican Red Cross any provide direct additional assistance to enable the
victims to re-establish themselves.

Red Cross assistance to disaster victims is not dependent upon a Presi-
dential or other federal disaster declaration but is provided regridless
of the size of the catastrophe or disaster incident.

In carrying out its responsibilities to provide for mass care in peacetime
disasters, including precautionary evacuations and peacetime radiological
emergencies / nuclear accidents, the American Red Cross will operate appro-

; priate shelter facilities and arrange for mass feeding and other appropri-
| ate support. In doing so, the Red Cross will pay related costs only when

such activities are under the administrative control of or authorized by
th6 American Red Cross, or when prior written agrees,ents have been ande
for some other organization to provide esercency services on behalf of the
Red Cross.

American Red Cross disaster responsibilities are nationwide. Herefore,
when tne local chapters in the affected areas are unable to meet the needs

( of disaster victims, the resources of the total organization are made
i available.

The American Red Cross provides blood and blood products and handles.wel-
fare inquiries from anxious relatives outside the disaster area.

In disasters with company or owner liability implications, including such
unpredictable catastrophes as collapse of private dams. fires in hotels,
theaters, and night clubs, and on pleasure boats, the custcaary emergency
services will be extended on either a mass care basis or to individuals
and families if such help is not or cannot be provided immediately by the*

owner of the property involved. -

. - - - - ___ _ _ _.
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Peneatiem
Radfelanical Emerrencies/ Nuclear leefdents

have company or owner liability implications, the American Red C:oss willIn the case of peacetime radiological emergencies / nuclear accidents, which
,

conduct shelter and feeding operations in centers and facilities desig-nated in advance by the Office of Disaster Preparedness,
ments worked out among the Office of Disaster Preparedness,under arrange-
Red Cross and officials or owners of the buildings. the American

i -

_ Civil Disorders

**here there are suffering and want resulting from civil disorders and fun ~
=

damental human needs are not met, -

in community action to supplementthe Ac.orican Red Cross will participate
the efforts of the responsible civil

authorities in extending emergency services and relief to the victims ofsuch disturbances.
-Other E=e rency Situationn

.

Situations caused by economic, political and social .maladjustsent,
ing the usual hazards of industry and agriculture, are not usually consid-includ-

ered to be within the American Red Cross responsibility for disaster pre-'
paredness and relief.
large numbers of people; or problems related to energy outages,There ny be other kinds of emergencies involving

4

shortages that create evident human needs or costs or
request Red Cross assistance. in which public officials

War-Caused Situations

In war-caused situations, the American Red Cross will use' its facilities
and personnel to support and assist mass care and emergency operations of
the Office of Disaster Preparedness to the extent the Red Cross considers
possible, while carrying out its other essential responsibilities andassignments.

The American Red Cross will support national' emergency blood collection
and supply efforts as provided for under special Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency procedures and regulations related to the National Emergency

-

Blood Program.

COORDTU TTON AND COOprH TION

In the discharge of its responsibilities the American Red Cross recognizes
tne responsibility of the State of New York in disasters and will ocordin-
ate its activities with the responsible state agencies and local govern-4 ments as required.

This is essential when a state of emergency is declar-ed by the Covernor or the '

disaster. President has declared an emergency or major
*

.

$. O
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The American Red Cross will keep the Covernor or his designee advised of
actions taken and will keep a continuing liaison with the offices of the
State of New York to ensure effective assistance to all disaster victims.
Responsibility for coordinating the services of other volunteer agencies

.

undertaken by the
or groups during and after a major disaster will bethe Office of Disaster Prepared-fromAmerican Red Cross upon a request
ness, and with the consent of such agencies or groups. ~

,

The American Red Cross depends on public contributions to provide its!
'

services.
in an amergency, at the request of theThe American Red Cross agrees that,

Office of Disaster Preparedness, Red Cross liaison personnel will be pro-
vided at the State's Emergency Cperating Center (and to other districs ce
regional Emergency Operating Centers, as appropriate).

-

PLANNING AND IMPt_EMENTATION

Cooperative arrangements for planning, exchange of information and contin-
uing liaison regarding preparedness and disaster operations will be devel-
oped and maintained by the Office of Disaster Preparedness and the Ameri-j

can Red Cross. Local counterparts of the two organizations will be en-
couraged to make similar arrangements.;

.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Statement of
Understanding on the dates indicated.

l

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS
"

STATE OF NEW YORE

.

.Afh.-

,QA & .

; Elbert Brown, Manager
Mario M. Cuomo Eastern Field Office
Governor

.

<! ^ 4 bp; } 9M-

3.em mser n. toa3 seeDate :

O ;
,

.

O
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AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL COLLEGE
* ar passeesseeau. =ew vene seres

February 3, 1944
1

*

I
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Mr. Edward Thenpoon
Direeter. Disaster Services !

Amerissa Eed Crees j
264 01d centry Reed
Miseele. Nr 11301

Dear Isr. Theepson

I as writing to you is. follow up to our telephete conversettes of last week.

As we discussed. President Cipriani has agreed te' allow the Aastican Red Crees
Vethe use of our saapus f acilities as an ef ficial shelter during a disaster.

have identified seeeevelt Hall as the ette to be used as a shelter for the vic-
time of a disaster.

To arresse for the use of this facility. I would request that you coeract the
College's Campus Felice to advise thee of your need te utilise our campus fa-

The Campus Felice can be reached by telephaning (316) 420-2111 anyc111stes.
day or night throughout the year. We have acquetaged our Compus Felice Depart- ""

most with this progras and they will have Lasediate acceae to Seesswelt Mall
s

upan receipt of proper notificaties free Red Cross offisisla.
*

In order te estisfy 5 tate University legal requiremonte. we iseuld appreciate
your arranging to esecute two copies of the emeleoed Eevocable Partit betweesThe Fermit de-the Aastican Red Crees and the State University as Farmingdale.

| teils what is espected of both parties and will rosata La force votil senselled
| Please note that in allowing the Aastican led Cross to use ourby either party.

facilities, w are doing so with the understandias that the Americes Red CreesI

will asame full resposeihility for all dassges that any arise free the Colless's
Any feed er supp11ae that we would be required toparticipaties in this progree.

provide eder this program would. naturally. have to be retabursed by the Anstissa
Red Crees at the seeslueges of your stay on our cespus.

I as not sure if we discussed the teaue of General Lien 111'ty Inestense during our,

usettag but auch taaeresse weald be a requirensas of the College as seedities for
i

the Red Crees estag our facilities. Would you handly provide as with a Certificate
of Zaeurense semias the intereece of the State Univoretty at yarstandale to a See-

If this 1aeur-eral Liability Pe11ay with utsimum liatte of one million dellare.
j ence requirement presente a probles. please 1st as know immediately.

l

!

|

.

e
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*2- February S.1984
Mr. Edward Thoupees

.

.

If these arrangensate uset vaan your estisf acties handly retura one etseed
.

We would
copy of the Fermit together with the Certificate of Insurance.
?. ope that we never have oceseten to implement this progres hur should a dis-
aster occur la the future, please rest aneured that the State University at
Forstandela stande ready to assist the Americas Red Crees.

Very truly yours.
3

w
J. T. Ceyse
Ameistaat Vice President
for Administrative Services

JTCace
emel.

*
%

cs: Mr. De11stvils
.

.

4
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.

!
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eraf suivrasm or use roas
REToCA318 FISN!?

.
,

1

Noe.Ceauseretel ergesteettese '
.

Ocaesional Usere,

, . .
,

j19
m, _. .ed. .is .e,of

.

. by and between the STATE CNIVERSITT OF ltEV TCRE. es educettoest ser.
|peretteeergeoisadmedemietingunderthelawsofthestateofNewYork,and
j having its prisespel place of businese leested at State Univoretty Fless. '

.1 Albany. New York 12264 heretaafter referred to se " State Vegverstey", .

) sating for and es behalf of the STATE 13tv. eGa. 6 TECE CJLLE t 9 FAR)f!MCMLE !
| (name of Campus) !

I
'heressetter referred to es the CD1 LESE . end u.es.riu ny, rare.*

-
. , . . ....J .. ... . . ,....... .. ...

-

'
~

(lacorporated. Met 1aserporated). e pen-seemercial ergesteetles having ite
,

h praecipal plate of businese located et m m e r_..... m..a

'

Mineele. NY 11301 ,

1' hereinaf ter referred te se "the Pernattee".
; U Z T N E B B I T Et
| VNIREAS the perettese will be seedusting en ee-campus evoet which re- |
' quires certain facilittsa, heroinester referred to se the "evoet", and
I WNEARAS. State Univoretty hea such facilities evetlable et the College,

and .

p WNEREAS the porttee desire to enter inte as agreement whereby state
i Univoretty will sphe such fee 111 ties eve 11eble te se Persistee for the event.

30W. TEREFORE. be it hoews that a reweestle perett is hereby treated to {
, the Persistee, subject to the terse and sendittees es beretaaf ter provided, to ;
j wee the fee 111stes sad sesvises designated is "1ahibit 3" es the dete(s) sad ,'

Iq.t.ti.e.e,estitedaer.o..
1. State Univoretty shall owpply all ordinary and necessary veter, see. '

f electricity light, heet sad severage f acilitsee for the prestees. Unless

speciftsally Sadiested otherwise in Exhibit 3, ne telephose service shall be
g

-| provided by State Univoretty to Permittee hereunder./
1

,

!
,

*

ii !

i
I

.
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' 2. The Feaststes ebell fabe good safe of the premisee, fistweee aid' '

d apportassees se preserve the premiset is good order and tendities.-

rpen the prior writtee approval by State University, the Permittee'I.' s 3.
say use other arose of 8(e College Campus upon the same teens ese condittees ,

'

|
, - >

es provided herste.
It ceneideraties of the facilitise and ee vices to be provided by

, i

A. \
State Univore1ty se enumerated herois the Persittee agrees to retaburse~

| State Taiversity'in accordance with the utta er services stipulated es. the'

Atteched " Exhibit C" me may other estraerhaary costs 1sturred by the College
to meet the requirements of the Permittee. * Jayment shall be sede by the Per.!

) sittee,'upes receipt of as official biltMsg statement from the Ce11 age.
The .

.

> t
a

I fare sedyanner of presentaties of the statusent ehell be estee11y agreed spen
+

by the Persattee and the College.
The Persittee shall be roepessibit for soy and all damages er less by I5.

!
theit es otherwise of property whether auch property shall belong to State

5 Catveretey or se othere, sad for injury to pereees (Lasisding doeth) whwi esy |.

in say way result free the operattem er tendue,ttes of the event er any be
' i ,

t

caused by emy of the persons involved La the event, whether er set directly,
-

7 g,

| caused by the Permittee. , *

The Fermittee shall be reopensible for and shall saintais seed distt.|t6.
pline and pryper behavier os .'.)e part of all persons is any way involved with S,

!
]theeventandagreestoremovQayporosanelinvolvedintheeventwhoseee~

tions, er f ailure to act. ehell La the cela judgment of State University, af terj.
~

cenaulting with the Fermittee. be deaned to be detrisestal to State Universtry.|
;

7. In addities to the authority of State University of New York under*

paragraph 21,12. de the judgeest of the State University. activities of any |

d pereennel is any way Levolve4 la the event should be such that State Daiversity',
af ter senaultasten wash she Permissee ehe11 desesesse esse the eemetenessen of!

shall be con .the event fet the thes renaisias period sevated by this agreamset'

trary to the best interest of State University. State Taiversity say terstaate
, this agreement without liability of any kind whasjeever therefets.and the Per i
' sittee and all persensel se ihvelved shall be thereupes removed f ree State ,

University premises.

:..
> '* .,

.

li !
s i:

.

'
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*
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,
t
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. S.
This eggsaseet shall be latesproted accefding to the laws of the

State ei IBev Terk.
The Permittee ehen esoply with established Univoretty

and college regunstsees and polistes eed frith e11 laws. rules, ordere, reg.,

'

'I colle therete including the previsiete autstises, sed requiresente of federe1. state and sueistpei governseets app 11
. ;.

.

' and made a pare heeeef *e "saksbas A". estetaed to the rider etteshed herete
s

|
If aesseeery, permittee shall enteia5

and keep is force et ice sole test eed estesse say permite er liseases which |

mer be required by say Leest. State er Federal Goveresental body.
*

3

Ij 9.
The persistee estees that the Seeuesse of this permit shell in se voy

,

distetek the etetutory authcriesties of State Vaiveretty te possessies, put={
,

h euest to the Eduesties Law, of the Stste sentrolled property te which this,

!
,I permit reisteeg eer shall the dentales and sentrol by State Ustvetetty everi

! the sete Beste steserty be to say wer assomsehed.
10. |

The Persistee specifically agrees that this pettit does not create ![ she relationship of lonelord sed tonest between the State Daiveretty and thej
.

Permittee 'regarding the use of the State costrelled property to which this
!

h|permitrelates. . '
""

11.
The Persistes specifiselly agrees that this permit shall be void and,

of se further force end effect upes est use of the State.sentrolled property
j te which this pesett relates which to teconstatest with State Law

*

j esy way conflicts with the purposee er'enjectives of State Ue'veretty.
er which in

h 12.
Ypen reaeval fres sold prestees, tie permittee shell et its sole |

l' cost and erpense, restere the prestees as nearly se possible to the sendition:
!

is which these prestees were is whee the use by the Permittee begas, other
t

|I than ordinary weer ese tear to the prentsee.
13. ',

g The Permittee shall have the right. se less se this permit shalli

I reesta is fores. to enter spee said state lande for the purpose of meteestains,i
i

8,

operating and estas feeilities designated to Exhibit 3.
l14

The Permittee speetfisally agrees set to held steelf est,es repre-
,

; eenting the State of New York er State L41versity of New York to sensestien
t

with the use of the State owsed property to which this permit reistes, ser
q ehell the mane of the Beste of New York er the stese Univoretty of new York he }
p$siversity.used by Pesmittee for ser purpose without stier writtee appeevel of the stateli .

'
i ;

I
' '
t ,

I
i

.'. 3
.

, .
1: t
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The Persistes esemos all risk iseidents! to the see of este fasti.
[ | 1stes med shall be setely reopensible for esy and all aseident,'and asjuries

j se pereses and property (taeluitas death) aristes set of er in eenmeetime with
s

s

| the e.ees. e.e e, f-mt . its a,,e.t. naso. a
-tro, sue. .re.de eed

. .

' hereby sevessete eed agrees to tedeme&fy and held hereIcos the People of the
State of New York and the state Univarotty of New Terk from any and all claine

-
' ,

' suite. - seriens, desages and soste of every sature and descripties ari i.
.

;

et er relaties to the use of the fees 11stee its spyartementes and the outrewed.
s ng out

'

1eg grevede or the vielsties by said permittee, its agosta, employees et cen7

j '

) therewith.traetere of eer law, sede, steer, ordinense, rule er regulaties is senseeti
.

-

'on
The Permittee further agrees, se beias requested se to do, to es. !

i

see the defer.se and te defend, et its eve eat t and expense, any acties brovsht
,

1
t

et soy tise agaient the Feeple of the State ei New York and/or the State Univer j,

'

sity of New York is seasestice with the alame, eutte and leases, se etersea14.|ll.

The persistee agrees to provide ev$leses of oppropriate insureece pre =}
'

~6 I

tetties er, subject to compus determinattee, reimbstes the tempts for its pre
,

rated share of teaurante purchased es behalf of son-seeeertfal ergenisations
.

.

covering property damage. pereetal injury er death arietet out of the vea of'
1*nivoretty fasilities.,

1

17b: The Permittee specifissily estees that if this permit le castelled er
tereissted for asy ressee, the Fetsittee shall have se slais against the State bI

h fiters and esplayees shall be relieved fres any and all liabi!!ty.of New York eer its officere and employees, and the State of New Terk, its of . |'

18.O Aay notice to either party hereisder must be in Miting signed by the*

i

party giving it and shall be served either peresnelly or by registered asil |
W

addressed *as fe11sws:r

!
*

} To TME Cif. LICE: M* #* I* E*7''' A" '* YI'' ##"Id***
*

'

; for Administratsve Services !*
31:NT $ Farsteadale .

'Witsee Nell
Melville Reed )
Ferslagdale, NY 11733

i
TO TWE Pgest!1TE5s 8

Mr. Edward Daupeen . t,

g
Stretter Disaster Servicae

- t
,

ammetean sed Cevee
'.| 184 Old Country Road .

a Nineola, NY 11301

f or to soth other addressee es sov be hereafter designated be meti:e.
.

3
'

sottees hecese effective esly when received by the addressee. All f
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o 19. This sareament essetitutee the entire agreement of the parties

'
'herete and all previeue ses:.noications between the perstee, whether written

I er eral, with reference to the subject matter of this contreet are hereby*

'| superseded. !
30. The relatiesekly of the permittee to State University and the State '

of New Terk arisias out of this agreement shall be that of independent tes.
,

: treeter. |

21. The permissies hereby greeted shall coettava esly during the plassere |
of the State caiversity of New York and any be revoked at say time without,

.|cause. Upes revesaties of the permise1es hereby grested and settee theroef
.I-served either in perses er by registered asil, said yersittee shall and vill
.

a

! proepely discostinue the use of the prestees and shall therespes remove all
I of its property from the prestees and shell restore the premises to the ease' i

I condities.it wee in before use by the Permittee semented. except that this
permit shall terminate SEE I.XIISIT 3 ATTACMED se

la any event. if not scener revoked. Uhder se cirewstences shall State Ust-
i versity of New Terk to held liable for damages of say kind, either direct er .

indirect, for terminaties of this permit.

| IN WITNESS WHIR 107. the permittee has seused this instreast to be oesled|

| [
and signed by its duly autherised efficer, and the State University has caused
this instrument to be executed by its duly authorized efficer.* i

; STATE Ur!7IR$1TT CF 3EW YORX

1 -

i, . , , , A
't sef Adataistrative officer

N''Cas} . Cipriasi. Freefdent

;! ,,, E+ n '-
Official Repressatativfei Fertittes |
!tr. Edward Theepses' ,

i Directer. Disaster Services
*

'

Amerises Red Crees I
'
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EXm74
'

ne emum e ne meens e==en fee = =y= = ne ne=s iv ee sa,ses =mm an neser mani e s.i ef .w ,se.
.

3. Tthessfest see aos se slaisses ty the essener se to sWs. GerN asses sIsus emienes. spass8s'ef. ess.
weed, essen et asumise et ennem me pe.ee menom.a e'ese, of as ties.

E his tenores mer to esamed sessee9 sek to Se en se of Ose9 o'eikMe to me Snaie for ye esefe,mense se

tee sepune beset and as heeds) se asesser ameruel mes se inswege or es lame of Moe 1ero eseead acaeye era,ises 3, ese
Deresestasseet.

! lll. Dunne ee performaaes of es eenrres.the esmrese ayens as feasse:

les The sootrasier ese nei asaarisisame senas est emessyu se espimans for emetsfeel temone of mes. esod.
amies. sea. aassonal ensa. ese, deseWi) er starual ame,

,

est if eresses is es es er ime Caeseensener of Neeen Rossa. es esentener eGI sad to sans leer essen er pse.e.
eressies of eerhas esa enset toe see rease nas or is somme er a enesesse esteamsee er enase asemensni se sneeraamene. e
senses. to es erce.4pe > ice jadie Casem.usener of Nuess beats, advegg sede leser See M fsPepitsase of gne sectete.
see's ee+ssesar seeer stemaet sa s teroven ial encenafier se!.se sciasiegniaansem anuse"b if uer eestreete. eu esremse te
de se pt ime esacesuas ageses a pan of use me y seessassen of ens sesens.us sueueses ana;f #se.ast nest tasar un.ee se
reyesassu+e to fweian a wusen naisement tasi sesan asser amen a papesatasase wGs per enaarmeens:e seisme of tass. esed.
meer, est, assenal orio.n aes. aiasen|.a r er maarina, aases. md ines see hear innen er seresessee unll eseestass. ounsa sne
boas of as ness; ans assursanal osimerwy a the messemeauen of er sessy one erweeseas of eene neo enesneusessee
enamnes afts taa" 80 00siseeis ass ae'ese 'Jief reefielmesi, emetoyment me nee IWMs eDe Widn883 et sensevement meer art
eenstan assa se is ersweeanse enn um au oows est erevuess of mee ass enarisennute emese. If susa namor umsen er
reareenueir e fase er sof unes te some', own sosti e recess taa: a fwnsa ese e asemes.ee sustreser anels posessy asiaty
one bene Cemewmeeer of Musman twenes of sete fasmee er sahani.

es If deuses se se se > the Commances of Maman hems.es seerraser *W eos and test sesses a somew.
use seases. evesianse se s=se. son and sowasamis f ee eno6ermons. easian to se creases by me lase Ceaussa.een ef Meman
R.giin eseuse fonn one ouestenes of tar ess es eas of asemen ses est fta one susn yevuess of ase snais a ines asases seens.
manauee as es liase Ceauemmene. of teussen Agnu and emeress. ("

, ,

ese The assitrone wit. saie. in ali sotaanasiana es ad.oriaamaans ter eme6 eyes eined De y en annail ofisie een.
trener. ines at: eaa.arise secueseu oth as affereed een scemeyeesi essenemass omaans einsnesneses namn.se of ease,
ease. essee. mm. ees.esas ergia, ase. ennes. tan er earnaa saases.

,

tes The consreeter =4!aeme9 wum tM ermeesseflunaeus1939eefine Reenalso Lee and one the Cruel Alefne
Lee via farmina ai; afe masen ene resera essmas asussaart ey es Inse F- of Nasmes Aosta sneer unee men.
es snansaan siaunes ame suen sees.ene of ine Raeemwe Lae. ane.HI eram asmas seme esseemer o enou. .ses,se ama es.
sensin ei LM be.e Csersi ope. e! Made Lara. ies Asserney Geners; and se nneessna# Ce=esaassier f or ine s==sena ef
invenbecaer. se assertans esmaaanse ear tane non esserisuaeuer ensaast and been esmeas of me Eaasuene Las ese Cod
b6rts Lee.

Ifl Tase scente= ene, er tegooith sesnee temenesse e* sesuseded.is waels er e een. De the seestasues acenen
seen toe saans ei e fineing mese es sne baie Cosr.m.uaone= ef Muman Lemie iase see senatomer nas ae: essense see inne
menenemminenen esseen. ans im een:ranet e ai se areiros aste se fy f n se suoirana mese es es se sensif of Sne keiei

er e pue.4 emnersti es scenes of:ne kere. enter see een:rener seinste ine lsene Ceseenssense of leisner LsAls Lass ine see.
treae' ne ess etuspee ae.e e ssr nat ov: s treersse in soolorer.rs ens ee po.asenn ettaste nse44eimmeaen emones S.ae
feiset nas:. me maae e. ine kaar CeInessiear e Mpmas R4mia efin moehmen efforts > ins Cmemeenener se,e faise se
esaw.e assuomanee e cr. :ne ne ner,s..trrssineissa me.ase ans aree e verdes assoa.as aan seen fisse siin ese C-- . _- -.
amiseinesee nas esen enen seime seesterior ase en easories.si nas essa offerese ime sontener is as neare si essa se as ;er.
espee eine tne iseeane Lee been ansesens me> se un ense ane rensess m. ease inssesessesn of er a assuaan se sensuesse
ese seawees anewee possess op me

,
*

lee T>e esentem se eaf snetwee ene arenansens ef einmes sas sasem
e maser tas sorn greveses ei:: es semeine sees noce seergeereses er .enina e=erye aronnem er evesoinse west e asesemese e io seeranisme is te senereies ennre ice
hsie of Pie. ) era Tne sonreseer =*isiase e.4n estica a seterene nasa soona ese of asse -- = or esseeems orser asiae
leais Comsonasone of tevene B,enen er see esoreams esenes es, erses. meinene aaresens et rosesse for es=*
espelsaase it iar sessenties seresses sa*enes e e? as taressouse see esepesse, een e seassunsessor se veness u e reassa of
seen esteriaWi De (me bore C _ 7_ -- of De emon Rg#ts or tee sustrasug asemee. ass mistastes sagg eregneste as messig iDF
Atterapp Generos steestsame las Asierers Cassierce se senertene Wie pam nae SWW6 of Lk $asse of Itet lose.

tv Tar agresseses analf er weis ead of me fese ese effen meansine sempener saas pe ee so.orese ses ins Seef a
ef. eAS tes, eemeles sesries see ble of Inn ee+eustons. sasa esse.oress e art sucesse is tr eenSee by tae preneens of see
%9he*B h Lee.
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(ACNNOWLEDQMENT SY INDIVIDUAI,)
( -

s start or usw roan
COUNTYOF ) 5.s

On this day of , le before tre personauy I

*

. i. m. .. a,,e ... i. m. fe 'm tae p.rsen e.seneedeame
*

in ans wne eseeutee the recogeing instrument and he/she seimewledste to me that he/she
.

esecuted the same.

Notary rueue

(ACXNOWLEDCMENT SY UX1NCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONI

STATI OF NEW YOAX )
COUNTY OF ) 35.s

OntNs day of ,1B_ before me pereenally esme
, to me eewn ens leiswn to me to be the persen =de

eseestes the aeove trutrument. who, %ing suly sworn by me, did for himself0terself despose andsay that he/she is a member of the firm of '

and that he/she executed the teregoing anstrument tn the firm name of
, and that he/she had authority to sign same, an(

heishe did duly sonnewiedge to me that he/sne emetuted the same as the set and deed of sold firmof for the uses and purpenes mentaened,

t M rein.-

*
.

.

'
t

|
Notary Fuelae .

t

.

(ACXNOWLEDOMENT RY CORFORAMON) *
-

STATE OF NEh* YOf.!! )
COUNTY OF NASSAU J SS.:

'

On thle 15th day of sta re= ,193 before me personally esmeE6eard Theamana , to me icewn, who beTng duly sworn, did depose andsay thet he/She res10Bs in 251 Feu- twene una. Central f eif e MY 11792 I that he/artela the ___ _OireCteri Citanter hamricas et theMassaw Casety Chantar. Are*1ean tas creen the corpersuen desetteed in anc wruch,

! enscuted tne feregearig snetruments that helsne imows the seal of said torperstlens that the seal
affixed to said 3retrument la such eerporate seal. trat it was se affixed by the seder of the Seard of
Directors of said eseparetten, and that he/she signed his/her name therete Dy Ilke order.

M ef/ 4
nesserr.m..

P90rA4 * IE* M8'7e3

M'****a*#,19r=:: * ve=
%w "6 . . .,'

| ussia ae, av4(csawe
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I STATS tN1TERSITT OF NW 195
m eCAas FnNrf

'l .

pee ceasereial creestantises -

'| Caematanal taara _

5
.

i

t |

I l
An otCAp no esoss .'

j. . .. _ ,ste.

i
| The fellewina facilities and services will be provided by the callege se the

above na.e4 Feraitsee se DISASTER OCCURAreCI (date(s) .

I

gduring the hours of N/A to N/A. .

'
, ' "
! .

.

,| *
,

TIE Cot 4ECS P SERVTS THE 11GBT D TDMINATE ANT DISASTER FROGRAM ARRANCID'

IT TIE AMI11CAN RED CRCSS F SUCR FRCCRAN CCNFLICTS WITE TBS COLLEGE'S
.

lt

! ACADENIC CALIN3AR. AUTHCRIZATICN TO USE 500SETELT EAla is 31:NC CITEN,

vzTu m umuSTAsD:sc mT na marCAu ao caoSS vzu, uFtaC: as anzxSassi
;

*|EE' STATE UNIVERSITT AT FARMINCDALI FOR ANT DAMAGES TO ITS CAMFUS FACILIT115!
,. '

| THE AMERICAN AD CROSS FWTEtt AGREES TO
l

Al A RESULT Of TI13 FROGRAN.'

332NSURSS TME STATE UB1VERSITI AT FARMINGDALE FUE ANT FOOD CR SUFFL118 TMATI i

|*

TES Cfu2G3 MAT BE INTISTED TO F351SI UNDER TNIS F50 CRAM.
,
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STATE UN1?r1SITT 07 NEW TORE -

'- RETOCABL2 FIINIT.

'
see=Co m .retel Ortesisettese

Cecast.nel Users
.

!
I

-

!, MGAICAN RED CROSS I

ij .s-e er e.eesis.e j

i I

I ,e ,e is... ....ee .. e. se.e ,se c.u e i. . e -. .. - -e -T

I for the use of the faciliti.e doestabed to Exhibit 3. ,

'

This evapossati.n vee determined e. the following beste' ,
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STATE UNIVERSITY |

AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL COLLEGE !

sd=m e es me mee
IUes 4068W

.

June 21, igm.

.

Mr. Edward Thespees
Director, Disaster Services
Amerises Red Crees
2M 014 Country Reed
Mineele, Nr 11301

Deer Mr. Theoposes

our records indicate that the Certificate of Insurance
that you provided we coverlag the Americes Red Crees'
Disaster Program will aspire se July 1. J9M. ,

,

We would appreciate your furstehing the College with a
reaeval Certificate covering this program, for the same
limite of lientlity. * ,

Theak you for the attencies given this request.

Very truly youre,

Ifq w*.

J. T. Coyne
Ameistent Vice President*
for Admistesretive Servicae'

JTCladI
!

!

-
\

1

.
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;,!.. SUNY at Farm'agdete is perrsitting the Nessau County Chapter. American Red Cross. Mfneels. MY
to use the tallege facilities as a shelter te house those people in the coerweity who find

,it necessary to take shelter during the tfee of a disaster.

$. c.a sa e., .e ., een.w w . = , .. w . .. . .a i ...e. ia. . ..a s,e - . . a _ .e .e - e . i ... . . . .. i.
men s in an.se enes ,a sese a. .easeiei e, aes.n.e, es say n.as een tne e coe*,.

*
.

i = .eisim e aa..... m .
I Fe6ruery 27.1984I. . It'. J.T. Ceyrie. Asst.Vice Pres. for Am Ser.-''""**

. ' . . 313tf g Ferisingdete - Whitmen Hell
3. | Melville Asad 'hp __j jf jf_, A.t
i, Farmingdate. NY 11735 < - = - - - . . , y.
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Att!IfaA*fm Kr GuussD M~ M . pfck up registretten seterfels. PROC!!D TO ..
M = EAlff!LI . Acadesfc Advisors and Caerse Cards.

11gidR17t COURSES OR Rit!STRATIM FOAM UNTIL 70U CORSULT ACADCM!C A0VfS073.
, Advisers are fecated in the following reams:

5 4A N *

82E F.117.T1 .ac.Advertising Art...........Aerospace Technology...... .... 223 araphics & Mechanics........... 224
Agricul ture. . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . 141 llistory, teenestes & Pe11ti.

.. 114 Porticulture...............cs.. 210
Air Cand., Neating & Refrig.... 211 Integrated P . .. . 114
Aute Service Specialist........ 181 Languages...ost Management..... 114l'elegical Sciences............ 156 ................... 280

8.stness Aertnistration.. Libersf Arts........
Cnee1stry................ 144 & 150 Ma thema ti cs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113..... 242 Mechanical Techne 1c y....... ... til.......

Coryunity Service Assistant
Co#9 uter $ctence.. ...... .. . ... 268 Pedical Lab. Technelegy........ 224..

.... Ils 154
Construction Technolo

Portuary Science.
Crf atnal Justice.....gy........ 263 Mursing........................ 26g

............... Ig4

Date Processing...... ......... 264 Physfcal Education............. 218
.

Cental Hygtene....... ......... 16g rhysics...........
Psyche 1egy........

............ 22g
Ca rly Ch f 1 dheed. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 218...

............ 215
tiestrical Technetegy..........

2(g Restaufent Managesent.........
-

Secretartal Science...........
114

te fasering Setence...... ..... 237
-

Sociology & Anthreselegy....... 210In Itsh 8 Mussaftfes........ .. 22g
...

215.. 261
Feed Processing Technelegy..... 114 Vetertnery 5ctence Technelegy.. 154 *

Receive aparevel, an erange 18N card AND Class Admissten It9' Card for each course
from adytser. F111 in all black ifnesin the registratten fors.
address (Street. Town. ItP Code), telephone nunter, and Sectal Securf ty nuraer, Include cerelate
twentne Collees ceuaseiers. If retufred, are in teen 113. Students needing Overleed

Approval to encoed the a11cmalt e nwter of courses / creditsf-

should also go to Roen 113. .. PROC!!D 70 -M0LD MALL GYM'tA5ft3!

STATION 3. Mestar Data Sheet Puseessfee PROC!!D TO
STAT 10n 4 . Pee elects . Tuf tfen & Peas capeuted. PROCitD TO

staff 0N I - Hu*sttIN6 MACN!WE . for rettstratten nweer... PROC!!D TO -;

$TaftfN g . Cashfors OR MASTER CHAAtt/ VIIA CNAR$f CARD TABLF
Pay tuitten and fees ensePt vehicle reststratten fee.

.. PRCCTED TO
$TATION [ . Present cespleted Master Data Sheet te clerk.

PRCCEED TO

STAT 10n t_. Present Class Adutssten IBM course cards to be starped "PA!D* .. Pa0CIID TO -__

STAT"0N g

Menuen att resistretten meterials to the cie*t. The Recatets portion of the white
registration cars at.s tne class senssten w card (s) which sont be eresented te
the instrueger the first night of class, will he welfdsted and returned to yev.

Itit? THE RECT 1PT PORT 10R OF YOUR RttI57 TAT!0N F0lW1YOU MUST PRt3 tiff IT TO OSTAIN
AN APPOIN1)Wif CARD FOR YOUR REIT R18157tATICIt. - PROCitD TO -

'
'TAtlete 10. Vehfele Reefstratten . Pay St.00 Annual Pee.

814C i

Ft11 1Cl

O
!

'

|
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Preliminary Paper*

5 !'
.

IMAGES OF DISASTER BEHAV!OR:
.

MYTHS AND CONSEQUENCES 1-.

|
f E.l.. Quarantelli

,

and j

Russell R. Dynes |

. ~

Department of Sociology
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| ' hordes of asiasi-like creatures fleeing wildly and acting hysterically
,

when they find themselves in danger. what actua'11y happens is smewhat dulter
,

but also more reassuring than dramatic license portrays.-

' 2. Just as the penic image of disaster behavior is generally incorrect,

so is the view that disastars leave victims dazed and disoriented both at
,

time of tapact and in the recovery period. Those who experienced disasters

are not immobilized by even the most catastrophic of events. They are neither
,

devoid of initiativo nor passively dependent and expectant that others,
,

especially relief and welfare workers, vil'1 take care of them and their

disaster created needs. In fact, disaster victims scaetimes insist in acting

? on their own even contrary to the expressed advice of the public authorities
j

i )
~

and formal acencies.

A form of shock reaction, called a " disaster syndrene," has sometimes.

been observed in the aftermath of relatively sudden and extensivo disasters.
,

This reactic2 involves a state of spathy leading to a regression in normal

cognitive processes. However, the " disaster syndrome" does not appast in

great numbers of people; seems confined only to the most sudden traumatic

hinds of disasters; has been reported only is certain cultural settings; and
;

is generally of short duration, hours only, if not minutes. One study of

I as astresaiy estensive tornado, ustag an area probability sample, found that

; only 14 percent of all victims any have manifested some aspects of the initial
I

stages of the syndrome. ,

Ik general, disaster victime rasce in an active manner, and do not wait

aroued for assistance by outsiders or offers of aid free organtastions. On-

14

*
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a large scale they show considerable personal initiative and a pattern of
,

self and informal sutual help. When shelter is needed for example, displaced |
.

persons seek the aid of and move in with other family members, intimates and

neighbors. When about 10,000 were made homeless in a tornado in Massachusetts,

less than 5 percent sought aid from and were housed by the public authorities.

| In the massive evacuation preceding Hurricane Carla mentioned before, more
) than three-quarters of the evacuees went to othor-than public shelters; 50 per-

e

cent in fact went to private homes of friends and relatives. In a California

ficod, only 9.250 persons out of over 50,000 evacuees registered in the 30

| Red Cross shelters available in 13 towns in the disaster area.

(5 This pattern of autual and self help also prevails in other disaster =

related activities besides that of obtaining shelter. In one consunity

amargency after another, victims repeatedly show an ability to cope uith most
I

immediate disaster probleme except those necessitating special equipment or
.

highly specialized skills as might be involved in same kinds of medical treat-

ment. For azample, a study of the ylint-Beecher tornado in 1953 found that
'

i

; the victim and fringe area population, with almost no aid from formal or:eni-

astions, were able within three to four hours to rescue and bring to hospitals

from two-thirds to three-fourths of the 927 casualties sustained in the area.

|- In fact, less than 20 percent of the disaster-impacted population had any
'

1 contact of any kind with disastar agencies during the early hours of this
t ~~'

disaster.

Even in the most massive of disasters, formal agencias appear to contact
'

but a relative fraction of all victims. This is partly borne out by the

15
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official statistics of the American Nationa.1 Red Cross, the agency nith fornal

responsibility for post-disaster relief activities especially of a personal
.

and individual nature. It is clear that emergency mass care is given to but
'

i

! j a relatively small proportion of victims in any of the organization's principal' '

disaster relief operations. For example, in Hurricane Betsy in 1965, the Rad
! Cross assisted 34,475 families out of 178,543 who had suffered some degree of
|

loss. This is less than 20 percent of the total in an operation that was one

of the three greatest disaster relief undertakings in American Red Cross

history.

The evidence ia fact is rather strong that far from seeking and being

dependent on formal aisaster organizations, these are the last sources that

victima turn to for help. There is actually a hierarchy of assistance seeking

that runs from the more informal, intimate groups to formal, less familiar

organisations. Thus, people first seek help from family and intimates; then

they turn to larger membership groups to which they belong (e.g., churches,

work places, etc.). They look next to other individual members of the

community. Only if these sources prove unresponding or unavailable do they

seek assistance from the more impersonal formal organizations, such ad the

police and welfare departments. Last to be sought are the special disaster

agencias such as civil defense and the Rod Cross. Rosov, after studying a-

number of tornado disasters notes that because of this " informal self help
-

''

and spontaneous mutual aid rather than a reliance on public services . . .

inexperienced authorities . . . over-estimate the welfare needs in food, ,

i

housing and cloching which they vould be called upon to provide."
.

16
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shelters and evacuation centers are usually quickly estab-
lished and m.anned; they are generally located in public build-Although they are readily available,ings, especially schools.relatively few people use these centers, preferring to find -
their own accomodations either commercially or with friendsIn a. california flood, only 9,260 out ofor relatives.50,000 persons evacuated registered in the 38 Red Cross

during Hurricane Carla, 75 percent of the evacuees '

shelterst
went to other than public shelters; and during Hurricane Betsy, Generally, shelter23,40).only 20 percent requested assistance (Is available or if one
centers are used only if nothing else *

cannot financially care for himself.
It is necessary, in an evacuation called due to a radiation

to be able to warn all citizens in the affected areathreat, Accounting for people at a
and to account for them later.shelter may prove impractical since the probability is thatTherefore, some
only a small percent will use public shelters.
other accountability systems will need to be devised.

'

Aside from adequate, redundant communication systems, the
helicopter was mentioned as a most valuable assest in disas-Not only does it make quick movement available,ter situations.but, as a movable observation point, a helicopter is invaluable.

I I special evacuations
In the event of a nuclear incident, some institutions,Each institution

public and private, may have to be evacuated.will have its own particular characteristics and will require
different procedures for handling the evacuees.

Schools
In most of the evacuations observed, more than 99 percent

of the evacuees utilized private vehicles for the evacuations
'

I

and evacuated as family units. If schools are evacuated, it
Parents are reluctant

may result in the separation of families.to be separated from their children and may attempt to retrieve
then, causing additional congestion and, subsequently, may slowIn order to minimize the congestion,- -

down the evacuation process.
plans should be developed whereby school children would be
returned to their respective residences or evacuated to a spe-!

- -

The location could be schools located out ofcific location.the impact area since they would present a somewhat famill.ar
environment and generally have food service facilities and ade-The choice of either action would be dependentquate supervision.

.I

52

,
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RELOCATION CENTERS .

-

It is anticipated that a majority of the people asked to evacuate their

homes will seek temporary lodging with friends or relatives, or stay at hotels

and notela for the duration of an incident, particularly since a large

percentage of Suffolk County residents migrated from the New York astropolitan

area and have relatives who still reside there. However, for those

individuals with no such housing alternatives available, relocation centers

have been established to serve as temporary shelters for evacuees. It is

estimated that 20% of the seasonal population will require such housing.

In establishing these relocation centers, it became more advantageous to

use several large facilities as opposed to numerous ses11 locations such as

local schools. In minimizing the number of locations, it became easier to
%

maintain control over evacuation routes and to provide supportive services

{ (cots, blankats, food) for evacuees. * Missing * persons become easier to

locate and the number of legal agreements which must be executed and

maintained throughout the life of the plant see minimized.

The selection criteria used in linking a particular zone vitlt an

appropriate relocation center were as follove

* adequate distance from the DZ boundary

* reasonable highway access

* on-site security

* on-site power generation capability

* adequate parking

* adequate sanitary facilities

* adequate cafeteria facilities

* logistical 17 located to facilitate the continuity of routing out of the
~

DZ and to maximize hus availability and utilization.

AIII-7j g
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* unifora distribution of relocation center sites so that svacuationj
-

)v routes would not adversely 1spect one another.

Fredicated on these criteria, the following locations wore chosen as

having satisfied the requirements and as being suitable relocatiod centers for

evacuees:

.
* D e State University of New York at Stony Brook

* De Suffolk County Community College, Selden Campus

* n a BOCES Islip occupational Center Complex

Two alternate sites in the event the relocation effort must be expanded are:

* na New York State Office Building Kauppauge

* ne E. Lee Dennison Building, Hauppauge

Each of these relocation centers has entered into agreesents with the -

American Red Cross to serve as shelters. As such, all supportive services
! will be supplied and maintained by Red Cross personnel. Each center will have
- (;

!
' a County decontamination team to raonitor residents entering the facility for~

| possible contamination. For a more detailed analysis of the operation of

these centers, refer to the Social Services section of the Suffolk County

Radiological Emergency, Response Plan.

|
|

.

O
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1 zMS. McCLESKEY: Judge Laurneson, these

/%,!
,f witnesses are ready'for. cross examination.2.

3 JUDGE LAURENSON: I don 't remercber. Did you

4 ask if there were any ' corrections, or is there just no

~ 5- correctiora on this testimony?

6. MS. McCLESKEY: There are none. I will be

.7= glad to ask if you'like?

-8 JUDGE LAURENSON: Okay. No. Mr. Miller?

XXXX'INDEX. 9- CROSS EXAMINATION

10 - BY MR. MILLER:

11 Q Excluding Mr. Rasbury for the moment, have any

. 12 of_the members of the rest of the LILCO panel ever managed
.

('~'T 13 or operated a relocation center or a shelter of. any kind
U1

14 for the public?

.$ 15 A (Witness Weismantle) No.

[ 16 A (Witness Cordaro) No.

17 A (Witness Robinson). No.
i'

*
. 18 0 IIave any members of the panel ever supervised

!.
s 19 or been involved in any way with the establishment or the.

e

_
operation of shelters for the public?20 ~

E 21 A (Witness Robinson) No.,

3

[ M A (Witness Weismantle) No.

23 A (Witness Cordaro) No.

24 Q Mr. Rasbury, I am looking at page 2 of the

\/ 25 testimony. At the bottom of the page, I believe we established

.
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1 at your deposition on August 13th, that you have been the

[) 2 -Executive Director of the'Nassau County Chapter of the
q,'

3_ Red Cross since 1975, is that correct?

4 A (Witness Rasbury) That is correct.

5 Q And before that time, sir, you were in the military,

6 and spent some time serving as a volunteer to the Red Cross,

7 correct?

8 A Correct again.

9 Q Going over to page 3 of the testimony, gentlemen,

10 Mr. Rasbury specifically, we also established at your

11 deposition I believe that you received no degree at either

12 'Los Angeles City College or the University of California at

13 Los Angeles, but that you did receive the equivalent of a(w
\._/

14 B. A. while in the military, is that correct?

h 15 A That is correct.

-3
g 16 Q And you have obtained no graduate degree of any

| 17 kind, is that correct?
I
*

18 A That is correct.
r
!

g. 19 Q Now, Mr. Rasbury, beginning around the middle of
I
J N page 3 of the testimony, there is a discussion regarding your

i 21 responsibilities as the Executive Director of th'e Nassau
*

{
22 Chapter of the Red Cross. You have approximately 22 to 24

23 employees under your supervision, is that correct?

24 A Yes, it is.
(
\~- 25 Q And you mention specifically, sir, in the testimony

---. .- . - . - - - _ - -. , .- . - . - . - _ - -
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1 that your responsibilities include supervising the disaster
9( 2. ,j preparation and response aspects of the Nassau County

3 Chapter.

4 Could you briefly describe for me what activities

in addition to disaster preparation and response you direct?5

6 A I direct the administrative elements of our
7 Chapter's functioning, by which I have reference to personnel,
8 I am talking about our accounting facilities, I am talking
9 about fund raising, communications. In addition, we have

10 other elements besides our disaster forces.
11 We are talking about service to the military,
12 we are talking about community volunteer services, we are

,(''} 13 talking about safety services, youth services, nursing and
L/

14 health services, health services-itself, blood services,
~

j 15 all of these activities that the Red Cross is typically
6
g 16 responsible for, fall under my jurisdiction.
Oj 17 But everything that the Chapter does, I.am
i
*

- 18 responsible for, the success or failure thereof.
I
t 19 Q I take it then, Mr. Rasbury, vith respect to the

'

c 5

f f M activities you just described, that those activities are

{ 21 not unique to the Nassau County Chapter. They would be
! 3

j 22 typical of Red Cross Chapters anywhere?,

i
! 23 A That is correct. Anywhere in the United States.

24 Q And, Mr. Rasbury, with respect to the Shoreham
(,

\- 2 plant, I take it the activity that you are responsible for
'

-

i

'

l
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1 which is most relevant and pertinent to Shoreham, is your
.P
-(3,)- 2 direr t. ion of the disaster preparation and response activity?e

3 A' Correct.
.

4 0 And that would include the establishment and

5 operatio.n of relocation centers for the public?

6' A Yes, it would.

7 Q Mr. Rasbury, at the bottom of the page you

8 mention your military training involving nuclear weaponry,

9 the special- knowledge you talk about there, sir, is with

10 respect to military operations, nuclear weaponry, and

11 nothing beyond that, isn ' t that correct?

12 A That is correct.

('';) 13 0 Would you please look at page 6 of the ^ testimony.
'\ ,

14 I have a brief question directed to anyone on the panel.. The

$ 15 text of Contention 24.0 is set forth on page 6. There is a
2

f 16 statement which says: LILCO estimates that population of

O

7 17 these zones -- referring to Zones A through E, and H through
1

{ 18 J, to be 18,599, 26,574 in the summer. Does LILCO dispute

-!
g 19 this figure? These figures?
i
| N A (Witness Weismantle) I haven't looked at that

j 21 reference. I suspect it is from an earlier revision of the
a

j 22 plan, whatever revision was in effect when the contention

23 was formulated, and I think as you might recall, there has

.
24 been some discussion, particularly by Mr. Lieberman, about

e

\'#' 25 the general conservatism in the population figures used*
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1 -as a planning basis for-the plan.

X, 2

.( G That -is, the projections in 1985 of something
'

3 like 159 or 160,000 people. There was extensive diucussion
'

4 about this'particularly in one of the contentions.that

5 related to.Mr. Lieberman's area of expertise.

6 So, to that extent, these figures would be

7 ou'tmoded . -

8 Q. Mr. ,Weismantle, could you tell me what figures,
-9 in your opinion, would be more . accurate than 'those set forth

10 in the Contention?

11 A Not right now'. What I would have to do would

12 be to check the current revi'sion of the plan in Appendix A,
13 and then review what Mr. Lieberman had done. I am not sure --

14 without doing that I just couldn 't .give you a definitive answe4 r
i <
; ,i 15 Q Are you able to say, Mr. Weismantle, whether the

16 ' figures set forth in the contention are generally accurate
? - o

|. 17 figures?
I;

j 18 A I wouldn't want to make a comment on them until
%-

h. 19 I checked further.
#

h
[ g End 3. 20

; Sue fols..

j 21

5-

1 . j' 22

|
''

'

.g

'

24

I

:

I -

.

.._
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e #4-1-Suet 1_ Q In your. opinion, Mr. Weismantle, are you saying.

. , . ~ .

-l I 'the figures are too low or too high?s 2
L/

3 A (Witness Weismantle) I'm not saying anything.
4 You are asking me to comment on some specific figures, and

-5 I have not, at least certainly not recently and maybe not,

is at all, gone back and made sure that was a correct reference
, 7. to Appendix A; and, in fact, Suffolk's numbers do come

8 from Appendix A. I' haven't even checked that.
9- 0 Would you look at Page 7 of the testimony?

'

to Looking about the middle of the page at what is entitled

11 the "Further Preamble to Contentions 74-77," there is a
12 , -statement which says, "The relocation centers must have

m 13 sufficient personnel and equipment to monitor evacuees
U

14 within a 12-hour period." Assigned to NUREG 0654,

i 15 Section J.12.
h
| 16 Do you see that?
O

| 17 A Yes.
.i

{ 18 Q. Now, do you dispute in any way, Mr. Weismantle,
!
i 19 that there must be the capability to perform such monitoring

M of evacuees within a 12-hour period?
-

{ 21 A Of _the evacuees that show up at the relocation
>

| 22 centers, no, I don't dispute that. I don't think the

23 exact words used in the preamble are identical to the words

24 used in the NUREG reference.
G

_ 25 Q But the concept, the requirement of registering

.
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# 4-2-Suet 1 and monitoring of evacuees within a 12-hour period is set
. (q

j 2 forth in NUREG 0654; isn't that correct?v-

3 A Again, these aren't the exact words in the NUREG.
4 I suspect it might say approximately 12 hours. And I

5 .believe it does say the evacuees that arrive at the reloca-
6 tion centers.

.

7 _Q Would you look at Page 10 of the testimony,
8 please?

9 A (The witness is complying.)
10 0 Mr. Weismantle, in Question and Answer 10, you
11 are asked to describe the means of relocation for evacuees,
12 and in general you rely upon the Red Cross to provide

g'S 13- relocation centers, and in LILCO's opinion that satisfies
t I
tj

14 NUREG 0654's requirement as to a means of relocation.
.

j .15
Is that a fair statement?

.E

$ 16 A Yes, in general that's'a fair statement.
O

| 17 Q Is it fair to say then, Mr. Weismantle, that.;

! 18 if the Nassau County Chapter of the Red Cross, for what-
i
e 19

ever reason, is unable to provide relocation centers for

'I 20y evacuees from 'an emergency at Shoreham that LILCO will
_

{ 21 then have failed to comply with NUREG 06547
;

{ 22 A No. I don't think so. First of all, as is

2 indicated in our tectimony, the Nassau County Red Cross
24 has agreed to provide means; and, secondarily, they would,

iA/ M as indicated, draw upon other chapters of the Red Cross in4

I

(
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.

94-3-Suet 1 -adjacent-areas.

.() 2i ;Q -Yes,. sir. My question though is if the Red

3. 1 Cross is unable to provide the' relocation centers that

4 LILCO is counting upon the Red Cross to provide, is it

5= fair to',say that LILCO will then have failed to satisfy
6 NUREG 0654's. requirement that there be a "means of reloca-

7 ' tion?"

8' A '(Witness Robinson) Mr. Miller, before Mr.

U- '9' Rasbury grabs this microphone out of our hands here in

-10L his anxiousness to answer, there is something that I,think

11 we have-to clarify, and that is the fact that LILCO is not

12 relying upon the Nassau Chapter of the American Red Cross.

r- 13 . LILCO is relying, as does everyone else, upon the American
%.j>

r 14 Red Cross which has procedures'for drawing upon personnel
,

j 15 and resources from adjoining chapters, from region, from
'$"

|| 16 national.

'

- -17 And to the best of our knowledge, has never
1:
"

18 failed to meet -any such demand made upon them. And now I. :

r
.::

;p 19 = will pass this to Mr. Rasbury.

I 20 MR. MILLER: Before you do, Ms. Robinson,

h
'

21 Judge Laurenson, I move that that answer be striken. It's i
,

)

['
'

22 not responsive to my, question. My question was very
.

El specific.

24 If the Red Cross is unable to provide relocation,

25 centers, will LILCO then have failed to satisfy NUREG o654's

.
,

1

.

[s 1
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#4-4-Suet 1 requirement that there be a means of relocation.

( j 2 JUDGE LAURENSON: I think you qualified the

3 Red Cross by saying the Nassau County Red Cross, and that

4 was her answer to that question.

5 MR. MILLER: I think my question is clarified

6 before Ms. Robinson's answer, was the Red Cross.

7 JUDGE LAURENSON: In any event, I understood

8 you were talking about the Nassau County Chapter. And to

9 the extent that she clarified that I think it's relevant.
10 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

11 Q I want to repeat my question, because I don't

12 think you have answered it.

f''s - 13
t i

If the Red Cross is not able to provide reloca-
N_/

14 tion centers, for whatever reason, will LILCO then have

i 15 failed to satisfy the requirements of 0654 that there be
t

f. 16 a means of relocation?

17 MS. MC CLESKEY: I object to the question as
5

$ 18 being vague. It's not qualified as to whether it means
,

{ 19 before emergency or during an emergency. And I don't,

i
j 20 think as a hypothetical that it is clear.;

_

5 21 And I also don't understand if you are assuming
>

{ 22 that no other planning methods for dealing with relocation

23 centers would be completed.

24 JUDGE LAURENSON: I think it is ambiguous, but,s

25-- . maybe the witnesses can explain their understanding of it,

k
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144-5-Suet .1 '. in the answer..-

. -. . ,

I( .
,21 Thesobjection is overruled. '

g,

w_ . g
,g f' ' ~ 3 WITNESS CORDARO: I don't think.so. From my

'
'

-

~-
~ understanding of NUREG.0654, it sets forth criterion

.

4.

mv J5_ requirements for a plan and what a plan must have. The
'

:. .

s
6 plan that1we've proposed does provide for relocation centers,.

;
s - 4

%
t 70 g tNroughYcooperating with the National'American -- the s

s

'8 Red Cross,Lthe Nassau County Red Cross. I

9 In '-the event for some reason all relocatiors
,

>.

*~ 210 ' .centersimmediatelyevaporatebysomeactofGod,,thatmay[
f,

.

,

, ;L. .;
.But-I| don't think that in itself is'a % -

,.

111P -take place. violation
I

'

. - ;
_ ,., . , g

'

-
~

4!. 12 O ; of NUREG 065.4,wbecause the plan does include provision for-vus . yp -

p. o.

-]3 . . relocation / centers'.*

.A 3,,,
,

v. ~

;BYMk. MILLER: (Continuing)
s .m

14'

+(f.
s

,
1 . t, 4.,

a
. -f'

-

,

W .15 -Q >Dr. Cordaro, I'm not referring to,th'e' evaporation-
j' .

.

'

,

. , v.g

. .} 16 .of relocation-centers. My. question goes to the ability or-
: p.-

..

; -| ''
. 17 the inability .^of the Red Cross - to provide relocation centiers.4

l

. j Xu ,
'

Now, thb witnesses, you and the other panel~18
'

gy
,

f f *19 members, have testified-that.LILCO is relying upon the,,
: ,5

'| 20 Red Cross to provide the centers that would be used in the
t : , ~

i, {- . 21 event of an emergency at Shoreham. ' My question is very
o

3 y, , .

.[ 22 simply, if the Red Cress,'for whatever reason, is unable to,

;; s.+- s
a

,

j, 23 provide those' centers, does LILCO then have any meadstof
,

- 24 ''relocation asirequired by NUREG 06547'
. ,'+

T, , .,
\

,

; 25 A -Do you mean during an emergency, as Ms. McCleskey
| - .

i i w g

% ''

'%,g ,

i
'

.~,,

.-..-c---~,--,N --~~~%~~-~A-*--- ~ ' - ~ ~ ~ ~

'

, ,n;, - , , - - . - ~ - .
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#4-6-Suet 1 ~just stated? I have trouble understanding your question.
y
i ) '2 Does this mean what actually takes place during an

3 emergency?

4 0 Dr. Cordaro, if you cannot understand my question

5 then you can't a'nswer my question.

6 MS. MC CLESKEY: That's exactly right, and that's

7 why I objected to it. And I would like to renew my objectior t

8 and ask that Mr. Miller explain what his question means so

9 that the witnesses can answer it.

10 JUDGE LAURtNSON: Before we spend any more

11- time arguing about it, as I understand the question, the

12 question is if the Red Cross cannot provide relocation

(''} 13 centers during an emergency does LILCO have any other means
'J

14 for identifying relocation centers.

! 15 WITNESS CORDARO: As far as that particular
I
j 16 question is concerned, I'm sure we could take ad hoc

0

| 17 measures in the event that relocation centers were unavailable
1

| 18 through the Red Cross in the event of an accident.
r -

i

p 19 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)
e

M Q Looking again at Page 10 of the testimony,

h. 21 there is the reference there to Attachments 1, 2, and 3 to.
>

| 22 the testimony. Attachment 1 is the letter from Mr. Rasbury

23 to'LILCO through Ms. Robinson which LILCO asserts as a

O<
24 letter of agreement with the Nassau County Chapter of the

25 Red Cross; is that correct?-
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'

,e

t-

#4-7-SueI' 1 A (Witness Robinson) Yes,' that's correct.'

3.t

-

. .2 Q And, Mrs. Robihson,.LILCO has no other letters
,

3 from any chapter of the Red Cross to LILCO setting forth a

' 4 willingness by that chapter of the Red Cross to implement

5 the LILCO plan.

*

6 Isn't that correct?
Is

7. A No, I wouldn't characterize it that way, because

8 Attachment 3 I believe -- let me just check. It's Attachment

9 3 which was received from the suffolk County Chapter of9

.10 the American Red Cross, while different in format does lay

11 out emergency response plan, peacetime radiological

12 . emergencies / nuclear accidents. That followed upon a letter

/N 13 from LILCO to the Suffolk' Red Cross Chapter and many
_

14 discussions, both with myself'and other people representing
M

i 15 LILCO.

I
{. 16 So, while~it's a different form of correspondence ,

f 17' .and I don't think I would even call it a letter of agreement ,

i

!- 18 it's not true that we have received nothing else.

!
! 19 Q Can you tell me, Mrs. Robinson, looking at
J.
j 20 Attachment 3, is this a form or plan, emergency response

21 plan, if you want to call it that? Or, is it specifically*
.,

[ 22 Shoreham in any way?
.

23 A It was an extraction of paragraphs from various

24 Red. Cross planning documents and statements of policy from

25 the' National organization that was basically put together

- , _ . - - -- .- - - - - . _ . - - .. - - - _ . - . . - , - - - - - - - . . -
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,

#4-8-Suet 1 in response to several.of my inquiries to the Suffolk County
7s

2 Red Cross.

3 Q Put together by the Suffolk County Chapter?

4 A That is correct, at the direction of their

5 Executive Director, Mrs. Pat Nocher. That's N-o-c-h-e-r.
.

6 Patricia Nocher.

7 Q Now, Attachment 3 to the testimony nowhere

8 mentions Shoreham, does it?

9 A No, it does not.

10 Q And, Mrs. Robinson, is it fair to say that the

11 Suffolk county Chapter _ of the Red Cross has been requested

12 by LILCO to provide a letter of agreement from that Chapter

13 to LILCO?

i AM
14 A What I requested in conversation was a response

[i- 15 as to what they would do, could do in an emergency at
I
| 16 Shoreham. This was the response to that.

17 I have not requested or received any other
I
| -18 correspondence or obviously it would be attached. We have-r::
g 19 had many discussions, most of.them were verbal. There are
e

M. no -- this is the only correspondence.

21 Q And you have never -- or, no one at LILCO to your
'

a

j. 22 knowledge, Mrs. Robinson, has ever requested a letter from

23 the suffolk County Chapter which would be in fact similar

_ 24 _ to elEt letter that Mr. Rasbury provided to LILCO?
'

' ' Ti Is that your testimony?
.-

.O

h .

-

.
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54-9-Suet 1 A The Chairman.of the. Board of the Suffolk County
9,<s

~

Chapter is 'the Chief Deputy County Executive in Suffolk[ ). 2

3 County. We did not think it was feasible to obtain~such a

4 letter from.the Suffolk County Chapter of the Red Cross and
~

i

|
~

5 .did not. request it.

6 0 Well, has LILCO, to your knowledge, Mrs. Robinson,

7 ever-requested the Executive Director of the Suffol'k County

8. Chapter to testify at this proceeding?

9 A I spoke-to Mrs. Nocher about whether she would
.

10. be willing to do so. She felt that it would be extremely,

11 ' difficult for her to do so, that it could impair her

12 ability to continue to function in Suffolk County, that

?{~}|
there was no reason why-she, as a representative of the13

m
14 organization, should have to come and testify.

h ' 15: And that was where it was left. I certainly
-5
Lj; ,16 never insisted. LI have every confidence in what she has

' 17 - told me and her ability;and willingness to respond. And
3.

j{ . 18 - she did not want to come and testify. And that was where
*

at

I' N : 19' it was left'.

3
[ M Q .In'short, Mrs. Robinson, Mrs. Nocher of the;

j . 21 Suffolk County-Chapter' declined LILCO's request to testify-

.*

] - M at this proceeding;'isn't that correct?

23 A No, because there was no f.ormal request for
,

, . 24 .her to decline. It was --
L

" . 2 O' Did you ask her to testify?-

,

T

I
.

.# - - - . . . . . , -,,%~, , - - . - , , _ ._ _ .. ..,---w,,.w._,-,_,, r_-__.._. .__m--.. , . . - ,, , , ~ , . . ,. , - ,
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|

64-10-Suet 1 A I discussed with her the possibility of her
n

(g'sj} 2 testifying, how she would feel about it. She said obviously

3 if she was subpoenaed she would have to come and say every-

4 thing she knew, but that she would prefer not to.

5 If that's -- you want to define that as declining,

6 fine. But it was not a formal request.

7 And I think Mr. Rasbury can add something.

8 Q Well, Mr. Rasbury, did you ask Mrs. Nocher of

9 the Suffolk County Chapter to testify at this proceeding?

10 A (Witness Rasbury) No, I didn't ask her. I

11 didn't feel it was my position to ask her to testify or not

12 to testify.

13 O Mr. Rasbury, before you go on, because I don'tr 'y
tG

14 want to interrupt you in the middle of something, that's

15 my outstanding question.
+

'4
{ 16 And if you don't have something to say which is

0

| 17 responsive to that question you shouldn't say it at this
,

s

| 18 time. You will have a chance on redirect or later on in
!

; 19 my cross-examination.
:

_

Now, would --M

E[ 21 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, the witness
>

j 22 obviously thinks he has something responsive or he wouldn't

' 23 volunteer to take the microphone.

24 MR. MILLER: I just wanted to make sure that.

s

\- 25 Mr. Rasbury understood the ground rules of how the proceeding

-- _ ,, ..
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|

J

#4-ll-Suer- goes on.

() 2' JUDGE LAURENSON: If Mr. Rasbury wishes _to

.3 supplement the answer, he may do so. And if it's relevant

~4 it will remain in the record.. If it's not, then I guess

_

5 the County will make a motion to strike it.

6 WITNESS RASBURY: Thank you very much, Your

7. Honor. You have lef t me kind of upset here because there

8 are all kinds of suggestions and innuendo here that I have
F

9 a difficult time accepting.

!' 10 With specific reference to Mrs. Nocher, she

11 and I did have. discussion on testimony, the propriety, if1

12 you will, of testimony. And she responded to me substantially
: -

13 as Mrs. Robinson just in'dicated. She did tell me in the

14 company of our Chapter-Chairman that given an emergency she,

}' 15 as_ Chief Executive Officer of the Suffolk County Chapter,
i I

g' 16 would assure that that Chapter' responded as would be re-
.

.

O

[ 17 quired.-

' .g.

[ 18 Now, backing up a little bit if I may, I. appreciate'
!~
1' 19 - that you are trying to establish that we are the sole --
a-
*

.' .h.
'

M Red Cross is the sole support for the LILCO plan. I have

j 21 a problem with the suggestion though that the~ Red Cross in
).
[; 22 - any way might, under any circumstance, fail-to function.

23 The Nassau County Chapter, the Suffolk County
-

24 Chapter are really only two chapters of approximately three
' 't

'

25 thousand in the corporation. The corporation has agreements

- .:. . .a-.-._,,....-.-- _ . - - . - _ - _ _ - _ . . . . . . . - . - - -
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|
|

L#4-12-Suet 1 with the State of New York and with the rest of the United
( ,).
,

2 States and will be responsive to any circumstance that

3 occurs. The Red cross has not failed this country in 103

4 years, sir.

5 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, I'm compelled to

6 move to strike Mr. Rasbury's answer. It is not responsive

7 to my question, and I tried to avoid this situation before-

8 hand.

9 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, I object to

10 the motion to strike.

11 I find myself in the unlikely position of agree-

12 ing that parts of what Mr. Rasbury just said is not directly
('''; 13 responsive to the question before the panel at this moment,
N-]

14 but parts of it were responsive to previous questions. And,

h 15 -instead of playing games and striking it and.then repeating
h
| 16 it this afternoon on redirect, I ask that we leave it in

O

| 17 the record.
3

.{ 18 And Mr. Miller is perfectly free to question
3

-

; 19 further on what Mr. Rasbury just said.
4

f 20 MR. MILLER: .That has never been the standard,
..

*

5 21 Judge Laurenson, for motions to strike.
>

f 22. MR. CHRISTMAN:' I'm a fraid I have to address

23 that, because I don't think Kathy was here but I recall

_
24 the argument being made that: What the heck, Mr. Zahnleuter

( )^> 25 will just get it back in on redirect if we strike it now.

- ._. . _. . _ _ _ . - . -_ _ . _ . -
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#4-13-Suet 1 So leave it in. That was when I made a motion to strike,
?'h

() 2 and I think we ought to apply'that standard right now.

3 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, under this

4 proposal now made by LILCO, the parties may as well never

5 make motions to strike to this Board regardless of how

6- unresponsiveness an answer may be from a witness, because

7 now the standard can be we can get it in through redirect

8 or it might come up later on.

9 And that is not a proper standard. The standard

.10 is, is the answer w; the question responsive.

11 JUDGE LAURENSON: As to that question, the first

12 part of Mr. Rasbury's answer was responsive concerning the

/~N 13 discussion that he overheard with regard to the question

14 of testimony by Mrs. Nocher.

h 15 However, the remainder of the answer which went

kj 16 beyond that subject matter was not responsive. And the

f 17 motion to strike will be granted.
't

j 18 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

i
g 19 Q Mr. Rasbury, in the discussion you referred to

| -E
j g 20 with Mrs. Nocher of the Suffolk County Chapter of the Red
I

i -

5- 21 Cross, did she specifically tell you that she, meaning the
2

| 22 Suffolk County Chapter, would implement the LILCO plan?

Z3 A (Witness Rasbury) Her statement to me was --

24 and this is close to being a quote -- that should we have
I,_s\

( \~# Ti an emergency at Shoreham, the Suffolk County Red Cross will

i

t .

|

- - -
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#4-14-SugT do its duty, will do-what has to be done. That's very close
-

.

(_) 2 to a quote.

3 Q So, she did not mention in any way whether or

4 not the Suffolk County Chapter would implement the LILCO

lP an?5-

6 A All right. She did not address a plan.

7 Q Mr. Rasbury, I want to look a little bit further

8 at these attachments to the testimony. Let's start with

9 Attachment 1 which is your letter of July 25th of this

10 year.

11 Mr. Rasbury, first of all, when were you or

12 the Nassau County Chapter first asked-to enter into a

./~'N 13 letter of agreement with LILCO regarding the relocation
NY

14 center issues?

! 15 A Mid-July.

.$
| 16 Q And prior to that time, sir, your Chapter had

f 17 never been requested by LILCO to provide any kind of a
i

18 letter setting forth an agreement to implement the LILCO*

r>

:
-g 19 plan, operate relocation centers, anything of that sort?
e
i

20 A When you say of that sort, we had extensive(

{ 21 discussion. In terms of providing a document, the answer
2

| 22. is no.r

!

23 Q Now, Mr. Weismantle, let me return to you or

24 someone else from LILCO for a moment. Can you tell me why
[_

M it is that LILCO approached fir. Rasbury and requested such; - -
-

L
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54-15-Suep a letter for the first time in mid-July and not earlier?

[j\ 2 A (Witness Weismantle) Well, I will let Mrs.
K

3 Robinson answer that.

4 (Witness Robinson) Part of the answer to that

5 is that.that was not the first time we had approached

6 Mr. Rasbury. We had been holding discussions with Mr.
.

7 Rasbury as the representative of the Nassau County Chapter

a for as long as we had been holding discussions with Mrs.

g' Nocher as the representative of the Suffolk County Chapter.

to And that was dating back to some time in May of 1983.

11 'So that this was not the first time that there

12 had been, as you put it, an approach. What had happened

g s, 13 was that over time, despite the diligent efforts of both

O
14 Mrs. Nocher and her Director of Disaster Services, Mrs.

| 15 Carole Richardson, to locate and identify relocation centers
4

j' 16 that would be adequate in capacity for the numbers expected
8 from an accident at Shoreham, we had been unable to do so17
a
5

| 18 in Suffolk County, as your own records show.
E

} 19 Every time we seem to tack some down the rug
I
{' 20 got pulled out from under both us and the Red Cross in terms

i 21 of pulling these shelters back.
$

j 22 All along, we had been having discussions with

n Mr. Rasbury about his providing back-up facilities for
'

24 Suffolk County for people who chose to relocate or to

(n)\~/ 15 evacuate into Nassau County. At the point in which these

- _ - _ ._
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#4-16-Suet 1 extensive discussions began we recognized that there was a

.( ) a 2 problem of availability of facilities in Suffolk County.

3 And, therefore, we did what I think you would call a fall-

4 back, and we went to Mr. Rasbury with intensified discus-

.5 sions about setting up reception centers and shelters in

6 Nassau County.

7 (Witness Cordaro) If I might add, it became

8 very apparent with the supplemental testimony submitted

9 by Drs.- Harris and Mayer and the letters that were attached

to from Mr. Cipriani and Hines that every time we established a

11 relocation center through the Red Cross in Suffolk County,

12 that relocation' center would either be influenced, persuad-
.

13 ed, or possibly even coerced to back out of any agreement-~,

.

^'
14 it had with Stffolk County to provide services,

h' 15 And this is what prompted us to turn our

5

| 16 attention more to Nassau County.

'8cnd #4 17
-

$ Mary flws
-; is

?

h 19'

.i
. N

1 21

$

j_ 22
.--

24

b(m,/ .' a
I

!

._ - _ . _ - . , _ _ - .. . . - - - _ , , . . - _ _
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T5-1 1 MR. MILLER: Judga Laurenson, before I go on,
, ,

,

( )) . 2 I waht.to make a request to the Board. I am not going to
%

3 move to strike these answers. Again, I consider the answers

4 unresponsive.

5 I would appreciate perhaps a reminder from the

6 Board to the witnesses that they are to respond to the

7 questions asked and not.to make speeches that have nothing

8' to do with the questions that have been posed.

9 I am not moving to strike, but I think this is

10 going to take a lot of time if the witnesses. insist upon

11 meandering through things that are not related to what is

12 being addressed.
.

' %~ 13
-r*

3 MS. McCLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, he asked them
1

-V
14 why they went to Nassau from Suffolk, and that is what they

,

j' 15 were explaining. It was all relevant.
3 -

j' 16 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, my quest' ion, and
O

| 17 -I will be glad for the Board to ask the court reporter
i

{. 18 to read the question back, was why did you go to the Nassau
!.

19{ County Chapter and request for the first time a specific
'E
' E letter-of agreement in mid-July.

21 JUDGE LAURENSON: I think that Mr. McCleskey is,

-a

f 22 right that that question led to the answers that were given

23 and the answers are relevant to why LILCO turned to this

24
. _ particular Chapter of the Red Cross and what the problems

\"') - 25 were that they had encountered in Suffolk County.'

.

-



a:s
14,730

.

:Sim 5-2 1 So I don't see any basis for an objection by
g-

21 ) the County to this testimony.

3 BY MR. MILLER:

| Q Dr. Cordaro, let me follow up on something you'4

5 just-said, and correct me if I am wrong. I think you said

6 that facilities were approached in Suffolk County and agreed,

'

7 - to serve as relocation centers and then were either influenced,

8 persuaded or coerced to withdraw that agreement; is that-a

9 fair statement of what you just said?

10 A (Witness Cordaro) Not exactly. I believe those

11 facilities had agreemen:s or understandings with the Suffolk

12- County Red Cross.which led the Suffolk County Red Cross to

("'s 13 believe that, indeed, they could be relied on for reloca-
\ }

I4 tion centers.>

.- sj 15
Q And.let's go on, Dr. Cordaro. Did you not sayI'

.

_ j 16 - that those facilities after agreement then were either
o ~

17
influenced, persuaded or coerced into withdrawing their

3
'' 18;;- agreement?
!

I8
$ A Yes, that is what I said,
li
1 20

t r Q Now is that your opinion or do you have some facts
. .

21
which support your statement?

22
.

A Well, I also used the word "possibly" when I

23
provided-my original answer. However, it becomes very, very

24 obvious when you see supplemental testimony submitted and.s .

- - .): 2--
letters suddenly appearing from the relocation centers we

*

,

=~e m ,s.--me--,---+-,--w 9e-e - -- - , ,,r-+w -e - --+-v--- ~ -
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1
|

|

ISim 3-3' I are primarily relying on in_such a timely fashion that ;

,,

' (\ /U 2 obviously someone had consulted with these individuals and
-. -.

3 ~ talked to them about possibly the need for such a letter

4 for the purposes of this proceeding.

5- Also, the amazing similarity of the letters

6 leads me to suggest that these people were consulted by

7 someone or at least consulted with each other in developing
8 these positions and issuing these letters.

9 Q Do you think, Dr. Cordaro, another possibility

10 -might be that the facilities, and here I think you are
11 talking about BOCES II and Farmingdale, correct?

12 A Yes.

{~~x
13 Q Now do you think another possibility is that

14 those facilities were finding out for the first time

15 subsequent to the time LILCO released its supplemental
?

-|- 16 testimony that there was some intent by LILCO and the Red
O

| 17 Cross to use their facilities for an emergency at Shoreham?
I

{ 18 A I don't think so.
!

19.{ Q You don't think that is a possibility?
t

h M A Well, obviously anything is a possibility and
_

j 21 that might have entered into their consideration, the
5

|: 22 1 realization'of what their true role was in this proceeding

23 and the political complications that it might result in.

24 A (Witness Robinson) I think I can add something

25 to that, Jir. Miller. I don't really think that is possible

.

_ , . - - - , - _ _ , ,-, _ ~ -. ,
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Sim 5-4 1 at all. In the case of BOCES II there were extensive
~

(-'s y 2 discussions. I cannot in any way see any possibility that

3 they would have not known that it was involved with Shoreham

4' because we had discussed the issue of the fact that letters
0 of agreement would not have to be with LILCO, that they
6 would be with the Red Cross, and in fact when the Board of

7 BOCES II approved the agreement with the Suffolk County

8 Red Cross, and not with LILCO, but with the Suffolk County

9 Red Cross, I received a telephone call and was informed

10 of that.

11 I cannot think of any conceivable reason why that

12 would happen except for the fact that they knew that I was

- {) interested in it because it did' involve planning for13

- x_s.
14 Shoreham.

As well, I have been informed and I know
~4

g 16 Mr. Rasbury can add even further to this, but that

8- 17
.o Mr. Thompson, who did the negotiations at SUNY-Farmingdale,
3
ee g
5 there was never any question that there was planning for
!

I''j_ a radiological emergency at Shoreham.
.5
* 20
i So, no, I don't think that that is possible.

.
Q Let me follow up with some of your statements,

'
22

Ms. Robinson, and I am a little confused right now. I guess

23
to try to keep the record as clear as possible, let's talk

about BOCES II and Farmingdale for now.

U(~N
,

25-

A Fine.

.

, , , , . , - , , _ . - e - . ,. -- ,-- - - - - -
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Sim 5-5
i Q Who .was involved in negotiations for use. of

-[~\ those facilities? Was it the Suffolk County Chapter and2N_)
3 the facilities or was LILCO also involved in those

.4 discussions?

5 A In the specific discussion for the use of the

6 facility as a relocation center, that was done by Mrs. Carol

7 Richardson, Director of Disaster Services and Personnel

8 for BOCES II.

9 However, at the same time, there were extensive

to . discussions going on for planning for schools, and :BOCES II,

11 as represented at that point by Mr. Stanley Packman, was

12 involved'in those discussions.

7-~. 13 I spoke to Mr. Packman who reports directly to

b
14 Dr. Hines, and we had discussed the use of BOCES II's

|- 15 facility in ISLIP as a Suffolk County Red Cross relocation.

O
j 16 center.

17 When the Board approved the use of BOCES II
1

-| 18 for a Suffolk County Red Cross relocation center, Mr. Packman
r

f- 19 called me, and I don't recall the exact date, and said to

-0
{~ m me you will be very happy to know the Board approved the;
-r

i

{ 21 letter of agreement or the agreement, I believe he said,
3

! n with the Red Cross.
8.

n Q Now let's try and break this down, Ms. Robinson.

24 Talking about the negotiations for BOCES II and Farmingdale
fg

is-)' M' you mentioned Ms. Carol Richardson who is with BOCES II,

. - . - , - - ,
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-Sim 5-6
1 correct?

,~,

-(v) 2 A No. She is the Director of Disaster Services

3 - .f6r the Suffolk County Chapter of the American Red Cross.

4 Q Okay. Now does she handle the negotiations with

5 both of the facilities for their use?

6 A No, she did not. She handled the negotiations

7 with the BOCES facility in ISLIP. Mr. Edward Thompson,

8 Disaster Services Director for the Nassau County Chapter of

.9 the American Red Cross handled the negotiations at SUNY-

10 Farmingdale.

11 Q Was LILCO specifically involved in either of the

12 negotiations for either BOCES II or Farmingdale?

13 A Only through my discussions with Mr. Packman.

14 I did not directly enter into any negotiations for any

-

15 relocation center because those were to be between the Red
$1
g 16 Cross and the facility.

- 17 0 Were you at any of the meetings where Ms. Richardson

18 or Mr. Thompson discussed the matter with BOCES II or
i

18! Farmingdale?
E

| 20 A No, I was not.

21
Q Was anyone from LILCO?

|
22 A Not to the best of my knowledge. I am relying

23 on their statements .to me.

24
Q So you don't know what was said at these meetings,

25 do you?

t
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Sim 5-7- A I know what they told me was said at.those
1

..

meetings and they are both, to th'e best of my knowledge,-

2

-3 . extremely reliable people.

O' And to the best of your knowledge and recollection4 ,

:5 'you were told by these Red Cross representatives that they

'

6 advised the facilities'that the facilities were being

7 requested to be used as relocation centers in the event of
.

.8_ an emergency at the Shoreham plant?

A Among other possible emergencies, but in theg,

10 - case of BOCES II,I did have a conversation with a representa-

tive of BOCES II. It was not part of the negotiations, but11

12 I did speak directly to a representative of BOCES II.

' 13y Q I understand. But Shoreham, to your knowledge,

'

. g4 was specifically mentioned to the facilities in their

Y J15 discussions with.the Red Cross?
9
1

h 16 A- Yes.

s8 17 Q Now let's'take BOCES II first, Ms. Robinson.

:(
.18 Mr. Packman is not the Administrator of BOCES II, is.he?*

5:
~j - 13 A I believe his exact. title ~, and I can confirm this,
0 -

,3 is Director of Administrative Services. He reports directly
.=

k 21 .to Dr. Hines.
.$
;! 22 Q. Dr. Hines is the ---
L

23 .A He is the Superintendent, yes.

_ 24 Q Now, to your knowledge, was Dr. Hines ever

3 informed that the Red Cross intended to use his facilities '

-

-

.__m.-._,_._-,_-.y, . ,-,,, , ,- _
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Sim 5-8 1 for a' relocation center in the event of an emergency at

(n) 2 the Shoreham plant? Do you know whether he was'or was not

3 told that?

4 A Since Dr. Hines was involved so directly in so

5 many'other aspects of the planning for a radiological

6 . emergency at Shoreham, I cannot conceive of his not
|

7 recognizing that fact.

8 Q Do you know whether he was told or was not told

9 that his facilities were to be used as a relocation center
10 in the event of an emergency at Shoreham? I don't want you

11 to speculate. -I want to know if you know.

12 A I do not know specifically whether he was told

['] 13 that. I have already responded to what I think he would or
-U.

14 would not have known.

5 .15 Q Now the head or the president of Farmingdale is-
4
4
j_ 16 Dr. Cipriani, correct, Ms. Robinson?

oj 17 A That is correct.
I
*

.18 Q Now do you know if Mr. Thompson of the Nassau
!

19 - Chapter of the Red Cross in his negotiations with Farmingdaleg
E.
O

g 20 ever told Dr. Cipriani that Farmingdale would be available
-

{ - 21 for use as a relocation center in the event of an emergency
3-

- 22 at Shoreham?

23 A Again, I think Mr. Rasbury can answer that one

24 much better than I can.

(C 25
t. Q Mr. Rasbury, I will glad to let you answer.

.

. - - , - , - . , ,-. , . - . . . _ . . .,, - . . , , - - - - - . , -
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i
But, Ms. Robinson, do you know, or does anyone

|

7I to your knowledge at LILCO know that? Have you been told2\_/

3 that?

A What.we have been told is that there were4

5 discussions and there was a signed agreement. I have never

6 'been given a verbatim report of any conversation with

7 any of the representatives of the SUNY at Farmingdale.

8- 0 So do you know if anyone at Farmingdale was
.

g specifically told that their facility could be used in

10' the event of an emergency at Shoreham?

11 A Whether anyone was told, definitely yes.

.12 0 And who do you know was told that at Farmingdale?

13 A If you want me to check through the names signed

14 on the paper, I can do that, but I think it is much easier

.! 15 if Mr. Rasbury answers you because he seems to know the ,

i

f; 16 answer.

f' 17 Q Mr. Rasbury, could we start with who at
1

-|- 18 Farmingdale~ was told that Farmingdale would be used in the.

g.,

.

j 19 event of an emergency at the Shoreham plant?
|' I
[- .{ 20 A (Witness Rasbury) To my knowledge, in the
1

5 21 initial contact Dr. Cipriani was advised that we wanted to
:$-

- : 22 use his facility as a shelter for disasters of all' kinds

23 to. include the fact that it was listed in the LERO plan as

24 a backup to the Shoreham accident circumstance.
A

25 Q So, Mr. Rasbury, are you saying that Dr. Cipriani-

,

'
_ _ . _ . . , . _ _ _ .- __ ._. _ __ . .. _. . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _
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Sim 5-10
1 was specifically told about Shoreham?

.( ~.
J _,/ 2' A Yes, sir.

3 0 And that,.to your understanding, would have been

" by Mr. Thompson of your staff?

5 A Absolutely.

6 0 Were you involved in those discussions?
. .

7 A. 30,

8 Q So you are relying on this from your discussions

9 with Mr. Thompson?

10 A Mr. Thompson went there under my direction.

11 Q How do you know that Dr. Cipriani was told this?

12 What is the basis for that?

[} 13 A Mr. Thompson reports to me. I sent Mr. Thompson
^V

14 out there specifically to work out an arrangement with the

15 staff at Farmingdale-SUNY because, one, that facility was
Q
g 16 -listed as-the backup in the LERO plan, No. 1, and, No. 2,

O'
17-

~

h because it is within the Nassau. County-Chapter's jurisdic-
2

!. 18 tion, and I therefore wanted to make sure that the arrange-
!

18! -ments made were made by my people as opposedLto asking some-
E

20 one from Suffolk County to do it.
.

21 And having given Mr. Thompson his instruction

.{ 22 - as to the way'I wanted things to proceed, he then went forth

- 23 and met initially with Dr. Cipriani and then subsequently

24
<m with other members of his staff, and in his report back to

- a me-he told me just as I have indicated to you.

.

rw , - - . . - , - - - - - . , r, --w, ,- -, . . - , . .- - - - - -
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Sim 5-11 1 Q Now, Mr. Rasbury, are you saying that Mr. Thompson

,. m

(\ms')
of your staff approached-Farmingdale specifically for2

,

'
~

|3' obtaining that facility for use in implementing the LILCO

4- plan?

5 A Among other operations, yes.

6 Q And that was told to Dr. Cipriani?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Now I hate to keep jumping around but,

9 Ms. Robinson, I want to go back to BOCES II. Your informa-

10 tion regarding negotiations with BOCES II comes from

11 Mr. Packman, correct?

12 A In regard to this specific instance, yes. We

13f-s have had discussions with other people at BOCES II,

''
14 including Dr. Hines.

15 ~ O That is regarding schools and I am talking about
;

} 16 - . relocation centers.

'

17 A In this particular case, yes.
1.

! 18 ' Now do you know whether Mr. Packman told theQ
1. :.

E- 19 Board of BOCES II that the BOCES II facility would be used'

E
o

S
N .as a Shoreham relocation center?

21 A I don't know.
.a'

'! . Q And the telephone call you mentioned earlier,22

U Ms. Robinson, that you received, that was from Mr. Packman?

,
~ 24 LA From Stanley Packman, yes. He called and informed

,

- -

U me that the Board had approved an agreement with the

,

- , . .,, , ,w-~,--....,,.,,,,w- , - - , n na ,-- - . _ , . ,, . - , ,n,, , ,.,n . . - - - . , . , - - + - - ,
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1 American Red Cross.

. ,m

_] 2 Q Mr. Rasbury, the agreement that is attached

3 .to the LILCO testimony, the agreement with Farmingdale is

4 -Attachment 5, does not specifically mention Shoreham or

5 implementation of the LILCO plan or anything of that sort,

6 - does it?

7- A (Witness Rasbury) Just a minute.

8 (' Pause while the witness reviews documents.)

9.- Mr. Miller, you need to^ understand that we were

to not concerned with the facility only for Shoreham. My

11 concerns about having congregate' care centers available to

12 me are far broader than the issue of Shoreham.

. , ''( I am concerned with having on either end and13

- (};
-

14 north and south of our Chapter's jurisdiction facilities

. 15 available. And so we asked them.
t

_ j 16;
.One of the reasons that we did specifically go

0
II to Farmingdale was because we did know it was involved or

1*

-

18 included in the original LERO plan, but that was not the

[ 19. |only reason or our only concern.
5

~ 20*

'W So I am saying to you that we get people to

; make the facilities available to us on a broad spectrum,

22
- - which includes the Shoreham circumstance, certainly, b'ut is

23
not limited to and is not specific only to.

| 24
r~g Q Back to my question, Mr. Rasbury, the agreement

'

~L- 25
with Farmingdale attached to the LILCO testimony does not

?

r

| ..

I .- ,
. . . _ . _ _ .___ _ _ , _. . . . . _ _ _ . . - _ - _ . , . _. - . . _

'
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Sim 5-13 1 anywhere mention shoreham, does it?
,
,

k,sl 2 A I don't think it does, no.

3 Q Mr. Rasbury, you have had concerns well prior to
.

4 your involvement in the LILCO plan with disasters, disasters

5 of.all kinds and how you were going to provide shelters for

6 the public; isn't that a fair statement?

7 A Yes, sir.

8 Q But the first time your Chapter of the Red Cross

9 approached Farmingdale for a written letter of agreement was

10 approximately January of this year, correct?

11 -A All right, yes.

12 Q So, Mr. Rasbury, is it fair to say that'you sought

13[D); - that written letter of agreement in part to implement the

14 LILCO plan?

15 -That is correct.g

4

| 16 Q Was that request made to you or your Chapter by

17 LILCO?
I

{ 18 A No. As I became aware of the plan I was aware
}

'8 '
| that there was a hole in my planning fabric and sought to

8 close that hole.

Q Mr. Rasbury, I want to go back to Attachment 1"

of the testimony. That is your letter, and I kind of got

"
off the track.

24
. . ,A In the first paragraph of your letter, Mr. Rasbury ,

25'-

where you talk about -- well,.it says "Upon notification of

.

, . . . . - - _ , - ....-.,,,v---.- - -- , , - , _ - , - . < . - + , . - , , - v-
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Sim:5-14 1 an emergency at Shoreham the Red Cross will set up emergency
;,7

( ). 2 centers at.a predesignated facility or facilities to be
.

3 listed in the LILCO plan." Do you see that?

4 A Yes.

5' O These are the facilities that are not yet
,

.

6 identified or known to either LILCO or the Nassau County

7 Chapter; is that correct?

8 (Pause.)

9 Let me try it a different way, Mr. Rasbury. On

10 .page 15 of the testimony there is a reference to working

11 with the Red Cross and LILCO will soon designate a center
4

12 or centers that will be listed in the LILCO plan.

r''s 13 And then I am looking in that first pdragraph()'
14 of your July 25th letter where you talk about these facili-

15 ties that will be listed in the'LILCO plan. .You are referring
3

g 16 to the_same facilities in both places; isn't that correct?

17 A Yes.
I

$endSim_ 18

' Joe folst

; 19

I
[ M
.

.

I 21
a

| 22
.

23

,

24

Ob) -

25.

.

. . . . . . - . , . - .- . - - .-- .-. - . . - - . - - - ----------0
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1 MS. McCLESKEY: Mr. Miller, perhaps for

' [ 'l
l

2 the purposes of further discussions, we could make up some
b

3 buzz words to distinguish certain kinds of facilities from

4 others. I think it might make the record clearer.

5 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, I am talking about

6 relocation centers. That is the issue before the Board.

7 WITNESS RASBURY: I think what is being said-
.

*

a here is that relocation centers can, and sometimes do, suggest,

9 other things, and we were thinking about what we call

10 congregate. care centers, I think was the term that more

11 accurately described that.

12 It is not -- I think we are talking substantially

-q 13 the same thing., It is just calling it by another label, and

14 --

15 MS. McCLESKEY: I only raised it because you are
5

| 16 . distinguishing between the word, ' facilities' in different

8 17- paragraphs, and rightfully, because it means different
3

| 18 things, and I thought it would be clearer if you agreed with
r
!

g 19 the witnesses to call certain kinds of facilities different
i
{ KF things so that the record would be clear, but you know, you

i 21 do as you wish.
$

22 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

Z3 Q Mr. Weismantle, Ms. Robinson, on behalf of LILCO

_
is it faic to say that there are no letters of agreement or24

k--) 25 anything a writing between LILCO and any facilities which4
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1 may be used as relocation centers in the event of an emergency
/s i 2
\,,). -

at Shoreham?-

3 A (Witness Robinson) At this point, that is

4 correct.

5 A (Witness Cordaro) To my knowledge, that is

6 consistent with what the case is in a lot of other emergency
7 plans for operating facilities. It seems to be the standard

8 practice.

9 Q Now, Mr. Rasbury, at the bottom of the first

10 page of your July 25th letter, it says: It is estimated

11 that these facilities could hold up to 48,000 people. What

12 is this estimate based upon? Let me clarify before you

137sg answer, sir. I believe you are referring there to the

b
14 facilities which are listed in the four page attachment

15 to your lettar, correct?
4
+
g 16 A (Witness Rasbury)- That is right.

17 Q Now, what is the estimate of the fact that it,

: 2^

j 18 could hold up to 48,000 people based upon?
!^

19 'A I haven't added it up right now, but I will tell
< -

J
y

'

L{ 20 you basically what it has to do with, and that is the space

I, . 21 available in the school system buildings and other facilities
a

j 22 that would be available to us. The floor space available

23 in a formula that we put together which allowed 60-65 square
24 feet per individual, and we figured how many people could be

'(%
\~ M held easily within the facility, rounded down to give us a

!
:

i

I

J
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I safe side, and addede$t all up, and that is what we came up

[ 'j 2 with.-
,

y%).

3 Q Mr. Rasbury,-the listing of facilities that

4 are attached to your July 25th letter, to the far left there

5 are two items; one is a date, and that would be the date

L 6- of the initial agreement that your Chapter entered into with

7 the facility, is that correct?

8 A The initial agreement, yes.

9 Q And then right below that there is a figure and

10 that is the capacity of the facility?

11 A Yes.

12 Q Now, was that figure for these various facilities

f-se 13 provided to your Chapter by the facilities themselves?

14 A No. Those figures were arrived at by work of

k- 15 my disaster team in taking, again, the floor space available
4
t-

an'd using our own formula as to how much space should beg 16

8- '

17 allowed each individual.
t
2
*

18 In other words, if you have so many square feet
.5'
h 19 of floor space,'you divide that by 60 or 65, and then you comer
%

y$ 20 up with a number, and that turned out to be the capacity.
; 21 Q You took the total floor space, square footage,

>

-

{=
22 for the entire building?-

23 A No, no. Certain rooms that we would use-like

24 gymnasiums and that sort of thing.
rx
s )- 25' Q How do you handle something like a school building.,

.__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ _
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,

4

1 , A schooli building, as you well know, could itave
m

[(,) '2: shops.. It-could have boiler rooms. It could have many thingu

3 'that, perhaps, would not be suitable to provide sleeping

4 accommodations -for persons.

5 How do you factor out that sort of square footage

6 to get the number you base your formula upon?
,:

7' A Square footage usually has reference to the

8 gymnasium only. We are talking . about the rooms that we would e

9- use, not the entire. square footage of the facility, but just

10 .those rooms that we feel would'be usable, and suitable for--

11 seltering people. For putting up beds, and cots, and that
.

12 sort of thing. Only those rooms.

-

13 Q So where on this listing of facilities you_have,-

14 ~a school _ district, have you then looked at each of the school

j; 15 buildingszwithin that district, and determined which rooms
I

:( - 16 . in each building you would use?
+

;- .o

'|' -| 17 A Correct.
1

,[ 18 Q And you have done that by.looking at' floor

.!
19 plans?-g

';

-] 20 A- My Director of-Disaster Services did the_ actual
t--

i '
'. f . 21 on Lthe ground measuring and computation. I don't know whether

3

$ 22 he used floor plans in some instances, paced it off in other

13 instances, and probably a combination.

'24 Q Mr. Rasbury, these school districts where they

|
25 are listed, and they are the substantial majority of the

1^
,

(_^

! -

|-
-

- . - . - . - .- - - _ - _ -.. - .-
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.1 facilities on your attachment, . correct?

.f:
!, j _2 A Correct.we

3 0 It is your understanding you would have access

4 to any building within the school district that is part of the

5 school p.roperty?

6 A Yes.

7 0 . Will.you look at page 2 of your letter, Mr.

8 Rasbury. The last small paragraph' talks about training,
.

9 basically. Can you tell me at this time what training, in

10 . your opinion, would be required under the LILCO plan for your

11- chapter of the Red Cross, or for the Red Cross?

12 A I think the only training that I would require

("'c 13 from the Long Island Lighting Company.would be the kind of
s_-]\

14 information that our shelter managers might need to be able

$. 15 - to have as general information, so as to~be able to provide
,t .

~

16 comfort and calm the anxieties of some of the people who mightg
~

.o.

. {_ 17 be in the congregate care center.
E
''

18 In other words, a general awareness of the nature
t.-.

p 19 of the disaster, should it occur, and attempt to keep the
i-

'[ 20 people there calm and comforted. We don't need any training

i, 21 from Long Island Lighting Company or anybody else to do our
3

7 ] 22 normal sheltering operation. We know how to do this. We

23 have extensive experience in that.

24 Q Has any training been provided at this time byD.
> 25 LILCO to the Red Cross?.

.

a.- .,,y 9,, , y.,,, , m: ,,-,...,+,7y- g , .9., ,- . = - g..ep&w * m. - ,:,w ,7.- y--
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1 A We have had involvement in drills in some of
.,

",v/ 2 their operations. They had a drill there several weeks

3 ago, and Red Cross personnel from my chapter were involved )

4 in the drill, so as to know how the thing might develop.

5 Q How many personnel did you send to this drill?

6 A I sent my Disaster Director; one person. To

7 .this particular one.

8 Q Is that the only drill your chapter has been

-9 involved in to date?

10 .A No, we have had several other drills, and I have

11 had my Disaster Director, along with several volunteers,

12 Upstate New York and in Connecticut that have to do with

,r'g - 13 nuclear power plants and the Red Cross response to possible
-d''

14 accidents in those communities.

) 15 Q With respect to the LILCO Plan, you have been
2
ej 16 involved'in just this one drill?

0-

| 17 A That is my knowledge. I only remember one.
3
*

18 Q~ And, Mr. Rasbury, when you say that your personnel
!

-g 19 ' will participate as appropriate in drills and exercises --
U

|- M I am trying to understand what, ' appropriate' means. Is

}-. -21 that something you will determine as time goes along?
a.

j 22 A Well, if the drill -- the answer to the question

2 is, yes. If the drill would be the one that would basically

24 hone in on the functions of the LERO center itself, and all, /,s~

N-)-(
25 we needed to have was the liaison person there, then I would

% _- ._.__ _ __ _ _ .
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I have a person that I would conceivably designate as liaison

/~'I 2 in the future.-(q)

3 If part of the drill, however, in an expanded

'

4 exercise had to do with our setting up a shelter and walking

5 through .certain ' aspects of that, then I would have shelter

6 manager personnel there, I would have nurse and other kinds

7 of personnel there'.

.8 So, depending on the nature of the drill, and

9 the level of involvement of Red Cross, I would then identify

to the appropriate peopl'e and have them participate in that.

11 Q Now, do you think any of this training which

12 LILCO has said they will provide, should be provided before

.13 your involvelaer.t in the kinds of drills.you have just describe d?(f ylv
14 A The training that -- I don't think so, no.

) 15 I think participating in the drill itself will give people the
?
g 16 idea of who does what, how, why, and at what-time'.

f 17 I would like to have, and I am sure we will have,
s
*

18 orientations given on the nature of nuclear accidents, what
r.
!

g 19 actually happens and the risks involved so as to make my
i
| 3L people who are shelter people understand, and so as to
-

5 21 facilitate there, again, their capability of explaining to
.'>

22 those who might be in the center.

23 0 What about orientations just regarding the

24 LILCO plan and the Red Cross ' role within the LILCO plan.
.|

(, .25 Would that.be something you would want to have?
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l
1 A I think so. I

'(j~3,) 2 Q And at this time you have had none of these
.

3 orientations?

4 A Yes, we have had orientation along that line,

5 and we have a copy of the plan.

6 0 When you say, 'we have a copy of the plan, '

7 -who is, 'we?'

8 A The chapter.

9 Q One copy of 'the plan?

10 A Well, it is a multiple-volume plan. But we
.

11 have a copy of the plan.

12 Q And you have given that to .Mr. Thompson's

D 13 review?

14 A Yes, sir.

f '15 Q Has anyone other than Mr. Thompson, to your
'a

v
-[_ 16 knowledge', looked at the plan?

-- f 17 A Yes. We have volunteer leader -- Red Cross is;

L -3

[ 18 volunteer, as you perhaps know , and while he is the paid

E!,

-t 19 Director of Disaster Services, I have a Chairman of Disaster
ii

f. 20 - Services, who is a retired Admiral, and who has been fort
_

-
-

21 12 to 15. years Chairman of Disaster Services.j~
>

j 22 He'has been involved in it, as have a few of

ZL his other volunteers.

24 Q Have you looked at the plan?
, (,_sT.
^- J -'.. 25 A I glanced through it.

>
. . _ _ . _ - . . - - , ,. . _ . . . . . . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . -- , _ . _ _ . ._ _

-
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i - 1

1

1 A (Witness Robinson) I think one item we have
gy
i j 2 forgotten to mention is that part of the LERO training is

3 a tape specifically made to deal with the Red Cross participatio-

4 .in LERO, and the setting up of relocation centers. Mr.;.

'S Rasbury-appears prominently in it, as does Mrs. Nocher and

6 various other members of their staff, and that tape has also

7 been available to Red Cross personnel.

8 I know that I, myself, brought it out and showed

9 it.to a Board Meeting at the Suffolk County chapter, and

10 perhaps Mr. Rasbury can talk about how he has used it.

11 A (Witness Rasbury) I appreciate your reminding

12 me, because I have used it. I, in fact, showed it to my

/'')- 13- staff, my entire staff. This is a video tape.
. %./

14 Q Your staff, would that be the 22 -- 24 employees?

f 15 A Yes I showed the tape, and indicated what.

0

-|- 16 it was. What we would be doing, 'and how they might, in fact,

O '~.

; 17 be a part of the activity should we have to activate the
1
*

- 18 local emergency response plan.

Q
p 19 Q Would you look at Attachment 2 to the testimony.
i

'f' 20 Let me ask one of the LILCO witnesses. Does LILCO consider

j 21 this June 24, '83 letter from Mr. Daverio to the Suffolk
1-

| -{ 22 County Chapter to be a letter of agreement with the Suffolk

23 County Chapter of the Red Cross?

24 . A (Witness Robinson) I think I should answer that,,s

' ~

25 Mr. Miller, since I hand delivered this to Mrs. Nocher, and-

;

e

a

-w N er- ,,.rw,-- ory w w- , -y,ww--w ,. y y----w y'y -
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~1 'discussedlit with her.at the time.
A

?-;( 12 I:think:it is very clear. It is called a' letter

'

y. - '3 of understanding. I think I also explained before why we
u

?4~ .did not ask for anything called Letter of Agreement from

5 the Suffolk Chapter.

6_ I'-had had a-number of' discussions with Mrs.

7' Nocher before I brought this out. I then met her before

.8 an1 emergency medical services meeting at the American Red

9' Cross' blood center in Melville. . We discussed'the letter.

10 I' asked her at that time to read it, and asked her whether
.

~

'll' she: had any problems with the letter. The only issue that

12 -- the only wording that was at issue was this question of
i.

res ' 13 using the words, 'relocat "on centers. '

U
' 14 . We used that because itLis the wording used in

~

,;

15; 15 NUREG'0654. She said, does that mean what we_ call mass

^Is
(j; 16 care or congregate care centers and shelters. We discussed
-- o

|1 :17 the. terminology. We agreed that that was what we were
il|
* :18 referring-to~as relocation centers, she was referring to
L
._

19 it as a shalter-or mass care center, and I said do you-have[g
~

up

)[ lE any1other' problems with anything that we have said -in here,

f 1
-

j- 21 and'she said no, she thought that was -- you know, this was,

3

. :{, L 22 -afgood basis for understanding, and we worked from this point.

;-:- :23 L in terms of 'conununications.
~

,

- ' 24 - It was after this that we assigned three LERO- q..
k/ 25 beepers to the Suffolk County Red Cross, which they still.-

-

.#

1?
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,

..

.'-
I have'and,.in1 fact, have used during other emergencies, such

{O
,

-

2} as . the Grucci explosion. -j
a..

'

:3-
,

So,-they have had a side benefit from LERO.-

_ '4 'I thin'k.this is just what it says. It is a-< ~
~

5' . letter ^of' understanding. It was the basis of our understanding
'. ~6? Jand' negotiations-with the Red Cross in Suffolk,
e
,

.7' Q ~ The| problem I am having, Mrs. Robinson,.is-that-
,

.

<

'

; -8- everything I am.being told, I am relying on you for telling
.

9 me- the accurate information - as conveyed. ,

~

-- 10 - - -Is there anything in writing --.

'

Lil A -I remember that I am'under oath.
+

12-
. Q . Excuse me, Mrs. Robinson. Is<there anything".s .

. ..

13 in' writing from the Suffolk County Chapter, or Mrs. Nocher,{
..

* N./
.

14 as the Executive Director of that Chapter, which sets forth - I
,

:5 15 . in'. any way what you say the understanding of that chapter4

116 of. the. Red' Cross is regarding the LILCO plan, and their role~

,

N'; 'O5
Q 17 in'the LILCO Plan?
%. .

I .18 A I am telling you exactly what I have been told,:

'I.2 .

Jg"
-

.

119 and to the best of my knowledge. I am relying on what Mrs.,

;L.

'] 20 :Nocher-had' told me. .I have no reason to question her
, .

}. 21 truthfulness.
%
h

22~ Q. I am not questioning her truthfulness. I'am

j 23 asking you if there is anything in writing setting forth
24 in.any way the/ substance of what you say have been.

'

-A 25 . conversations between you and Mrs. Nocher. Yes or no?

4

k ,

e
+ .-4.,3;- , . ,l._,-..-

'

w......_-,,m_., , ...--.--,-..,,,---,_,,..,-,,,--,.,,--,._,m,,,.,-.,-,.-,-,--e . ,-.,v
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1 A ' Aside from Attachment 3, that is the only

J ,: 2 correspondence, I believe.that we have -- Attachment 4,
R.J

3 I am sorry. No, I was right the first time.

'4 Attachament 2 is from us to Mrs. Nocher;

5 Attachment 3 was received from the Suffolk County Red Cross

6 at Mrs. Nocher's direction.

7 Q And asida from Attachment 3, Mrs. Robinson,

8 to your knowledge there is nothing else of any kind in writing

9 from the Suffolk County Chapter, is that correct?

10 A That is correct.-

11 JUDGE LAURENSON: -Let me just clarify this. Is

. 12 it your testimony that the Suffolk County Red Cross, through

e- 13 Mrs. Nocher, sent you Attachment 3 in response to your letter,
- (,_-

14 or Mr. Daverio 's letter of June . 24th, which is Attachment 27

h 15 WITNESS ROBINSON: It was not directly in response
3
j 16' to just that letter, Your Honor. We had been mee' ting
o

] 17 regularly, and having discussions regularly, and it was
1

.{ 18 some months later -- it really was in response to a lotLof
$
g. - 19 questions that had come up in discussion. It was not directly
e
e

.{. 20 in response to the letter, even though it came at a later

i 21 time..[
3

f 22 JUDGE LAURENSON: And there was no direct response

23 to this letter of June 24th then?

24 WITNESS ROBINSON: In writing, no there wasn't.
.

(_-( 25 JUDGE LAURENSON: A written response.

,

.,ww, ,e r . - - - - + + . - . . - - -3.r.-r - - , - - - - - - - - - - , - , . - ------3 . , - -
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1- WITNESS ROBINSON: No, there was not.
.- .-

]D)-' 2 JUDGE LAURENSON: Thank you.

'3 BY-MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

4 Q Mr. Rasbury, in ' the event of an emergency within

5 Suffolk County, the Suffolk County chapter'of the Red Cross

6 would ordinarily be the primary response effort of the Red

7 Cross, isn't that correct?

8 A (Witness Rasbury) That is correct.

9 Q Therefore Mr. Rasbury, I take it that in the,

'
10 '- event of an emergency at the Shoreham plant, which lies, of

e

11 ~ course, within Suf folk County, that your chapter would be a

12 back-up to the Suffolk County chapter of the Red Cross, is

.pL 13 that corroct?

N_ )
14 A Correct.

) 15 Q And with respect to the relocation centers, Mr.
-s

f 16 Rasbury, the involvement of your chapter of the Red Cross

0

] 17 would not begin until evacuees had crossed over the Suffolk
i
*

18 County line into your county, . correct?

!.
; 19 A Correct again. Unless we were asked to come in,

! .5
L !End 6. M and assist.

( ~. .[Suefois.
' j:' '21

3

-{. 22
.

23

24

r ' %/ 25
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:#7-1-Suet 1 Q Asked by whom?
fh
lq ,) 2 A The Suffolk County Chapter.

'

3 Q What if you were asked by LILCO?

'

4 A I would have to clear that then with the Suffolk
5 County Chapter before I could do that. I couldn't just

6- cross into someone else's territory and start functioning

7 because somebody else asked me.

8 In other words, I couldn't go in your house

9 because Chris asked me to do it. I.would have to say,

10 "Do you mind? Is this all right with you?"

11 Q I appreciate that.

12 A Call your dog off.

13 (Laughter.)

14 Q Mr. Rasbury, would you look at Attachment 3 to

'h. 15 the testimony?

| ~@-.j 16' A Yes.

8 o

| 17 Q Had you ever seen this before you reviewed the
;
| 18 LILCO testimony for the first time?.

I..
'

1- 19 A This looks like a standard statement of Red
:
1

'j 20 Cross response. I can't tell you that I have, but every-

1, 21 thing I read here is routine in terms of Red Cross response.
>

j- 22 throughout the country.

23 Q Do I understand, Mr. Rasbury, that you think

24 this is basically a form Red Cross response, a canned

O~- 25 response, if you will?,

.

O
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.

'#7-2-Suet 1 A (The witness is looking at document.)
_ ,g
( ) 2 Well, I couldn't say that actually unless I had%J

3 a -- well, you see, on the bottom of it it is drawn from

4 Public Law and statements of understanding with tne Federal

5- Emergengy Management Agency and the American National Red

6- Cross.

7 So, that last one in particular I'm sure is

8 derivation.
<

9 Q Tell me, Mr. Rasbury, do you consider Attachment

to - 3 in any way to be a letter of agreement between the

11 Suffolk County Chapter of the Red Cross and LILCO?

12 A To the extent that the Suffolk County Chapter

provided the document to LILCO to explain what its response13-

'

14 would be or could be, then, yes, I would say it's a letter
"

5 15 of agreement. It agrees to function as is outlined in
g-.

9

| 16 Attachment 3.

f 17 0 You are saying it looks pretty much like a,

i
*

18 canned response plan or form. It could have been used by
!.
; 19 any chapter within the country; is that correct?

c 'I

f 20 A Well, that may be true. But if I hand you the
t

.

5- 21 document in response to you asking me: How would you
>

{ 22 function given a circumstance. And I said: Well, let me
i

23 give you this piece of paper and this explains to you how
24 I wil.1 function, that's my statement.

. (~s 25 Q Would you say, Mr. Rasbury, it would be a letter
i

,
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l

l

#7-3-Suet 1. of-agreement to implement the LILCO plan by the Suffolk
-s
( ) -2' County Chapter?
%j

3 A I would not say that for the_ simple reason it

does not make reference specifically to the LILCO plan.4

5 Q And it is not signed by anyone on behalf of the

6 Suffolk County Chapter, is it?

7 A I do not see a signature. I don't know whether
8 it came with a letter of transmittal that would have borne
9 a signature. I don't know how that was received.

10 Q Mr. Rasbury, would you look at the first page
11 of Attachment 3? Under the heading " Responsibilities"

>

.there is a statement, "The American Red Cross will provide12

-

13 assistance in accordance with-the Statement of Understand-
'O

14 ing between the State of New York and the American

i 15 National Red Cross."
$

.g 16 Do you see that?

O_

.| 17 A I'do.
3
*

18 Q Would you agree with me, sir, that any such
I
h 19 assistance would have to be accorded in compliance with that

|.
c
g N letter of understanding with the State of New York?
.

{- 21 That understanding -- that letter of understand-
)

{ 22 ing with New York State I'believe is Attachment 4 to the --

23 A Yes, it is. What this tells me is that the

24 Suffolk County Chapter as far as Paragraph 4 will do -- will
O
k~sI 25 implement the Statement of Understanding between the State
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#7-4-Suet 1 of New York and the American National Red Cross. In other

/\
; ) 2 words, they are agreeing or stating that they will' implement
As/,

3 that letter.

4 Q Would the Nassau County Chapter of the Red Cross

5 take any different position?

6 A No.

7 'O Mrs. --

8 A I --

9 Q Excuse me.

10 A I was going to say I consider the Attachment 4
|

11 to be an enabling device as opposed to a limiting device.

12 In other.words, it sets down the things that the Red Cross
,

,-m 13 can do, has agreed to do as opposed to identifying limits,

t o

'

14 of Red Cross activity.

h 15 Q Mrs. Robinson, the statement at the end of the
4

f 16 agreement, Attachment 3, that letter C says, " Agreements

[ 17 have been made at appropriate local facilities for adequate
1

| 18 mass care shelters and feeding operations."
t-
i

p 19 Do you see that?
I

|{
'

m A (Witness Robinson) Yes, I do.

p f . 21 Q Do you know if the Suffolk County Chapter of
1.,

-$ 22 the Red Cross has>the kind of listing of facilities that
:

23 is attached to Mr. Rasbury's July 25th letter?

24 A I don't know if they have anything in that format, ,

,Q .
k_) 25 no.

- .- . _ .. - -- -- . - . , . , - . . . . - - .. - - - -.
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#7-5-Suet 1 Q Do you know if they have specific letters of

'[v''j 2_ agreement with facilities to be used as relocation centers?

3 A They have both written and. verbal agreements
.

4 with a1 number of facilities throughout Suffolk County,
~

5- yes.

6 Q Do you know what facilities?-

7 A ' SPecifically? I know of several, among them the

a BOCES II at Islip which now has been withdrawn. I know

9 of otherh that they have discussed but, no, I couldn't

to give you a listing.

11 Q Do you know if the BOCES II agreement specifi-

12 cally mentioned in any way Shoreham?

fs 13 A I don't know what the wording was,
b
' ' '

14 O Would you go back to Page 10 of your testimony,

h- 15 please?

I '

fg. .16 A - (The witnesses are complying.)

8 17 Q Mr. Rasbury, I'm looking now at roughly Answer 11
1
*

,
. 18 .to the testimony. Could you.tell me, in negotiating with

:I
h 19 facilities in order to obtain agreements for their use as

-

20 relocation centers, do you or your staff disclose the uses

i 21 that might be made of the facilities in serving as reloca-
3

. 22 tion centers?'

23 A (Witness Rasbury) Yes.

24 Q Do you, for example, specify the kinds of

-(
( ,/ - 25 emergencies that might require the use of the facility as

.

_p - e ,-,w=-.a+ -.,__--..,-,,w-m, e ,-,.--1--.-..,.--,-.,-v,,s.wr . - - - - .- w-~ -gm=---,-----w.w w. w vi-< -e- ~ = - - *--- - w...



-

-

' 14,761

g7;6-Suet 1 a relocation center?

O A Yes.2\f
Q And are these things set forth in any written|3

letters of agreement which you have with such facilities?4

5 A. S metimes. Let me be more -- some of our earlier

6 agreements were much more general. But we are talking
-

_

basically about disasters. And wo usually specify that we7

are. talking about disasters, man-made or natural. Sometimes4

8
.

_g they are more expansive and the statements will say things

to like disasters such as fire, floods, ice storms, hurricanes,

this kind of thing. But, generallysspeaking we identify- 11

12 with the facility managers we are talking about people

13 being displaced by reason of.d'isaster, natural or man-made.
t

Q Now, would you include a radiological emergency_ g4 -

3 15 within that definition of disaster?'

4

.h A I certainly would.16
,

18 Q For'any of the facilities, Mr. Rasbury, listedg7
?
;|~ - and attached to your Jul-f 25th letter, which is Attachment 1is.

'r.

:j. . ig to the testimony, was a radiological emergency ever mentionecti

e.

20 as one kind of disaster or emergency which could require the

i 21 _ use of a facility as a relocation center?
g.

22 A The only one that I know for sure where there

23 was specific mention of that was the State University of
,

24 New York at Farmingdale."

25 Q And you are talking now, Mr. Rasbury, about the

.

*
t

m n--- - ,sw--s-..+. we w-e- ,.--n-- rs.,-v e, r ,ms ,--,-n-,.,-e- . wg y ,v,,-y.,,--. ,gg,,g,r,y-~ee.m .,-nw,~.w-4m-v,--=-~-s,---wwwvgw- , -.--m,-ne rea----
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#7-7-Suet.1 - discussions not in the agreement itself, correct?

~[) 2 A- That's correct. We have not attempted to makew /.

3 the ' documents hard, legal documents that sets forth the

'4 thou-shalt go forward and take thy thumb and forefinger of

the right hand and grasp something and do it this way, any5

6 other way is wrong. We have tried to just agree and have

7 some. record of our agreement that the facilities would be

8 available in the event of disaster, and we have spoken

generally about the kinds of disasters we are talking about9

to and to help the people who generally would be coming from

11 that community. Schools are basically community facilities,
12 and it's a way for the community to help respond to its

(w 13 people other than education-wise.
(

14 Q Mr. Rasbury, looking at Page 12 of the testimony,
'

.j. 15 about the middle of the page, you refer to the agreements
2.j with the facilities which are listed and attached to your16

8 17 July 25th letter.o
-1

| 18 Do you see that?
3

4

, n

g 19 A Yes, sir.
i E

'{- 20 Q I would like to ask you some questions, Mr.
..

{ 21 Rasbury, about the agreements with these facilities. To
)

| 22 your knowledge, are all agreements between the Nassau County

23 Chapter and the facilities that could be used as relocation

24 centers in writing?
*

/ 25 A I don't think so. I think we have a few that are
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#7-8-Suet 1 not committed to writing.

-( 2 - Q Is there any reason why you have not committed,,
.

3 some to writing and most you have?

4 A There was one particular case, and I'm trying

5 to think of the School District where counsel for the-
6 School District was just nervous about agreeing that these

7 ' facilities ought to be used in disaster. And this came

8 about shortly after Hurricane Belle which was 1976. And

9 so what we had with the Superintendent of Schools was

10 that, we won't sign an agreement but if something happens,

11 by golly, here it is. We will do the responsible thing.

12 .We will make our facility available to you. But we don' t

w 13 want to take on counsel, pay him and fly in the face of
u

14 that counsel.

$ 15 0 Do you know why the school was unwilling -- I
3

'] 16 mean, counsel --

.f 17 A Why counsel was? He seemed to think that it
i

{ 18 would open the school to the possibility of damage. If

!
t 19 someone got hurt, there was the possibility of suit, even

N though in many of our agreements there is also a hold
!

_

'-

21 harmless agreement or a certificate of insurance from the
a

f 22 American Red Cross.-

23 And this particular counsel said: I'm not

24 comfortable with that. And I cannot in good conscious

\' 25 recommend to you - 'the School Board he is talking to --

|

.- .- , --- - .. - - . - . - - -
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#7-9-Suet 1 that you enter into this agreement.
-n
'l 2 Q Now, Mr. Rasbury, the agreements that have been' V) -

3 committed to writing to your knowledge have been provided

4 to Suffolk County; isn' t that correct?

5 A My copies of my agreements?

6 Q Copies of the agreements with your chapter's

7 agreements with the facilities listed in the attachment

8 to your July 25th letter?

9 A I don't know. I don't remember. I don't know

to why I would need to give Suffolk County a list...ng of the

11 centers that I will operate.

12 0 Well, I hate to surprise you with anything,

p 13 but --
]

14 A Well, they might have. But I just don't

) 15 remember.
$
j 16 (Witness Robinson) Excuse me. I can answer
0

| 17 that. Mr. Thompson gave me a number of letters, various
- -

3
*

18 formats with various facilities. I personally xeroxed whatg
!
I 19 I was given and turned them over to Ms. McCleakey who I
| -

| 20 believe has turned them over to Suffolk County counsel.
-

-{ 21 Q So, Mrs. Robinson, let me get this straight.
?
3
g 22 Mr. Thompson gave them to'you, you had copies made and
.

23 gave them to the County, gave them to your counsel who

24 gave them to the County; is that correct?,

\ss/ 25
| A That's correct.

.

- , , - , - - - , - - , , - - - . - ,~ ,, , , - -- ,,
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#7-10-Suet 1 Q So, Mr. Rasbury, it sounds like we have an

[' ) 2 instance where Mr. Thompson didn't tell you what he was
q,-

3 doing, don't we?

4 -A (Witness Rasbury) I think we have a miscommuni-

5 cation. I have great confidence in Mr. Thompson and I

6 would not summarily court-martial him at this point.

7 (Laughter.)

8 Q Mrs. Robinson, now to your knowledge were all

9 agreements that exist between the Nassau County Chapter of

to the. Red Cross and these.various facilities provided to

11 Suffolk County?

-12 A (Witness Robinson) Any that I have seen have

,'' 13 been provided to Suffolk County, yes.,

'''
14 Q Mr. Rasbury, if I told you that the County was

'$ 15 not given agreements for some of the facilities that are<

5
g 16 listed in the attachment to your July 25th letter, do you
o

| 17 believe that would indicate there are no such agreements
3

' ; 18 ' in writing?
i<

h 19 A (Witness Rasbury) I thought that we had made
: 1

{ m all of our agreements available to you. And if there are
,

-

i 21 some gaps, I would have to conclude that.
.

5

| 22 Q Let me just ask you, Mr. Rasbury, if you
'

-
:

23 specifically know -- if you would look at the attachment

| 24 to.your July 25th letter.

I

y \_ ,/ 25 A (The witness is complying.)

I
i

I _.
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67-11-Suet 1 Q Looking at the first page, sir, are you there?

-(im) 2 A Yes, I'm there.
A ./

3' Q Now, do you know specifically whether there is

4 an agreement in writing with the second facility, that is

5 Bellmore-Merrick Central High School District?

6 A. Let me answer this way, I do not know as I sit

7 t, here that there is one, because I have not access to it and

8 I have not specifically seen that.

9 It would appear to me that if there is a date
,

10 there, it would suggest to me that, yes, there was one.
.

.11. Counsel made it during that year. And, of course, that was

12 1978. But whether counsel made it as a verbal agreement or

.r~N 13 not, I really can't tell'you.
%-]r

14 I would have to get together'with my staff and

- 15 review the records to tell you that.
3'
j 16 Q Would your answer be the same, sir, for the
0

| 17 Franklin Square Union Free School District?
I

[' 18 A That answer would be the same for everyone
!
{ - 19 except the one that we have a copy of here in the testimony,;

5
!. } 20 and that's for SUNY-Farmingdale.

.

] 21 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, I object to
*

|| 22 -any further questions regarding this topic. I gave those

23 agreements to Mr. Miller over a week ago and if he had
i

24
_ problems with what was given, we could have worked them

-

\~/ 25 out. If he has a list of ones that he thinks were missing,

,

G

'

e
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#7-12-Suet 1 we will be glad to provide them if they exist. But I think
,/~5-
:(x ,) 2 we are wasting a lot of time.on the record trying to figure-

3 out what is-an extremely simple question of discovery.

4- We did agree, and provided all of the agreements

5 _that were requested by Suffolk County.-

6 MR. 11 ILLER: Judge Laurenson, I am through with

.7 .this line of questions. But we are'not wasting time. We

8 haven't been spending much time on it.

9. And,'furthermore the question here is, do the

10 . agreements exist. And that's an important question appa-

11 rently based upon'LILCO's own testimony. But I'm through

12 - with my questions.

("N 13 JUDGE LAURENSON: Well, if there are further
i 1

V
14 questions concerning that, I think that perhaps you can

h - 15 discuss this during the lunch break and determine if there
I
[. 16 are agreements that perhaps have been omitted~they can be

} ' 17 furnished.
s
*

18 JDs this an appropriate time to take our:
:
g 19 lunch break, or do you have some other questions that you
!

-| 20 want to finish up first?

} 21 MR. MILLER: This would be a good time for
a
'

22 the break, sir.;

23 JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. We will take our

24 luncheon recess. We will resume at 2 o' clock.
n\ ' 25 (Whereupon, a recess is taken at 12:28 p.m.,

-

cnd_#7 to reconvene at 2:00 p.m., this same day.)

Mary flws



e

.

14,768

Sim 8-1 t- AFTERNOON SESSION

() 2.~.,) (2:00 p.m.)

3 Whereupon,
i

4 MATTHEW C. CORDARO

5 . ELAINE D. ROBINSON

6 JOHN A. WEISMANTLE
!

7 - and -

8 |
FRANK M. RASBURY

9 resumed the stand and, having been previously duly sworn,

10 were examined further and testified as follows:
11 JUDGE LAURENSON: Mr. Miller.

'12 CROSS-EXAMINATION (Continued)

( )g 13 BY MR. MILLER:
L

14 Q Mr. Rasbury, we are going to go back_to the list
~
g- 15 of-facilities which are attached to your July 25th letter

-4*
$ 16 which is Attachment 1 to the LILCO testimony.

'f 17 Is it fair to say that all of these agreements
3

| 18 are revokable at will by the facilities?r.
.1
3 19 A . (Witness Rasbury) By both parties.-

5
j' N Q By either your Chapter of the Red Cross or the
.

{ 21- facility?
3

-| 22 A That is correct. I should have said by either

23 party.

24 Q. And, Mr. Rasbury, under the terms of the agreements7,

("''') ^ M it is true, isn't it, that you are required to notify the

'-

. ..._ _ _ . . . . _ . - . _ - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- -
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-

,

,

!", yg > '

J8 2j1 Jj * facilities: prior toithe' time that you would call upon'them
-

g

. . .,w-
_

-

"[2(. 2 to befused:assshelters.forcthe.public?#

M "'
-

. . .

~
.

f3= 'AT ..Oh, absolutely, yes. I am not so sure it is aa nuch :
,

-4, {of a; requirement as-.it-.is just that it is common sense. We
'

, q
.

i
,~

'

.5 , 1 called (the names that.you see here,1Mr..Fukes or Mr. Ellinger
. - .

. . .

H
,

6, and say, look, tit.is' happening, we-need it_and they said
- r

'' '

.come on,fyou have_got it. It_is just normal communication. |7 .-

s|: 0 And-I gather,'Mr. Rasbury, that part of the reason

- .g. ifor that is'because.there could'be circumstances where

Z '

10 a facility.on your list may be at the time of the emergency,
>

s . ..
..

_
- 11. .there would-be circumstances making that facility not. avail-

L12L able for'your use; isn't that correct?
- :(.

13 -A That:is'possible. The basic reason for-it'is.-
.4

\
14 to assure ~that all elements of the. facility that we want-

|

~

; .

--

J$:
.

to-use'are available.and''are open. Ifrit'is,.it includes thei 15 ;

,

;gy .16 cafeteria, -that it .is open-and the' ' material therein are open

L8; 17 and' unlocked and that kind of' thing.- We are. basically.o
y ,

~ . * ' 18 - talking about opening already. secured areas.
i[

y:K
.13 Q Well, let me.give you an example, Mr.- Rasbury.

. - ,,

k . .

1

20_ The.various school districts that are listed in the attach-p . :I
i-+.

J;:
. 21' ment, I: gather that it is possible at the time of the

'

m.

:
'

'

{ 22 emergency that the school would be in session and students
,

% - ",23 would be at the school in the school buildings and for some'

L 24 ~ reason were precluded from being sent away from the schools,

! ' ~

25 and you might not be:able to send evacuees to the schcals
,
u

,h

. (
*

*

m.._,_..-_._._-.,._..._._.-._.._;...-- . _ . - . . _ - , _ . - _ . . _ _ _ . _ . . _ . _ . - . _ - , _ - - - _1
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8-3 I' to shelter them there as well because of the space
,5

'I j 2 limitations. Is that a fair example?
v

3 A 'That.is possible, yes.

4 Q And, in fact, isn't it true, Mr. Rasbury, that

5 the agreements you have with a number of the school districts

's mention this possibility or mention the fact that the schools

7 have.a first responsibility to their pupils and that that

8 would take priority over the use of the school buildings

9 as a relocation center on behalf of the Nassau County

to Chapter of the Red Cross?

11 A Correct.

12 Q Mr. Rasbury, I gather that because of these kinds

g ~3 13 of circumstances we have been discussing, you would not,,

e <

x_/
14 for example, publish and distribute a list of the facilities

'

j 15 that are attached to your July 25th letter to the public

.- ] 16 so that in the event of an emergency the public would know
0

| 17 where to go and-just go there on their own behalf?
i

| 18 A I would not do that.
I

h 19 Q You would not predesignate these facilities andr
E-

| M - publish that information to the public?

} 21 A No.
a~

[ 22 Q Mr. Rasbary, is it fair to say that these agree-

23 ments, the agreements you have with these facilities,

24 generally specify that the facilities will be avai',able

D)%- 25 for use as public shelters in the event of natural disasters?
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-Sin.8-4 1 A I think that it is more accurate to, and of

,
' 2 course I don't have the agreements in my hands, obviously,
NS

-3 .but I think we talk in terms of disasters, natural and

4 man-made, or natural or man-made in most of them and we

5 always think in terms of that.

6 We have not narrowed the focus on what kind of

7 disasters they will be used for.

8 Q Mr. Rasbury, if I told you that over 50 percent

9 of.these agreements _specify the facilities would be used

10 as relocation centers in the event of natural disasters

11 and no mention at all of man-made disasters, would that

12 surprise you?

r'~g 13 A No, but it wouldn't be a deterrent either for
't )
%./

14 their use.
,

15 What I am saying to you is that those are ,those

| 16 are basically enabling instruments and not necessarily
o

| 17 limiting instruments.
I

! 18 0 What you are telling me is that if an agreement,
!

19 and let's talk about, for example, if the school district

20 says the Red Cross, Nassau County Chapter is able to use

if 21 buildings within a certain school district in the event of
5;

f 22 a natural disaster, you still would feel that even in the

23 event of a man-made disaster of some sort, you would have

24 the right to use those facilities?q
's,1 25 A I would not use the term right. I would believe

.
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tSim 8-5 g -- thatipermission would be forthcoming to use'the facilities,

i 2 yes.

Q You would inquire beforehand?- 3

A Well, certainly, and as you pointed.up in your4_

5 earlier question'as to whether I would make contact with

-g these people and verify the continued availability of.the.
,.

7 facilities, at that time I would say we would call and say,

g look,.we have got this thing happening here and we would

9 -like to use that facility. Is it still available to.us?-

I'0 That thing could be a man-made or man-caused disaster.

11 Q And, Mr. Rasbury, you mentioned that you do

"

12 believe that some of these agreements at least do say

- -13 the facilities would be available as a relocation center

",)
14 in the eventiof'either.a natural or man-made disasters,'

e

i 15 correct?

_

16 A' Yes.4

3 .17 -Q But in no case are man-made' disasters specified
o
i \

1a _ to the point of a radiological emergency; isn't that*

r:
19 correct? , _

i e

L E 20 A Correct, nor is it excluded.
r

[' 21 Q It is just not said one way or the other?
'

3

| 22 A That is right.

23 -Q Mr. Rasbury, is it fair to characterize this-

24 listing of facilities as a list of candidate facilities
a

r.
that you would call upon in the event at the time of the

'

26 -.
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Sim 8-6f.g; | emergency to make.a1 determination 1asito whether to send-~ ~

.a -

.

J 11 - 2: , evacuees ~toJthat facility?. ''

w Q,j
'

*3 .A - Define candidate for me.

QL Well,Taflist-of facilities, sir,.where you can'-
- :

;4
-

~ ?
-

,

5 go.to determine whether you~should~begin the initiation of

6 . your tel'ephone calls _ at the - time 'of . the ' emergency in order

7 'to" determine whether': evacuees _may;be sent to those. facilities.
'

8 Is'that.a fair characteriztion of what this list; constitutes;

_g A This'is aflisting of/ facilities,J the managers.
,

.

to of which _ have told ne or my designates that would be avail-

11 able to us given their primary concern about the students

12 .in the case of the schools and so forth given a disaster

13 of some kind.

IG
14 O And if you had an emergency, Mr. Rasbury, let's

[i 15 assume that you have decided, because of the nature of the

'h
'

[ 16 emergency and the number of persons that are going to need

8 17 shelter, that you need nine facilities, would y'ou then just
_ g-

3

18 go and call the first nine facilities on this list?*

i- 5
j gg _A No. It depends, of course, on the nature of-4

I

f. 20 the disaster and where it is located, and actually I would4

5 21 choose those facilities nearest the disaster area.
5
! n As an example, a hurricane strike the south shore
2

23 of Long Island. I would get the facilities that I have

24 already agreements for clonest to the area affected byO
, [ss[ u the storm but safe from the ravages of the storm so as not.
" \

4

i- .. ,-, ,--._.....,-,.,,7- .,-.% ~ ._. , , . , , - ,,,%, ,, e%,,,_~y .. -w,,,, w -.7--
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t~.Sim|8-7 t- lto. move the~ residents of.the' community 7 oo far away from
'

,-

:(v) .. 2' _their homes, but;yet far enough so that'they would be safe-
.

.-

3 from the storm.

4 _ Now we may1have-30 or 40. shelters way-on-the
~

,

5 .otherLs.ide of1the county'which we wouldn't even concern-

,

6 oursolves with at all because they are not in or near the

7 area of concern.

8 Q Now let's go to the situation of Shoreham and-

g 'an assumed emergency at the'Shoreham plant. It is fair to-

10 'say, isn't it, sir,'that at this time you have made no

11 determination as to whether some of these facilities are

.

better suited than others'with respect to.a radiological12

"

13 emergency?

14 A No, that is not fair to say, because I don't think
~'

5 15 it differs one bit from a person seeking shelter from a
$
g 16 storm and a person seeking shelter from a radiol'ogical,

8 17 accident some place. You have someone who is-displacede
i

.* 18 who needs to be sheltered, needs to have certain facilities

i .

; 19 available to him and whether he is running away from the
'

i

| m high water coming some place or running away from radiation
'

{ 21 some place makes no difference, absolutely none.
1

| 22 0 So in your opinion, any one of these facilities

23 would be' just as appropriate as the others in terms of

24 your using a facility in the event of an emergency at,s

G' 25 Shoreham?,

. . - _ - . _ . . . _ . . _ 1,___.__._._ _. _ _ - - -_ _ . _ - -
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iSb[k-8: fi- A ;Yes,-to the. extent that you will' include ~in

-r s -|

a (N _.])
2; that;the! fact that;some are better endowed than others,.

% 3- Jand by' that they have larger or greater or 'more extensive
R,

>

,

J facilities than'others.4

5 Q. Well,Ethat is part of what IEwould consider a

6. determination regarding the suitability'of the facility.

7 Have you made any determination in;that regard.at this time

8 .with respect to-an emergency at the Shoreham plant?.
.

~

A LThey are all minimally suitable for sheltering9

. 10 displaced. persons who are running and seeking-shelter from

~

11 any kind of emergency. Some of them are more suited than

12 are others because they have, as an example, a greater

g %. 13 number of lavoratories or a greater number of showers or
U
'' '

14 they have facilities to feed where others do not.-

h 15 Q At this time can you tell me those facilities on

$-
| 16 this list which are more endowed or better suited than others

'O 17 with respect to some of the-factors you just mentioned,e
t
*

18 shower facilities and toilet facilitics?
I
h 19 A I can't, but if I can confer with a member of
I
.f 20 my staff at the break perhaps, and if you think you really

'

! 21 need to have that information, and perhaps try to do that for
-a

g' 22 y.ou.

ZI Q Do you know, Mr. Rasbury, if LILCO has attempted

24 to.make any determination regarding the suitability.of these,

.h
A /. M facilities as relocation centers in the event of an

- - . - , . . - , , , . - . . - . , - ,_,----- . . . , . - - - . . - - . . . - . . - - .
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Sim?8-9 .1 emergency at Shoreham?
yx

_

'2 A - I: don't know that for a fact, but I believe that( i
' _

j .

3 they are confidentiwith my having determined that these

~4 -are shelters which I-am going to be-responsible for operating
~

-5 and'if I say'they are suitable,-then.they are prepared to

6- accept that-it is suitable.I believe.
4

7~
~

A (Witness Weismantle) - Yes, that is correct.

8 Q So LILCO, Mr. Weismantle, has made no-such

9- determinations nor does it intend to; is that correct?

10 g we|have no independent determination nor do we
.

11~ intend to.

'12 Q Mr. Rasbury, let me just ask you a hypothetical,

- 13 and I know you just offered to talk to someone on your
- \. s

~

14 staff, but if I were to ask you, for example, Massap equa
15 Grace Episcopal Church, is one of the facilities on your

E.

! list, correct?

O 17
o A Correct.
I,

*
18

[ Q And if I were to ask you to tell me the square
i

I8
footage of that facility and describe for me the parking

2 m-

i facilities, describe to me the shower facilities, the toilet

21
facilities and whether there is food preparation facilities.

| available, to tell me the location of the facility, to tell
22

23-

ne the roadway network in and around the facility, do you
24

. q think those are matters you could tell me about after your4

\ / 2'' ' ' - discussion during a break with some member of your staff?

.-

D

, , - , ,y , --4 - p w. , w~ ,, ,,-- g g ,,,--,----,m- - - _.,,-,-,,s-,-e- 4 m--4rm, --



-
-

,_

14,777. I

.8-10'
'l

,- .A' I could probably-tell you an awful lot-about
: c~3,

.) -2'
that particular facility _right'now because I happen to

'3 ' live.in'Massapequa and I have gone to church at that

4 particular-facility.. What would you like to.know about

'5' it?

6- (Laughter.)'

7 Q -Would the same be the case for any of the other

8
facilities on~ your list? tit sounds like I picked a very

9 bad-example.

10
(Laughter.)

- 11, A I am sorry, would you ask-your question again,

12 - please?

I
Q 'Well, the kinds of factors I just described

14 - to you, if I were to take one of the facilities on

15 your list and not the Massapeagua Grace Episcopal Church,
3

| 16 could you give me that kind of information do you believe
u 17 after some brief discussion with a member of your staff?o
=
*

18 '
_g A Yes, I could, because you see we have a shelter
*
.

18
| profile that is worked out on each. It is a form that is
!~ 20
i worked out on each shelter and it identifies the number of

21
toilets, whether there are shower facilities, whether there

j. 22- are food preparation facilities, the square footage, office
23

space and identifies just.what r.> oms might be available and

24

n it gives, as the name indicates, a profile of its suitability '
.

25
0 This is a profile that has been put together by

.

a

..
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gm Sim 8-11 II your staff?
,x,

( h- ,21 =A- Yes.:s

: 3.: -Q -Did you.have that information from the. facility

4 or'did you make.an> independent verification of that?

5- A My staff in its contact with the managers'of

6. those facilities I would suggest by both talking ~to the

'

7 people .there and by l'ooking at the facilities there, you-know ,

8 'it.is:a combination of.these things. This is what we have

9>

got and this i's what would'be available to you if you use

10 '

our place as a shelter.

- 11 ' -

g .I am not going to go through the exercise of

12 -
doing any of this, Mr. Rasbury. Is it' fair to say that

q 13
there are facilities on your list which do not have, forN)

14 example, the shower facilities?
1

15 A Yes, that-is fair to say.;
g 16

Q And there'are buildings or facilities on your
'E 17
g list which do not have what could fairly be characterized
3
*

18
-y as a good roadway network leading into and out of the

18'| facility?

I 20
i A I am not prepared to say yes to that. Most of

these places are pretty easily accessible. They are in

!. 22
communities, of course, and are well known to the residents

23'
of the communities which is at the basis of using them.

24
I can't think of any that are remote and, therefore,

25 ' would not be accessible easily by automobile. I wouldn't

i
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-[Sim '8-12' l
. say that-at all.

.,-,

( ). 2: .p' The facilities that you are talk'ing about,

,
3 |Mr.-Rasbury,.may be well-known-to the residents around

~

4
..

that area, but they may not be well known to the evacuees
,

:- 5 that would have to use them, correct?

6~ 'A - I appreciate that and let me go to something we-
,

1

7 -. talked 1about at the time of our deposition, and.that is j
i

s8 that _ there would be a reception center and the . people would ~ )
9 not go:--~you mentioned earlier in your question whether or

lof not'this listing would be made public and everybody would
11 just take off and go to one of these things on their own.

~

12 They would not.

13[] They would come to one or more reception centers
v

14 and having determined that there are people in that group
. 15

that needed or wanted shelter, they would be directed to
2
g 16 a specific shelter, and that shelter would be one that could

17
be easily identified, located and gotten to by anyone

2

f following the most basic of directions.
18

|
18

| At my reception center I would probably also

" have transportation for those who had gotten there somehow

{ 21 and .had not transportation of their own and they would
.*

_f be moved there.
22

23
Q Is it fair to say, Mr. Rasbury, that not all of

24
g the facilities on this list have food preparation facilities

V' 25
available to them?
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.$Sim 8-13'1' A That is correct. That is,:however, not a limiting
,..,

.

j .2 factor /in tsrms of being able to feed people there. .We haveI

3 La canteen element manned by' or staffed by Red Cross volunteer a

4 and we have a great capability of obtaining ~ food,. bringing4

's it in, serving _it, brea' king down the' tables and whatever~

6 else necessary and moving out.

7 And-I would-like to make reference to my long

8 military career, we feed combat troops on the line hot

8 meals because our mess. halls can it up, bring it up,-serve-

'
10

~

it-and get out of there, and we 'can do-something very

11 similar.

12 O Mr. Rasbury, the list that we have been re' ferring.
,

/''N 13 to that is attached to your July 25'th letter, it has not
i isJ

14 been tailored in any way to the Shoreham situation, has it?

15 A No, it has not.
c ?

| 16 0 Do you believe, Mr. Rasbury, that all o'f the
0
o 17

facilities on your list are within the jurisdiction of your
34

f- Chapter, that is that those facilities are within Nassau18

: :
18! County's jurisdiction?

;- i

-o .

S
" A Every facility here is within the jurisdiction

,

.-

j 21
of the Nassau County Chapter of the American Red Cross,

3

every one.

23end Sim
-Joe Fols-

24

- h
x_ / .. ,

I.

4
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. ,

; ;;gj 4 ;.- Q ' Would the ' panel look. at - page '13. ofi. the . testimony.
.

,i
T b L2- lLet:me"ask a question of the LILCO witnesses. There|-is a
Q/; '

'

:3- . discussion in the . answer. -- th'e first paragraph of the: answerE
~

- -

; ;4 "to Question 13,7 regarding what I will callLthe history oft

's- ' relocation: ~ center fissues . -

_

6 It mentions Suffolk County Community College,

7 - BOCES Islip Occupational Center, State University of New

.g. York at Stoney ' Brook, State University of New Yo'rk ;at
.

g Farmingdale,:and St. Joseph's College at Patchogue as

to facilities .which have previously 'been identified in the
. .

g't - LILCO plan ~.

12 Is that a fair statement', Mr. Weismantle?

13 'A (Witness Weismantle) That is' correct.
'

14 Q I would like to know if any of these five
.

! 15 facilities were ever approached by LILCO to determine their
~

i

j 16 availability as a relocation center during an emergency at

f 17_ - Shoreham?
I

18 A No, we didn't approach them directly.*

I
j- gg Q Thank you. Would you look at the bottom of page

C

e
e

'E 20 13? This discusses Contention 24.0, and makes the statement
* *

'

{ 21 that Suffolk County Community College would not be available
*

Z2 -for use ir the LILCO plan due to the political position being

~
.

23 taken by the Suffolk County Government.

24 Do you see that statement?
'%

,

_ f
).

'

\, . 25 A (Witness Weismantle) Yes.,

I

-- - .,- , ., ---,--, ,. _ . , , . . ,: y-- .-va-, . ..<,,--.,,,w,,.-.,y,.,__.w..,,,,,r,w,., ,w,-,.nvann,.ve.,,r,y-,,. .+w,.ee- ,,.o
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s'( L1, AL (Witness Robinson)- .Yes,1we do.,

;F.

(( }; ~2
'

-L Q - f Contention" 24.0 refers .to. the resolution which,x/ -

3 have been": enacted eby ' the 'Suffolk County Legislature, isn'.t
-4- 'that. correct?:

-

5' A- -Yes.-

6 ,Q And have you ' reviewed those . resolutions?- Ever

-- 7 seen them?. '

8 A' I have seen.them. I haven't' looked atLthem
9. .very recently, but' I have 'seen them 'several times, yes.

- 10 Q; ~ Right below the reference to Suffolk County.
.11 Community College, there is a statement: In addition,

12 LILCO more recently 'was informed by the Red ; Cross -that

-13 State University of New York at Stoney Brook would-not be
,

14 available.
"

j ' 15 .

,

Do you see that statement?
Y
g 16 A Yes.

o

| 17 0 Could you just tell me when LILCO was informed.1

{ 18 in this regard?
%
.

.g. 19 A
-

I can't give you an exact date -without checking:

-[ 20 my calendar of notes, but I was called by Mrs. Nocher and,

.
-

21 so informed, yes.
~

*

g' 22 0 Can you give me an approximate date? This

23
'

,
. Spring; this Summer? i

24 A' I would say -- and again, it is memory, and I
2 would have to confirm, it was probably late Spring, early

.

.

L-

:*
'

|i
-l

!
*

_,,-..L
. - _ . _ . _ . . . - _ _ . - . _ - - - . _ . - _ . . . _ . . _..._,.,_,._._._,_.,-.,_.-m
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11 . Summer, but I Ljust cannot' pin down the date at this ~ point.
~

) .2 .I know'it was a telephone call.
v

3- O' .Looking on page 14, about the middle of the
_

4 .page, there.is a statement that says that,_and again we are

5 _still'on'.this history, but: Later on LILCO' identified BOCES
,

6 Islip Occupational Center,-State University of New York at=
.

7 'Farmingdale, and St.' Joseph's College as. primary relocation

8 centers, and ' Dowling College as a secondary - relocation

9 center.

10 Do you see that statement?

11 A Yes.

12 0 With the exception of Dowling College, these

(~N 13 were the same facilities that had been relied upon'by LILCO
\ }
%~/

14 in Revision 0 of the plan, isn't that correct?
I.

5 15 A No, that is not correct, because there is no
2-

| 16 longer -- Suffolk County Community College, Selden Campus,
0j. 17 or SUNY Stoney Brook.
5
*

18 Q Yes, but what I am saying is BOCES, SUNY
I
'

; 19 Farmingdale and St. Joseph's College had all been identified
:

M previously by LILCO in its plans, correct?

[. 21 A In a different configuration, yes.
a-

j 22 Q Does LILCO still rely upon Dowling College as

23 - a relocation center?

. 24 A As of -- we have explained I think at great lengthtO
-ks# - - 25 in here, we are currently looking at moving people more direct ly

- - . . - - -, .- .. - --.-.--- - ~ . - - . . . - .
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l' ;into Nas'sau County.

I ); 2 And'I;had no personal = contact with this.at all.

3 As far-as I know, the suffolk County Red Cross does'have an

4 agreement with Dowling College,- but as lof right now we are

5 not| rely.ing on that, no.

6(. . O And is your answer the same with respect to St.
1

7 Jo'seph's College? That is, that LILCO is not now relying

8 .on St. Joseph's College as a relocation center?

9: A- That is not to say that at some point there might

to be some people needing shelter who were directed there by the

-11 Red Cross, but no, we are not at the moment relying on that,

12 .al.though in that particular case I have had a conversation

13
-] with one of the administrators, Sister Virginia Callahan.

%.J
14 -Q I am just trying to understand what LILCO presently

| 15 intends, Mrs. Robinson, because things kind of change in this
2
9

'g 16 a rea , and'at the present time is it fair to say that LILCO

17 intends to have all relocation centers in Nassau County, and
3-

{ 18 therefore, would not intend to rely upon Dowling College or
k

19 St. Joseph's College?[
E

{ 20 A I think that it is fairer to say that right now

i 21 LILCO does not -- cannot rely on agreements with facilities
2-

]g 22 within suffolk County, I don't think it is fair to say that

23 we don't believe that at some point that persons needing

24 shelter, as Mr. Rasbury refers to them, might be sheltered
I(D
\~ #- 2 at those facilities.

.4

w..
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1 1" 1So,- that in- no ~ way would I say they| are being,
'.v"c

-T ij
,

' excluded,1or. cut off, or? disregarded. -But in terms ofL2

, 3; ireliance,Lwe have had!rather a bad' experience'in Suffolk-

;4 ; Coun ty .

5 I -Q
'

,
Let-me|just.see if I'canfget a_ quick. answer to

>

s- my question, Mrs. Robinson.- I am'not asking what_LILCO'

7- believes may be the case. What LILCO believes may happen.

8' (in'the-future.

9 At the present time,'does LILCO rely on either

10 of'these-two facilities as relocation centers? Yes or no..

11 A -A qualified no.

12 A (Witness Weismantle) I think our answer on.the,

13 full paragraph on page 16 explains, again, what Ms. Robinson-

b-
14 -just said.

| 15 0 Going over to page 15, actually beginning at the
$
$ 16 bottom of page 14, you talk about the letters that' came in

1

'

3 17 from BOCES, Islip, and SUNY Farmingdale, and you say: Theseo
3

!. .18 letters disavowed any agreements to make their facilities
r
i"

g 19 available for Shoreham planning purposes due to the political
I

| 20 position of the Governor of New York State regarding Shoreham.

I 21 Do you see that?
*

j~ 22 A (Witness Weismantle) Yes.
.

' 23 A (Witness Robinson) Yes.
;

24~ Q Do you have those letters with you? .These are
. A'

_/ 26 the letters dated June 21, 1984.
.
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11 'A No, I' don't.

. ',-
,

t :2 -Q' Well, is ' it ' your understanding ' that the .only . reason
r .,,/ -

3 -expressed in these letters of June 21, 1984, for facilities
~

4 'not being'made available.to LILCO, was because of the political-

, 5 position of1the Governor of New York State regarding Shoreham?

'6 A I would rather not-answer until I have seen a

7 -copy of the-letter, if you don't mind.

8 (Mr. Miller hands document-to Ms. Robinson)

9 0 I will hand you copies of the two letters. Just

10 for the sake of the record, these are the letters which are

11 Attachments to the revisions to the direct tes'timony of David

12 Harris and Martin Mayer, on behalf of Suf folk County regardinc

13 Contention 75.

14 A (Witness Robinson) In both letters, there is
.

Lj 15 a sentence which a quick reading, appears to be identical,
.

~

16 and which to me, says that very clearly. It is the last.

8 17 sentence in paragraph 3 of the Hymes letter, and paragraph 3
2
2

'18 of the letter signed by Dr. Cipriani.*

I
-j 19 Q Yes. Ms. Robinson, my questidn is: Isn't it

e

'f 20 true that these letters both specify a number of reasons for

-i 21 why the facilities are not going to be made available to
5

22 LILCO, and only one of those reasons is, as you say in your

a testimony, because of the political position of the Governor

24 'of New York State regarding Shoreham.
b'
A,,/ u There are other reasons set forth in these letters ,

. _ . . _ __ __ .
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1 ' aren 't1there.>g
g

_

_
_ .

J | 2- A :No. To me, to;my reading it is the summary-ys
-

.3 sentence : and it says inf buth cases; in' accordance with |the. ,

g

4- ' Governor's position, the Campus of the BOCES . II . Occupational
,-

-5- Center in Islip will not-be avai1able'to the American Red

6 Cross or LILCO for use in implementing the LILCO ' plan, and

'

7 in accordance with-the Governor's position, SUNY Farmingdale

8 will not be"available to the American Red Cross or LILCO for
9 use in implementing the LILCO plan.

10 0- Let's look at the first agreement,1the first -

11- letter, Mrs.' Robinson. June 21, 1984, sent to Mrs. Nocher

12 of' the Suffolk County Chapter of the Red Cross from Mr.

13 Hymes of BOCES II. Looking at the second paragraph, doesn't

14 the second paragraph state that BOCES II has not entered

h 15 into any agreement with the American Red Cross or LILCO
.(
[ 16 to serve as a relocation center or as a decontamination and
0

] 17 monitoring facility for Shoreham emergency?
E

{ 18 'A It lists many facts, but in terms'of a
2
s 19 concluding --~ you ask me what I base this conclusion on, and
I

| 3) on the basis of reading this letter, reading a long statement,

I 21 to my mind it very clearly sums it up that this is in
)

-| 22 accordance with the Governor's position.,

23 Q The third paragraph you referred.to starts with

24 the words, 'in addition.',,

'\ l W5 A The Governor of New York State --
.

..

l

4 - ,. -. _ _ _ _ , _ . - . . . _ . . .r.. . , - . . . - _ - - . . . .m,-.



.
.-- p _ ._- --

. ._,
-

14,788'

; 9 -8 -W21
,.

*

1 7Q ,Does:it start with the words, 'In addition?'
,,

._

[ 2' A- -That is correct'..
,.

3- !Q Land you gather that that is a summary of the

4 , entire letter, that-paragraph?
,

5 'A 'That lastfsentence seems very clear to me.

_
6~ A. (Witness Cordaro) That'is the only reason.that

7- .is' included in those letters, for their position. The

8 paragraph above, which goes into a number of factors, just

'9 advises that they haven't ' entered into an agreement with .the

10 :American Red Cross for ---to serve as a relocation center-

11 ;for Shoreham, and it just specifies what their understanding-

12 of that agreement is, and factors. involved in that agreement.
~(~ 13 It doesn't use that as a reason for not entering

(, S[
14 into that agreement. The only reason given in the letter

h 15 is in that third paragraph.

3
g 16 Q Okay, thank you. That is an interesting

{ 17 interpre tation . Could I have my letters back? Thank you.
3-
*

18 Do you recall, Mrs. Robinson, or anyone on the panel, when
r -

t

g 19 you first saw these letters of June 21, 1984, referring to
e

'

20 both the BOCES letter and the Farmingdale letter?

h 21 A It was some time in the last week in June,
I.

22 I believe.

23 . O Did you receive them from Mrs. Nocher of the

24 Suffolk County Chapter?
(
() 25

.
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1- LA (Witness Robinson) No, I was advised'of them
,

.

(: :( ) 2 by counsel, that they were attached toitestimony.that'was
.

3. ~ filed.
,

4 And, as a matter of fact,- I. then -- I called Mrs.

5 Nocher, .and at that point she said she hadn't even seen them.-
.

6 She had-been away on vacation, and then she went through-

7 hdr mail and called me back and said, yes, she received

8 them. -

9 Q Did-you ever have discussions, you or anyone

10 with LILCO, to your' knowledge, have discussions with Mrs.

11 Nocher regarding these letters?

12 A I-did.
.

r' 13 O What was the substance of those discussions? >

b
14 A The substance was that. she believed that she

i 15 had-a valid agreement with BOCES II. She believed that the
!
| 16 Nassau County Chapter had a valid agreement with SUNY Farm-

8 17 inedale, and that she was, at that point, quite upset by theo
i
*

18 letters,
t
i
g 19 Q- Do you know, Mrs. Robinson, if Mrs. Nocher ever
:

20 followed up and discussed this matter with BOCES II?,

21 A I don't know.
*

| 22 Q Do you know if she ever discussed this matter

23 with Farmingdale? I

24 A I don't know, but I doubt it since that was a

Os- 25 Nassau County agreement.

.
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1 Q Do you know if the Nassau County Chapter has ever

() 2 discussed this matter with Farmingdale?

3 A I think it would be appropriate to ask Mr.

4 Rasbury.

5 Q Since you -- have you ever seen this letter, Mr.

6 Rasbury, the June 21 letter?

7 A (Witness Rasbury) No, I have not. I heard that

8 one exists.

9 Q You have heard about it. Have you ever discussed

10 it, you or anyone on your staff, with Farmingdale?

11 A We wanted to know, if this thing existed, number

12 one, why we didn't get it as opposed to going to Mrs. Nocher;

13 and number two, we had just not long before that renewed an

14 insurance agreement.

! 15 Q Did you ever discuss it with Farmingdale? Anyone
3

] 16 at Farmingdale?

f ,17 A No.
1

.
18 0 Let's look at page 15 of the testimony. Therer

i

is a statement at the top of the page -- towards the top ofg 19

i
j 20 the page -- LILCO is faced with a planning problem at certain

[ 21 relocation centers which can be, and LILCO believes will be,
a

j 22 available in an actual emergency, cannot be relied upon in the
23 LILCO plan.

24 Do you see that statement? I take it that this

25 is your assumption that facilities that are not now available
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I will be available in the event of an actual emergency?

() 2 A (Witness Robinson) Well, the can be is based on

3 the fact that we have heard of nothing that would indicate

4 that those buildings were no longer fit for human habitation.
5 That they have been burned down, or shut down, or deserted

6 or any such thing, and, therefore, they can be available,
7 and yes, I think that based on everything that any of us
8 have ever dealt with in public or private life, that is
9 should people be in need of food and shelter that these

10 facilities would be available.
11 I know we have cited it before, and I don't

12 have a copy cf it with me, there have been statements,
13 specially -- I know of one by Governor Coumc in a statement
14 which he released, saying that in an actual emergency every-

$ 15 thing would be done to alleviate any exposure to the public,
0

{ 16 and I cannot believe that he would turn people away from a
0

| 17 facility that is run by New York State.
3

{ 18 Q Let me go back to my question, Mrs. Robinson. It
i
s 19 is a fairly simple, straight forward question. Is this state-I
| 20 ment based upon your assumption that f acilities will be

{ 21 available?

| 22 MS. McCLESKEY: Objection. Asked and answered.
23 JUDGE LAURENSON: I think she told you what went

24 into.her belief. Sustained.

25 BY MR. MILLER: (Continuing)

-- - - - - - - - - --
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' h it .1 JQ. Haveiyou ever beenetold by-any-County'or: State'
"

' y,-x}: :2. official,;Mrs.-Robinson,;have you-or anyone at LILCO, to:your
_

. .. .

.
.

v. . ,

-

"
~

, . s' knowledge, beenLtold by'anyisuch officials that these,

4 -facilitieslactually will'be available,to LILCO in the event

_v5 .of'an emergency at'Shoreham? *
_>

q

, j. 6_
.

A They would'be-available to-the publ'c"- -to the-

i

-7 ' Red. Cross ---
'

8 -Q :Mrs. .' Robinson, pleaseL answer my questions . ~I

e don't want to. limit you with yes~or no's, but please answer

10 my| question. . -My question is:- HasTLILCO or anyone. at LILCO,.

11 to your knowledge, been told by, a State Lor County official

12 that .these .. facilities : would actually be available ini the . event.~

13 of an emergency at-Shoreham.

14 A As much as the Governor's statement was'a public

h. 15 statement, yes.

3
.g 16 Q Anything beyond that, Mrs.-Robinson?

.

.0
'u 17 A' In terms of'a direct statement from a stateo
i
*

18 official, no.

]h 19 - Q And in terms of a County official?'

A
f. 20 A I don'.t recall.

h, ' 21 Q In Answer 14, on page 15 of the testimony, there
:

; 22 is a statement:: Working with the Red Cross, LILCO will soon

23- designate a center or centers, depending upon capacity that

24 will be listed'in the LILCO plan and in public information

25 materials.
.

h

9
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11- I.take it that at this time.LILCO has not-. ,

''

p 2. identified or' located:such facilities. Isn't that correct?
/

3 A' Right..
,

4 Q And, Mr. Rasbury, at this time has the Red Cross,.

5 your chapter of the Red Cross, ' identified or located such'

6 a facility or facilities?
~

7 'A (Witness . Rasbury) We have identified a facility,

8 . and negotations are going forth to secure that facility, but

9 they have not been consummated yet.

10 'O Are you saying, facility in the singular?

11 A' .I am working on more than one.

12 - 0 At the time of your deposition, Mr. Rasbury, you

-s 13 told us that you were negotiating with two such facilities.

14 Is that still the case?

h 15 A That is still the case.
-t

| 16 0 And you would not identify those facilities, if

8 -17 you remember. Would you tell me now, Mr. Rasbury, the
3

18 identification of the facilities you are negotiating with?*

r

f 19 A I decline to tell you now, as I did when you
g
[' s took the deposition because they aren 't mine yet to offer.
.

{ _
21 When I have concluded my negotiations, and they have in fact

*

| 22 agreed to nake the facility or facilties available to me,

M then I will be happy to announce it to you and the free

24 world.

! . . 25 ' Q Has LILCO been informed by you as to the

d. ..
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1 identification of these facilities?

2 A None of them they know. The other, they still

3 have not been advised of.

4 0 Would you identify the facility to me that you

5 have identified to LILCO?

6 A I think I said just about thirty seconds ago that

7 I~would not.

8 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, I would request

9 that the Board instruct Mr. Rasbury to identify the

10 facilities that he is negotating with, at least the one

11 facility which he has identified to LILCO.

12 LILCO is nothing but another party in this

f-~N 13 proceeding. The County, and the State, and the Staff and
( )

14 the Board deserve the same treatment.

$ 15 MS. McCLESKEY; Judge Laurenson, I object to
4
3

[ 16 the County's request that the Board order Mr. Rasbury to

8 17 identify the facilities that he is negotiating with. I thinko
5
a

18 that first that identification of the facilities when there
5

h 19 are no present agreements with the facilities, is not going
i
| m to further the record in this proceeding, and to the extent

i 21 that we could sit and speculate about potential problems that
i

22 may be raised by facilities that may or may not ultimately

23 be relied upon, that his testimony would be speculative.

End 9 24
Sue fois

,

r
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.'.610-1-Suet - In. addition,-the - well, I think.I-will'stop-1
,

Ys
.

S,-) 2 there.- "q

~

'3' .MR.-MILLER: Well, Judge Laurenson,-I will

4 comment, then.

.5: Ms. McCleskey says<if Mr. Rasbury told us it
,

,

:6 would be speculative.- That was the' basis for our moving

F 7 to strike this entire piece of testimony, that it's specula-

8 tive.- And.the Board found against,the county's motion in
.

9 that regard.

10 Well, this can be no more speculative than'when

11 the County coved.to strike the testimony for the same
4

.

12 reasons.

s 13 MS. MC CLESKEY: No, sir. The testimony lays
v,

i 14 out very clearly a plan of action for relocation' centers

! 15 for-the LILCO Transition Plan. And that is not speculative.
$*

{ 16- The only detail, which is the detail that Mr.

8 17 Miller is now pursuing, that wasn't laid out was which
f

'

>,

-{ . 18 centers will serve as these reception centers. And ik.,

E

g 19 Rasbury has testified that he doesn't know yet, and when he
5
g m knows he will tell everybody.

i

i 21 I also think that it's just specious to suggest
i
j 22 that LILCO stands in the same position to the Red Cross as

23 the other parties in this proceeding, and I would like to,.

24 conclude by noting that Mr. Miller has advanced no legitimato
O
\. / 2 reason why this record will be advanced by identifying these

.

h.
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i 10-2-SueF- facilities that are being negotiated with.
'

!
.4

:[ Y ' 2 '. And'it'cannot.but help but be clear to everyone-~

Lf

- 3' in thisiroom:that'if those' facilities are identified that

. 4' it may impede ~ further-negotiations.

-e - ~5 -MR. MILLER:- Well,: that's.a-serious accusation'.

6 JUDGE LAURENSON: . Let me:ask-Mr. Rasbury, are

7_ .you, or.is the: Red' Cross, represented by counsel.here:

8x today?

g . WITNESS.RASBURY: I am not and neither.is - -

to ;well, the' Red. Cross is not.

-11 JUDGE LAURENSON: - Okay. Well, in that case I
.

12 ' would like to have you tell us why you believe that-the
.

13 disclosure of one or both of these. facilities would impede

iO
14 the Red Cross' work?

h 15 WITNESS RASBURY: As far aloof as I have tried<

b 4

] is to remain from the political impact of the question sur-

] 8 17 rounding Shoreham, I'm not unaware that there is something
i

;- 18 like this.
I'

} 19 It would appear to me very likely that if I

! $
'

f' m. identify the fact that I'm dealing with Agency A about ar<

! i 21 facility that pressures of one kind or the other might,
5

! 22 in fact, be put upon the people at Agency A and they may
:

,

i

23 decide that they maybe don't need to buy into this kind of '

J

24 Problem. And before they have had a chance to completely

25 hear my concerns and determine how responsive and responsibli n,

.

9

e

s , , _ , , _ _. . . . . , - . ~ , , -' . . , . , ~7, ,.-,._,_,y ,,...,,_...-m,, y. .,.,,,,..y,.-.%. - - , ,m-y ~-._
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;41d-3-SueTg they ~ want- to : be, .-might - determine ' then ' not to make the
..

7^'[ i
2- facility _available,

q

3u 3: I think.we are also. concerned with -- that's on.
- the one hand. I think we are also concerned with sitting;4

;5 hereiidentifying a facility, Facility X, and then trying to
_

6 Lestimate or guess as to what its limitations might be in-

7 trying to go on. I t!.?.nk this was the speculation that

a was being. referred to earlier.

9 We don't want to start to speculate as to
~

to - whether this facility is, in the judgment of someone else

it here, suitable, adequate or otherwise. I'm saying that I

-12 really' don't have anything to give the Board, to give
.

13 _ counsel, until such time as someone has told me yes, it's
O

14 .available to you. And at that time I have absolutely no

5 15 hesitation in publishing it.

$'
[ 16 JUDGE LAURENSON: Just for clarification, are

8' 17 both of these facilities that you are talking about in that
$

_; 18 list that you attached to your Attachment Number 1?
!
!
; 19 WITNESS RASBURY: They are not.
e

h 20 JUDGE LAURENSON: They are not?
I

i E 21 WITNESS RASBURY: They are not.
$

[ 22 MR. MILLER: I.think, Judge Laurenson, neither

,

,
23 of the facilities is on the list that we've been talking

l'
u 24 about.
! 'N
{. s_) 25 WITNESS RASBURY: No, it's not.

*
,

!

..

*

k
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; #10-4-Suet 1 ;MR. MILLER: That's correct, isn't'it?
._

; :2 . WITNESS RASBURY: Right. Correct, they are not
,

_

3 listed..
.

4 JUDGE LAURENSON: And tell us, Mr. Miller, why

5 the County'needs|this information.

6 MR. MILLER: Judge'Laurenson, I think the

7 _information is relevant and it's material. .Therefore,

8 under the NRC regulations'we_are entitled to know'it, we

9 are entitled to ask..

10 JUDGE LAURENSON: What's it relevant to in

11 . terms of your contention?

12 MR. MILLER: It's relevant to LILCO's compliance

13g with the criteria of NUREG 0654, means of relocation.

('
14 Location of relocation centers. It's relevant to all the

$ 15
.. issues that have been brought forth and are being litigated
j 16 as set forth in Contentions 74 and 75. It's relevant to
o

| 17 the LILCO testimony. It's relevant to the County's con-
1

I 18 cern regarding the LILCO testimony and the LILCO plan,r
2
g 19 JUDGE LAURENSON: Mr. Rasbury has described these
5j 20 as preliminary type negotiations. Ile has no commitment

{ 21 from either one of these two facilities.
>

| 22 So, what are we going to advance by putting this
23 in the record in terms of a resolution of your contentions?
24 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, my concern is how

(
t. - 25 is the County supposed to protect its interest with respect.

|
,

L ________m__ _ _ . . . .. .
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410-5-suet 1 'to-the' adequacy of a facility if we assume, for example,

2-j that 60 days from now Mr..Rasbury has an agreement and then

3 he is willing to identify to the world, as he says, the
4 identity of that facility, how then is the County to make
5 its views known regarding the adequacy of the facility?
6 JUDGE LAURENSON: That could still. happen even

7 if we~ disclose the two facilities today. These negotiations

8 'may fall'through and they may come up with two different

9 facilities 60 days from now.

10 So, I don't see how this disclosure accomplishes I

11 anything in terms of establishing probative evidence on <

12 the County's contentions. .

.

r~N 13 MR. !! ILLER: Judge Laurenson, you are absolutely
U

14 right. There is no guarantue even if !!r. Rasbury were to

| 15 tell us who he is now negotiating with, that those would
I
g to indeed be the facilities. Ile has made that clears he

0o
; 17 doesn't know.
1
*

18 But, at least at this time we are confronted
I
{ 18 with the situation where there are negotiations underway
I
| 20 with specific facilities, which is abour tPn most npocific
.

{ 21 thing about this piece of LILCC tontimony. It could be '

)

| 22 that down the road, Mr. Rasbury will negotiate with a
23 third or fourth facility and at that time, you are right, i

24 there is no way today we can do anything about that.
. f3

25 But we are confronted today with a situation--

i.
. . . . _ _ _ __ _ _ . _ . - . _ _ - - . _ _ _ . . _ _ . _ . - _ - . _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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410-6-Suet 1 where there are at least some facts now known to Mr. Rasbury
-

,
that could be put in evidence before this Board. At a

'
2

3 minimum, the County would reserve its right to reopen this

4 issue if these facilities are not going to be identified,

5 and if in'the future LILCO comes forward to identify-
J

s facilities after this matter has been closed.
7 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, the County

a doesn't need to reserve rights today. It always can show

9 good cause to reopen issues if new infotmation warranto

10 it.

11 ' JUDGE LAURENSON: Does the State have a position

12 on this?
.

('')s, 13 WITNESS RASBURY: I would like to make a comment
\. '

14 later, Judge.
<

h 15 JUDGE LAURENSON: We will let you sum up for I

16 the Rod Cross.

| 17 (Laughter.)
I

| *
18 MR. ZAlfNLEUTER: I think that if the record is.

!
r 19 closed, then the State would also wish to reserve its right
:

f 20 to move to reopon the record. But, honestly I don't see

} 21 how the record could be closed because you have already
2

| 22 heard testimony that the list of facilities in Attachment

23 1 will not be made known to the public and have not been

24 designated as relocation conters.
O
L/ 28 JUDGE LAURENSON: You are saying even if he

,

_ - - - _ _ _ _ - _ - - - _ _ - - - - - _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - _ - -
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:#10-7-Suet ~1'- answered those, gave. the : answer to the question Mr. Miller |
c

/ ) '2| is asking,:you still don't c1'ose the record? Is'that a,

s.; -

3 summary of what you are saying?. >

;

4 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: Now that I reconsider, I

5 .think-that it might be' closed in' favor of the Intervenors-
m .-.

6 because the burden of' proof lies.with the Ap'plicant.

7. JUDGE LAURENSON: Mr. Rasbury.

8 WITNESS RASBURY: I only want to make.the obser-

9 vation, two observations. One,Tn3 are not talking -- I can

10 appreciate his concern about the adequacy of centers and

11 shelters. -We are not talking about shelters. We are

12 talking about a reception' center. We sre talking about --

13 I think we. talked in terms, during the deposition, taking

14 the. clearing-house activity where individuals would be

$ 15 directed by virtue of published information, the electronic
3

~ 1 16 media, to go to one or more reception centers at which time
O

| 17 they would identify road nets that they might be able to
i
*

18 travel on if they wanted to continue travelling westward.
't

h 19 If they need shelter, which of our. shelters-
i

f - 20 they would go to.
- 1

{ . 21 The second part here is that those facilities
>

'

f 22 listed in the attachment to my letter are shelters, are

C 23 congregate care centers that will be used. Which ones will
.

..
24 be used will be determined at the reception center when

.

\/ Ti : they will drive up, walk up, however they will get there,-

~
,

e- - -, -e. e r- , - - -, , _ , , - - , , ,
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- #10-8-Suet 1- 'and wefwill'tell them: All right. We will send you to
~

,-

)] 2 Place A,.B or C.

We are not going'to do any sh'eltering at this3

4 pl$ce'that I'm trying-to get, or these places that I'm
~

'S trying to get. We will, in~' fact, attempt to steer

6 individuals who might need it in the directions they.might'

neeb to go.7

8 MR. MILLER: ' Judge Laurenson, just one quick
.

.9 comment, because I think this is important. At the begin-

10 -ning of this testimony, you asked.Ms. McCleskey: .Do you

11 have any corrections, or additions, or: changes. The answer

12 was no.

s 13 If you look at the testimony on Page 15, it

- (V\

14 clearly says at the bottom: The Red Cross will staff these

j ~15 centers. These are the centers we are now referring to.
3-

- g- 16 And might use them as emergency centers from which the
0

| 17 evacuees will be sent to other shelter or as relocation
9

| 18 centers.
r
i

i 19 Now, it sounds like Mr Rasbury is saying it.

i

f 2b couldn't be the latter, it would have to be-the former. I,

--} 21 mean, at some place LILCO has to stop changing its testimony-

a

{ 22 and its plan regarding relocation centers. Enough is enough,6

23 And I think the present testimony says these

24 centers that Mr. Rasbury is now negotiating with could be
p )1;
A' M -used as relocation centers to shelter the public. And thats

.

&

> ,--m . - - . - , , , - -- - - - - - - -w, -,,r ,m , , - - - - - m m
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110-9-Suet 1- ^information is material and relevant information'which

(i
~'

-
.

.

)- 2. . should be provided.

3 JUDGE'LAURENSON: I_ raise this with some reluctance,

4 but it's a question I've been thinking about,-and that is

i
5 fif you would look at Attachment 4'to the LILCO testimony,

6 the Statement of Understanding between the State of New

7L York'and the American National Red Cross, on the first page,

8 the first sentence of the paragraph which is captioned

.9~ "The'American Red Cross"'says that, "The American Red Cross

10 is an instrumentality of the United States Government with

11 a Congressional Charter..." so on and so forth.

12
.

Does this raise the' question of executive

13 privilege? If, in fact, the Red Cross is lui inst' umentality[ r

14 of the United States Government, if these are negotiations '

$ 15 that are going on at the present time that have not become
t
9

[ 16 final, is this -- and I realize Mr. Rasbury is'here without
O

| 17 legal counsel today and that's the reason I'm raising it
3

| 18 now, to at least solicit the views of counsel who-are

!
p 19 present, whether this is a factor that we should also
i
th M- consider?
_

{ 21 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, I think the short
>

f. M and easy answer is that even_if you assume there were such

23 a privilege, and I don't, but if you make that assumption
24 LILCO has been told about these negotiations by the Red,

'

/'' - 25 Cross, by Mr. Rasbury. Any privilege has clearly been waived .

t

we

'~

..-+,-+n- - ,. ,-,- -
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$c #10-10-Suer JUDGE LAURENSON:
^

. ell, that would beLtrue IW

vf'N ..

from what.Mr.!
/ .2 guess'as to'the one of the two centers,

3 Rasbury said earlier. But that doesn't resolve it'for the

4 other one, if in fact there has~been that kind of waiver. 1

5 Any comments from anybody else?

'6 'MR. MILLER: Well, let me finish up so you can

7 go on to the other parties. I also think, although I would

8 want to'research it, but it strikes'me that executive

9 privilege is not available to an instrumentality; it's

10 available to an 7gency of the United States Government.

11 And'I'm not sure it would be available to the Red Cross

12 in this situation.1,

(~'g 13 JUDGE LAURENSON: I'm not'either. .That's why
U

14 I asked the question.

- h 15 WITNESS RASBURY: Judge, I'm struck by a certain

h
*

g. 16 amount of rigidity here, not in the conduct of the Board.

O

| 17 But Mr. Miller refers to things.which are down here as
s
*

18 cast in concrete and apparently suggests that'they should
r
i .

; 19 never change. And I guess I read these words here just as -

i
[ 20 he does, or as relocation centers.

E[ - 21 I've said before that planning is something that
;

j u develops and goes and grows. At the time this material was

a put down, the concept may have included this as a possibilit: r.

| 24 To sit here and tell me that-I'm going to be
O

25 limited, I'm going to have to use this and keep open--

!

- . . . - . -- , = - , - . . . - . - - . . - . . , - - , - - , .-
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'

#10-11-Suer necessarily the' possibility of using this as a center, when

.}} 2' as my planning and developmen't continues to develop and I
_

'

3 think less and less of that option and more and more of the

4 former, I_think we need to recognize that as of today, at

5 three o? clock'in the afternoon of the 21st of August, we

6 are going to do what"I said we are going to do and that is

7 to use it as a reception center,'if'I can get it, and

8- -divert. traffic to other centers, congregate care centers,

9 shelters,'that we have already provided a listing of.

- 10 And I thisk we need to have a bit more flexibility
~

11 in'part here.

12 JUDGE LAURENSON: We will consider this and be

13 back.within a couple of minutes.
Or'

14 (Whereupon, the hearing was recessed at 2:54 p.m.

-5 15 to reconvene at 3:40 p.m., this same day.)
*
*

j 16 JUDGE LAURENSON: The question of the'identifi-
O

j 17 cation of relocation centers under the LILCO plan has been
'l
'*

. . 18 one of the most difficalt issues in this case. That fact
. .

[ 19 may account for its being heard this week.
- E

O

g 20 LILCO has already filed three separate and

{ 21 distinct pieces of testimony on relocation centers. The
a

f 22 first two have been withdrawn.
'

23 We have already issued subpoenaes in conjunction
|

24 with relocation center testimony.

. 25 In essence, LILCO's claim is that every time a

.

-m-_ _ _ _ _ . - _ _ _ _ d. _ _ _
,g,-*a- r9 ,.,,-y.m g 9-.9_- ---ws, m_gy- ,y,ya qy w3=, ,9 gg ,,-
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'

#10-12-Suet 1 relocation center'is identified and made public, the' State

,f 2 fand/or County takes steps to preclude use of the facility.
. 3 Contention-24.0 says that there is-no relocation center

4 designated.*
,

; 5 At'this time, that contention may be correct.
,

6 However, Suffolk County wants to probe the negotiations
7 underway by the LAmerican Red Cross for the identification

8 of such facility or facilities,.and the Red Cross objects

9 and says'that such a disclosure will impede or hinder its
10 ability to complete its assignment.

11 ~

LILCO also. objects and says that the disclosure

12 of negotiations underway at this time is not probative of,

/~N 13 anything- in the contentions before us. The Red Cross,

U
14 advised LILCO of the identification of one of the two
15 sites under consideration.

{ 16 After having considered the state of the record
o

17 before us now, we deny the Suffolk County motion to compel
2
*

18 Mr. Rasbury to disclose the identification of'the two
!-

j 19 sites under consideration, and we sustain LILCO's objection.
E>

o

'[ M However, we note that there is a void in the,

_

{ . record on this matter and that LILCO has not at this stage21

-

C

! 22 sustained its burden of proof that a relocation center has
.

U been designated. Therefore, by sustaining the objection

24 and' denying the motion to compel, the Red Cross may continue_,

! (
25 to negotiate without disclosure but the void in LILCO's

|

|
|
t ,

i

. .
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#10-13wsueT1 proof on this record remains.-
,

( ) 2' . That con pletes our ruling. ):

\,/! \
!

3
- BY MR.: MILLER: (Continuing)

-Q Would the panel please.look at the sentence ;4

- beginning at the bottom of Page 15 and continuing over-

5

to'16 where it says that LILCO will provide monitoring6

_and' decontamination of-the designated center or centers and7

.will obtain_ agreements specifically allowing LILCO to per-8

form monitoring and decontamination at the facilities'in-g

10 response to a Shoreham emergency.

I take it from this statement that LILCO intends11 ,

'

12 to provide monitoring and decontamination at the facility

. '
13 or the facilities-the Red Cross is now negotiating with;

'" is that correct?34

$ A (Witness Weismantle) That's right,' assuming15

i

f. those negotiations are successful.16

8 end #10 17

j Mary flws
| 18
r
i4

g 19
e
%

j M

_

-{ 21

.a

| 22
.

24

'

N._/ 25

..

- - - - - .---. ,. - - - -- , - - , , , - - , , . , , , , - - , -
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Simoll-1: t' -Q' And at this time,-Mr.;Weismantle,'LILCO has

-nokagreementto'useJsuchfacilitiesformonitoringor
'

') - 2,

,J

3 decontamination, correct?
'

g ' A' (Witness Weismantle) That is right.-

5 Q: Would LILCO, assuming.the Red Cross is successful,
, ,

6- then seek to obtain agreements with.the same facilities for
>

7 use_specifically for monitoring and decontamination?

A That-is right. ' Thatsis what the sentence-says8

9 in our ' testi.nony.

10 Q Mr. Rasbury, the Red; Cross, your Chapter, does

11- not intend-to work with LILCO in this regard; isn't that

12 correct?

:(~} 13 A (Witness Rasbury) Do you mean in the securing
V

14 of the agreements? I am not quite sure what you mean.
i

i 15 Q The securing of agreements regarding monitoring
(

.

| 16 and decontamination. Does the Red Cross intend to work-
8 17 with.LILCO in that regard?
2

'

-2
*

. 18 A We will coordinate. By that I am saying we are
5

h- 19 not going to meet with the same people at the same time. I
2

f m will have my people meet with individuals to secure the

j- 21 facility for what I want done and let it go at that and
L 4

|
! 22 -will allow or get'out of the way of LILCO's coordinating

23 with them for their uses.

24 Q Let's assume that you get your agreements with
t
CN- ' M the facilities, at that point as far as you are concerned,

-

s

i

w m ,-.,,---e-,-,s--, ,wvw----- -- - e e



. .. . . .

'

14,809~

S'im. 11-2 ' 1 .you.are through and any agreements obtained.by LILCO-
,.( - .

3 ,j -2 regardingEmonitoring and-decontamination, that is LILCO's

.3- ' concern, correct?

4 A Correct.

5' ~

Q- Mr. Rasbury, in>your negotiations with the two_ 7

6 facilities that-.we'have discussed,--have you told the

-7.
'

facilities'that LILCO intends'to use those facilities to

'8 perform monitoring and decontamination of evacuees?

9 A No,'that is not my business.- My business is

10 to tell them what I want the facility for and LILCO,. when

11 it coordinates.with them, will tell the owners of the

12'
. facility what they want the facility for.

13~

) g Mr. Rasbury, with respect.to. monitoring and

14 decontamination you would require that evacuees be monitored

15 and, if necessary, decontaminated before evacuees would '

; .

.g 16 be sent to any of the shelters that are set forth on the,

0 '17
g list attached to your July 25th letter?
I
* 18. A That is absolutely correct.
i

18i Q Mr. Weismantle, I apologize if I am repeating
E

'2 20
i myself. Is LILCO at this time engaged in any discussions

.
of any kind regarding the use of facilities for monitoring

! 22
e and decontamination purposes?

!

23 !

A At this time we don't have active discussions.'

24
gS Q Well,.do you have some discussions?
( e
N/

|
~

Mi .i
A We are discussing it internally. H

-|

r-

..



.

=,

14,810

Sim 11-3 -t' -Q You_mean.within LILCO there are' discussions
~ ~

~s . ~

( ) '2 . going on with respect to the propriety and the appro-
a

', 3 priateness of various facilities?

4 A ~We have had cert'ain discussions internally,

-5 yes.

Q' Describe for me the_ discussions you haveLhad.6 ,

7_ A- (Witness Robinson) The thrust of the discussions

8 have been mainly with counsel _and have dealt with the-

9 -requirements that would be required in terms of the

10 agreements,- what ' we have to have covered in the agreements,
'

11 dra f ting - agreements , and until the Red Cross has made a

12 determination, we are kind of waiting on the Red Cross at

p 13 this point, but- we have been having internal discussions and having
Qa

14 discussions within LERIO about the requirements for pro-

h 15 viding'for monitoring and decontamination in terms of
~

$j 16 personnel, equipment and so on. But, aside from that, that

0 17 'just about covers it I think.
o
1
*

18 Q Is it fair to say that at this time LILCO does
o

'

19 not intend to seek agreements with any facilities for
5

f 20 monitoring and decontamination purposes other than the

[ 21 facilities which Mr. Rasbury may obtain agreements with?
:

22 A No, I wouldn't say that.

M Q So you are contemplating using monitoring and

24 decontamination' facilities other than the centers or' center
G
%- 25 which is referenced on page 15 of your testimony?

I

L'
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~

; :Sim~11-4' 1: A
_

Well,.the. reason-I can't answer you absolutely
-

. ,

:( } 2 is.that,.as Mr. Rasbury-made'very clear,;he has not even
q,i

31 Dinformed LILCO of all of his considerations. So it is

41 ;very hard for us at this point to make that kind of final

-5 ' determination.

6 We are making sure that we are ready to-move

7 out,very quickly and. negotiate a contract and that at that

8| point ' we can internally ---that we have cleared up all the

9 questions that-when we go out' to-disc'uss with somebody

10 we can tell them very. clearly _and cogently exactly what

11 we need and what we are-looking for from them and in
~

12 essence be able to move very quickly on' signing a lease

~

13, ~q or contract or agreement.
. ,1

14 We are doing all the preparation work that

- 15
'

. we possibly can'do in-house prior to going out-and seeing
?'
g 16 the owner of a facility.

17 Q Ms. Robinson, you said that internally you
1

{ 18 are working to clear up questions. What questions need
!

19/ ;2 - to-be cleared up?
E

' 20 3 Well, you have to have drafts of contracts. I

{ 21 mean.we have gone through this before and those are kinds
i

f 22 of work that you can do now.

U Quite obviously, because of what has happened
24 in the past, we are going to seek a much more detailed

f}.,

( ,/ 25 and'a very formalized agreement that will withstand_

:
L.

. _ . . 4 _ _ __. _ , ,. . _ . * . . - . . - . _ . , _ _ _ -
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fSim 11 ski scrutiny rather'than th'e more informal agreements;that seem..1

[ |2 to be in~ place-around other plant's. '1

:C/,

3 0 . LLet me'try one more. time.1 -I think I understand,
_

4 'but-to make sure,clet's assume'for.the moment that-

-
'

Mr. .Rasbury's. negotiations'with the two facilities are:5
'

~ 6; successful and he gets both. facilities. Is there a' possibility

7 that LILCO would then . negotiate not - only with i those two--

8 same two facilities for monitoring and decontamination-

- g purposes, but.with other facilities as well?

10 .A No . .

111' Q Mr. .Rasbury, on page 16 of the testimony, the,

12 first full paragraph, there is a general description about
.

13 .how the Red Cross would coordinate the designation of(); .

,~

\-
14 additional shelters if that would be necessary during an

! 15 actual emergency at Shoreham. Do you see that?
$

f 16 A (Witness Rasbury) Yes, I do.
t

t 8- 17 Q Is it fair to say, Mr. Rasbury, that this approache
i

18 would be more or less ad hoc where you, meaning the Nassau*
.

'

g ig County Chapter, would figure as you go along whether persons
Ir

i 3) need to be sent to additional shelters and, if so, which

f 21- shelters they should be sent to?'
'

s

e

i ! 22 A We rule out at this time -- my plans at this time
?

~ 23- do not involve doing any sheltering at the reception center.,

24 - 'I will be clearing them'through there and send them to

: 25 shelters that I have opened as I hope them, and I would be

. .

- . <. <- , - - - - , . , . - - . ., , ,, ......m - - - - . .. -_- .-,-
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- 1- |giving_ consideration-to quantity - 'I am sorry,-I should

f 2 =have.said: capacity of the different~ shelter.:s that.we have

3' and'when:they near being filled, then I would divert them- |
-

-.

some p1' ace else. It-would. depend on what the road net4
~

~5' was like, et cetera, as to where I would send them.

16 .Q Yes, sir. What.I am asking is referring to the

7 places,.the facilities where you would send eva'cuees tio

8 be sheltered, is it fair to say that the approach-described

9'

on page 16 is a more or less ad hoc. approach which means

10 that at the time'of the emergency you would need to figure

11 -out as you go along whether persons nee'd to be sent to-

12 additional. shelters from what you are calling the reception

f) centers and, in fact, which shelters they should'be sent13

- %.J
14 to? Is that something you would do at the time of the

15 emergency as the need arose?
4
g 16 A I would say yes. I have a little difficulty

17 with the term "ad hoc." It seems to suggest something

{ 18 that I am not terribly comfortable with, but I won't make
a

h 18 a big issue of it.
r
C

g 20
Q At the bottom of the page, the last sentence,

I
. 21 there is a reference to future revisions of the plan. It

3 ng
.! says that " Future revisions will be modified to reflect''

|
23 the provisions of this revised testimony."

,

24
p Mr. Weismantle, are you talking here about

25-

Revision 5 or revisions even subsequent to Revision 5?

1

I
.

'-
_ _._, _- _ ._ . _ . . . . _ _, _ . _ _ . - _ _ _ _ . ._
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l

fSim 11-8: 1" :A -(Witness . Weismantle) Whenever the plans solidify,
j.--
A j. .2 it will be in-the next' revision.

3 Q Are you: working on a Revision 5 now?

4' 'A' Well,.by definition we are up to Revision 4 and
.

5 the next-revision would:be' Revision 5.

6
-Q And you already know certain changes you want'to-.

7 make in' Revision.4; isn't that correct?

8' A Oh, sure.

8-
Q- Do you have any idea when we can expect the

10
- next revision?

II - A No, we haven't set on the date or established

12 a time frame.
. .

13
. Q Ms. Robinson, I want to go back to something real

I4 quickly:that we discussed earlier. St. Joseph's College
.
E 15; at Patchogue, that is not either a State or County. facility,
9

[ 16 is it?

O 17
g A (Witness Robinson) No, it is not. I believe
2
* '18
[ it is the Sisters of St. Joseph's.
t
* 19

| Q And Dowling College is neither a State nor

2 N
'

a County facility, is it?
_

s 21
g A It is a private university.
<

! 22 -
-2 O Would you look at page 17 of the testimony.

Mr. Rasbury, here you have a discussion which.

24 i

g-~s talks about I guess the typical response that you believe '

\s- 25
exists during disasters within communities. Is that a fair

. -- - . - . - - _ .. - , , _ -, ,.
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i descrip. tion?
u

'Sim :11h9 - :iu; ,
, ,

a
[ -

E:H ~ A - ~ JWitness-'Rasbury)' We'll, this"is:a' description
.

gt -
'

~

of the reactions.during the. time of Hurricane Belle'in'

3,

[ q; August _of|1976. This wasja greatLlearning~ experience i

: *

|51 - _ an'd.we1haveiI think polished.our proce'dures considerably:
'

.
,

f . . |
~

;:
.

since that' time. |;6;

,
,

i, ..
-

:7 - Qf EMr.;Rasbury, there was no concern by1those-
,

- g facilities- which were -used. to shelter the- public -during

,~ .n .
. .

g Hurricane Belle:with radioactive contamination of-1the-4 - :

: 10- : evacuees, wasfthere?.
/ '

-:'it .A' No, there~was not.

12 - Q And-the' facilities.that.were utilized during

V 13 Hurricane Belle, is,Iit fair to say that those facilities
t-

. 14' - were-from all over Long Island?

:3 15 A In the main they were from theLsouth shore of
9-

:
I ;{ - i6 .Long Island with one or two exceptions.

'

:$ 17 . Q Is it~' fair to say.that-during that hurricane
.?

18 _the_ objective was to get people away from the shoreline,
i. .? .

[ 19 "to get people sheltered away from where the danger would ;
* *
j.

_

20 be greatest to the slioreline and. that: persons in .that regard'~

,

!
.

-{ ::21; 'were sent ge'nerally in all directions around the island?.

4

.O ~ - 22-' A No, absolutely not,-and'before our lunch break _l
,

s;,
23 | 'I thought I made'the point that we tried to -- when you>

,

~ 24 asked ~about the first six shelters or whatever else - -no,
. -

-

- 25 we tried to choose-shelters within reasonable proximity of

.

t

||
~

-

y asway +=--g e > g-ere- -y-i - ..v.3 v..ww-=m g r .% .yru-+y n-- g -1 -*-e's-,. nya-4.e w ysea--.-==e,,rg.., 9.,,.g..p,,,g,,, 3%_, , , , .,-m.,_,,r.qmy,,,w,- ,,
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LSim:ll-10 t' (their-homes.so.they wouldn't'have to go too far away from'

, .

~

.
.

.

1

. -( ). 2 home and yet can go far enough so as to be.away from the
' i

3 ravages,of the ' storm.

~

4 -In other words,.during this particular case during

5 the hurricane.you wanted'to get to the closest high-water
<

6 le vel . place that you can, but people will not go too f ar
~

. 7 away from their homes.

8 Q But'in-the case of Shoreham, Mr. Rasbury,'you

9 are going to be sending people to Nassau County which for

10. 'some people within the EPZ it could'be~what, it could be

11 40 or'50 miles from their homes?

12 A. I am not going to send anybody'away from their

13 homes like-'that. I am going to deal with the people who have-
'

14 already crossed the east-west Suffolk County /Nassau County

.

j_ 15 border. -

$
8 16 Q You understand that it is LILCO's intent though

8 17 under this: revised testimony that people will be sent if
?,

2
*

18 they want shelter and need shelter west to Nassau County
i
h 19 and in some cases that could be 40 or 50 miles from their
1
| m homes; isn't that correct?'

f 21- A All right.
3

| 22 O Now tell me, do you know how far it is to the )
'

i

Z3 Nassau County line from the Shoreham plant? It is over )
|

21 30 miles, isn't it?
-

(m ,/ 25 A I would have to measure. I really don't know.

,

-i,--.- + w --m- - - p , 9
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Sim 11-11 1 Q Does:anyone know on.the panel?

: 2 -- A (Witness Weismantle) It is approximately 30 miles(J ,

.3 30 to'32'or 33 miles.-

4- Q -And'if that is the case, Mr. Weismantle,-it

5 -would be approximately 40 to 45 miles for-some persons . )
|_

-

6 to the east end of the EPZ to get to'the Nassau County line, '

7 correct?

8 :A Yes, in the extreme.

9 Q. And, Mr. Rasbury, you have concerns that persons

10
~

will not want to go that far from their homes?-

11 .A (Witness Rasbury) 'It is not aconcern. I do

12 not believe that people will take off in great hugh numbers

'13/s and charge westward out of Suffolk County and into Nassau

14 County _and beyond. I certainly think that there will be '

. :
15j some. I think that the number that has been used in

?2

| 16-

planning, 34,000 I think it is, is way in excess et-what

17 will actually occur.
. .

'f It is my experience that people will move just18

!

18
| outside of a danger area and hang pretty close to the
5
5 20
m periphery of that area. I believe from my dialogue I have

-
21 had with Mr. Nocher and what my past experience has been

22
-that the bulk of these people will be hanging pretty close

23
into the Suffolk County area.

~

- 24
There will be some coming west, and for those

- 'd 25
who come west I'am prepared to take care of themf and I

-

1

I

.

J

- - - -, ** -. , - , , , , - - %,.- - , - . - - - ,s-,n_. ,,-, -+, ,-
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| \
.

_ Simill-12-t :1 1can't.tell you what that number is.'by any means.
- f'm .

1
\j- j -: 2. . Q. Under the-current intent of LILCO, Mr.-Rasbury,

- 1
s_/ .

3
~

personsl who would seek shelters under this plan would -be -
.

4 generally sent to,therwest tofyour; county, correct, to the,
5 west fromLthh plant from the|EPZ?

-6 ' A: The answer:is yes.

7' Q Mr.1Rasbury, the Nassau Co'unty Chapter of the-

~8 Red Cross has~never responde'd to.a radiological emergency,s

9 has it?
~

.

'
10 A .Not yet.

11
~

Q Mr. Rasbury, on.page 18 of the testimony you
12 mention that the Red Cross will provide.a representative
13-

, . at.the'LERO EOC. Do you see that?
'

%

14 -A Yes.,

) 15

?
. Q Do you know where the EOC will be. located?

j 16'

A Brentwood.

O'

17
g Q Brentwood is in Suffolk County, isn't it?
2

18'

A It is,

i

j, 18
O' Are you-saying that you would then send a repre--r.

{ 20 sentative of your. Chapter across the county line? ^

_

5 21- A I believe this will be staffed by a member of the

g- 22 Suffolk County Red' Cross.

23
Q What is the basis for your understanding in that

24 regard?.- ,,

\- M-

- A Ms. Nocher's statement to me that they will

.

- w y r- ,+ w w,.--,, , . -,*---.-----.-.w--- w . , - , - + .. . . . - - , - - - - , , -v-, ,-- ,= c *e, a
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. ' , , cSim''11-13 ;1-
'

8
i

-

- -
'

'-

respo'hd to, a real? emergency' there ' and: the? fact that she -'

'

:;j]%..^ 2'

,

[\ p,
-

and her; staff (have i>een featuredsprominentlyLin the LERO
_

!l

. m -

8I . video'taperin'how they!would-react to it.- She knows the
*

-

,
y ,

,

[ ' .i'
~

4 ; planfandIIIhaveLabsolutely:no reason as-of my-dialogue _ q
m

with'h'or'inJ uly, I have no-reason to believe<that she will-5 J L

: -
,

.-. 6 .not fulfill her responsibility.-

, ,
. .

'

'7 i
; Q~ ' Has - Ms. :NocherJ told. 'you t' hat, she..willasend ~ a :

8- - representative.of her Chapter =to.the LERO.EOC in:Brentwood?'

..8- .A She told me-she wil'1 do herijob.-
i 10

, TQ : Did she tell you that she would send a represen-.

11d

tative to the EO'C in Brentwood in the event of an emergency.
12

I _
. at Shoreham?

113 U
she did not.

'

A -No, ,

I4j A (Witness Robinson) She has told that'to me

| - 15 though. We-have discussed that specific item'and she has.;
*

?
4 '' 8 -- 16 - We even-have discus' sed what her physical requirements'wouldf

0 -
1

. 17 -
-

be there in terms of records and telephones and that was
1

=
$ *

18
j. j part of the discussion.when'she was issued the beeper.
! !

I8! $ Q -Ms. Robinson,.Ms. Nocher has told yor a number
: -;

!~ 2- 20
| .r|

-

of things fromsyour testimony today. Again, I ask you is-.

- 21
any'of this in writing?

;- ! 22 '

2: A If it was in writing, I wouldn't say she had;

23
told me, and obviously, you know, that is a very specific'

,

+

24
thing. She has told me that. We'have had numerous discus-+

-

[ b /1 -

sions as part of the planning basis.
n 25

.

J-

%

e *

h

I+ - - -t ,- -,-m .,.-.s. .w- -w. ..-.,,-,,,-,,-e,,..--..,,-wo,,v.wy ..y--,w e.3----,.ew,.,.,,---,-+ . .ww % . r ,% .m % , w . , or. . . . , - <
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JQ. .Let'me.ask^any of'the LILCO. witnesses..cI am
'

. n , .y
~? p u' 2 ~ 'looking at Answer.~17.- I gather that none|of you;are.
. . .Ne

v3 sociologists.or.phychologists or knowledgeable about human. '!.

' -4L behavior-during emergencies;.isjthat a fair statement?
.

~

5- A~ LI5think we have.madeI it;very; clear we.'are: relying-

,

_

, on other experts--and not.'on:our own' knowledge..~. 6

'

7 ;Q 'Are you: relying for your answer to Question 17-

8 'on anything:not mentioned _'in your answer,7any studies:of
_

_

9' .any kind not mentioned in yourite'stimony?

10~ .A . (Witness 'Weismantle) Well,'yes. The Hans and,

11 Sell is-a review of all the literature and stud'ies on,

12'
.

evacuations and. disaster-response, evacuation specifically.

, , , . 13 So'to.the extent that'that is a. compendium of the knowledge
; b-
i 14 in tihe area, -it goes beyond just a few references ' that are
;

M

,i 15 -here.
.

.

j J 16 ' I think we have also in the fairly di'stant past
'O

| |. 17 now have had discussions with Mileti and perhaps Steins abou
P 1

.{ 18 the general subject and feel comfortable with our assumption,
"

; 19 and th'ose people of course are experts in human' behavior
.c -g

;g 20 in disasters. ;
,

',, 21' A (Witness Robinson) Also, the Mississauga informa-

.j 22 tion is based on the report, the final report that was

23 issued by the Solicitor General of Ontario, Canada.

124 ' Q Would you look at page 20 of.your testimony.

25 ' There is a statement there that says that LILCO is planning

4

. . _ _ . . _ _ _ . . . . . _ . . . . . . - . _ . ~ . . . ..a.~__ _._._._..~_.._.,_.._.._.,u.u.__..
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;
'

+ a'

/for720Lpercent of the EPZ. population intobtaining relocation-7 * ?Sim[11-15 1
7_ .

!(w).; .2' . centers,.which|is-about'32,000 people.
~

,.

, + . .;

3 JMr.|Rasbury, assuming that332,000 persons is-

4L a reasonable n'umbertfor use in' planning,;it is, fair to.
.5-

,
-say, isn't it,tthat|theLNassau Coun'ty_ Chapter'of the Red

6 Cross has'never ha'd|to provide shelter for anywhere=near
7

.this~many number of persons,: correct?

8~
-A (Witness Rasbury) 1That is: correct.g

;

8
~Q ,Could you.tell-me the largest, number of persons

10 ~

you have provided shelter-for?- Would!it be the 3,000'during

'II ' Hurricane' Belle?
,

1
.

A~ .Thdt is also correct.

13
Q And, Mr..Rasbury,'I think you told me.at your

I' deposition that the longest' period ~of time you~have'ever
15

personally been involved with in sheltering of the public
?

'8 16 in your capacity with the Red Cross was approximately 36=

8-; 17
o hours?
3
*

18j. A . Correct.

19*--

'@ Q Look at page 21 of the testimony,-please.
8

20-*

E Does the panel agree with me that under'NUREG
-

g
,

s 21= l

. ?. 0654 the location of Suffolk County Community College'is
.

.L 2o unsuitable because of its proximity to the Shoreham plant?:

'
23

A (Witness Weismantle) Well, NUREG 0654 if you

' 24
are talking.about the distance does indicate the relocation !b

\_s/ 25
centers-to be at least 15 miles from the plant and

.:.
._ . .. . .._-..m-_u-,..,.......,,_.-._ .. .- :,,-,,-..._ . _, . , - _ . - .., - ,
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~ i

: S i m 1 2 - 1 6.~1- preferable: 20 miles. However,'and I am not sure it is i
.

. y, ~

y(ti 2' reflected inLthis testimony or the previous version, it

-3 indicates there was quite a bit of discussion about' the

.

lo' cation of'the initial three centers, Suffolk' County.'4 :

5' 1 Community College and SUNY at Stone Brook in particular.

'6 Between the County's planners and the State snel ' FEMA got

7- into the act, and the' conclusion reached was that the.

8 ' benefits that these centers that were closer than the 15-
9 miles had,-~the beneficial attributes they had as reloaction

10 centers outweighed the disadvantage as regards their
,11 location relative to the plant.

12 So I don't think it is correct to say that their

; 13 location is inconsistent with the spirit of NUREG 0654.
14 Q Mr. Weismantle, you would agree, wouldn't you,

4

"

j 15 that Suffolk County Community College is less than 15 miles,

2
v
[ 16 from the Shoreham plant?
O

| 17 A Yes, Suffolk County Community College itself.
y

{ 18'

Q And would you agree with me that the State
?

19j- University of New York at Stone Brook is less than 15 miles
-
.

{ 20 from the Shoreham plant?
-

j 21 A Yes. Let me just quality that. I have a
a

!. M recollection that possibly part of the campus is 15 miles
23 or-beyond, but the bulk of it is clearly'15 miles.
24 Q Look at page 22 of the testimony, please.

4 i
~

. 25 To make sure we are clear, where you say about
I

:
|

|
1

|
- . - . .. . . _ - - - . . . , . . . . -- - . -.- --. . . . _ - , - -
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'12-17' 1 <four:71inea fro' 'the' top'that LIICO,.'in'your opinion,. meets.
m

'

.,y,

( j' 2 i%e -:the. guidelines'of;NUREG 0654 because,:one, the center,or '

.- 1
.3~ centers that are to be : listed 'in' the _ LILCO plan .and in

'

'information distributed |to the public will be'in Nassau
5

County,-I take-it that.you are there referring to the same 4

:6 .
. -

'

. centers which-Mr...Rasbury is negotiating at the present'

a 7 -
.

.

/ time-and the same centers which you refer to on page 15

8'' '

of your testimony, correct?

9-
end Sim A That is right.
Joe-fols 10

.

11

,

12
4

..

px 13

14
.

q

5 15o

i
.

8 16

O
u 17e-,

g.
*i. 18

'

'

| t|
19

5

! 20,

, . .

-

s 21
.a

{ 22|-
?

*

23

24

0. 25

. -- . _ - - _ - . _ _ _ _ _
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~1 0 - Would you -look at page 25 of the testimony,
.;u
l l 2_ beginning actually on page 24, you have a list of factors whic h

/

.3 Lyon set forth. ' You say, one, no centers will be | designated
~

~

,

4 ' primary or secondary. That is in_your future changes to

5 .the plan..
,

6 Two, all facilities listed in the public informatior. -
t

7 Lbrochure will have monitoring and decontamination capability,

8 and three, evacuees would be sent to additional ~ centers only

9 after having been monitored and'if necessary, decontaminated,
,

10 do you see that?.

- 11 A (Witness Rasbury) I see that that is testimony
;

12 _ offered by the LILCO representatives, not by me.

f-m 13 Q Let me talk to the LILCO witnesses. You are
~

\s- ,

14 right, I am sorry. With respect.to this third factor, that

h 15 evacuees would be sent to additional centers only after having
i

f 18 been monitored and if necessary decontaminated, this assumes

f 17 that all evacuees would go to the monitoring and decontamination
t-
| 18 facilities, which LILCO has yet to identify, before going to
E

.) ist any of the shelters Mr. Rasbury would provide, correct?
5

*

f 20 A (Witness Weismantle) That is correct.

[. _ 21 Q Now, what if the evacuees would go directly to
5 I

j' l
22 the shelters, and bypass the monitoring and decontamination

23 facilities?

24 A They would be sent back. I don't know how they ;,

; I
|- 3: would go directly, because they would have no fore knowledge |

L. !
!

|

|

-

. _ . . _, . . _ . . , __ . . . . , ., ._ . , , . ,,
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a

'

li where these1 shelters were,1 but Lif by: chance somebody wandered

:[8Y ^

2 ' ht , the Red Cross would send them to' the initial center, where
. -g,/

' "3 we would be-doing monitoring and decon.

4 Q Are ;you going to have -monitoring and decontami-

.5 nation e,quipment and personnel _at:the centers Mr. Rasbury
~

6 Lwould man, where~ evacuees-would be' sheltered?-

:7. 'A- No, that is'not.our intent, no.

8' .0 So if someone wandered in to one of'the shelters

9- -manned by Mr. Rasbury's personnel, how would you determine

10 whether ' that person had'-been monitored, and if necessary,
'

. 11 -decontaminated?-
~

12 A We would be-providing the people who had been-,

13 processed.through'the reception center and monitored and~

14 decontaminared- if necessary with a clean tag that would
4

|- 15 ' identify-the-fact that they had.been processed through
:g1

$ -- 16 there.*
a

O

j 17 So that a person showing up at a shelter who
.1-;

*
18 had not gone through.that processing would have no-tag, and:

5-

'h 19 ftherefore be easily identifiable.
,

8
:

i.
El Q And you are saying that anyone who would show

jI 21 up without this clean tag, as you say, would be sent back
->

| 22 to where-you are providing the monitoring and decontamination
,

''e

23 functions?

'

24 A Yes. The Red Cross would do that'.
:D

!js/ |m Q What happens, Mr. Weismantle, if evacuees

-
.

- :_,.-. .. ,_ - ., ,...,.,y.~ ,,, ,,.._. ,_, --,_ ,, ,,_.o-~,,.,_--.,,,,.,_,_.%m , . , ~ , , , - -
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I bypassed the entire system. That is, th'ey don 't go to your !
m

)_ .2- monitoring'and decontamination locations, and they don't
il go -- to . the i shelters . . They.just-simply head west.

4 A Well, that would.be perfectly fine under most
.

5' circe:nstances. In the unlikely event that there was a

.6 -particulate release andi there was evidence that certain
~

7. limited areas -- from certain limited areas had possibly
8- - been contaminated, we would, through the EBS- system, request

9 all of those evacuees to go through the reception center for
10 monitoring and decontamination, but that would be an. unusual

11 case.

12 The usual case would be just those people who

x 13 either didn't have their own transporation, or had theirl )
N/

14 own transportation and didn't have shelter, would be the

j 15 ones that showed up at the reception center.
I
g 16 Q Do you have.a proposal, or has LILCO considered
O

; 17 proposals for providing monitoring and decontamination of.

1
* - 18 evacuees at some time prior to the time they reach Nassau
t-
i*

19g- County and if things work out for LILCO, the facilities Mr.

20 Rasbury is now negotiating with?

}- 21 A Original proposal we wished to do that in
'

>

j 22 Suffolk County, but for reasons that have been gone into
23 quite lengthy, they haven't worked out.

24 0 Let me ask you, Mr. Weismantle, does LILCO intend
0
\~s/ 25 to advise all evacuees to go to the centers Mr. Rasbury is

,

s.

l
.

g - , ~w ,-- ,--3 -,----~,e ,w4 ~ ~ --
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1 now negotiating with for monitoring and decontamination, or

{f 2 does LILCO intend only to advise evacuees needing shelter to

3 go to the centers Mr. Rasbury is now negotiating with?

4 MS. McCLESKEY: I object to the question as

5 vague, if it does not indicate whether there has been a

6 release or not.

7 MR. MILLER: Let's assume a release, Judge

8 Laurenson.

9 WITNESS WEISMANTLE: If there has been a release,

10 and there is evidence that there have been particulates

11 released, that is that there is the possibility that

12 contamination may have occurred to some people , we would

13 advise those who would have been subject to possible

14 contamination to go to the caelter -- excuse me -- the

$ 15 reception center first for monitoring and decontamination,
3
g 16 but if there has been no release or if there has been a

f 17 release that clearly was a gaseous release, it would only
i

| 18 be those people who needed shelter who would go to ther
i

r 19 reception center and be processed through there.
i

-| 20 0 Mr. Weismantle, assuming a release and possibility
_

5 21 of contamination, what you are telling me is that -- and
>

j 22 assumign the worse case, evacuation of the entire ten mile
23 EPZ -- that there is a possibility that as many as 160,000
24 persons could be sent to the two facilities Mr. Rasbury is
25 now negotiating with to be monitored and, if necessary,
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. I ll ' decontaminated.

] 2 A I think you are talking about something. that

3- . is far, far less probable than even - the very, very improbable
.

'

-4= situation that 1 think.we have discussed many tim'es before,

5 as being. improbable of the need to evacu:.te the full ten

6 mile zone.
,.

,

!

'

_ 7' .Because you are talking about another criteria,-

8 . which is in fact that there has been a particulate release,
\.

W and in - fact, some how that particulate release basically went

to over the- full ten mile zone, which is an~other matter beyond .

11 just simply a gaseous release, and the extent of the effcet

12 of that release. I think Dr. Cordaro would-like to elaborate.

W Q Let me just repeat my question, and make sure

14 my question is understood. Isn't there that. possibility that

h 15 you night be directing the entire population of the EPZ to

I
g 16 these centers for monitoring and decontamination?

,

17 A (Witness Cordaro) It is a very,.very remote
I

\*
18 possibility, bordering on impossibility, considering how

! '

g 19 such an accident would take place. The probability of an
e

f 20 accident taking place.
.

5 21 Even in that remote possibility, it is always
*

| 22 possible as far as decontamination is concerned, to take

23 ad hoc measures which wouldn't be desirable in the real world
. 24 or the perfect world. People could be advised to discardO.

26 their clothes at first opportunity. Take a shower. Take steps i

. .

N --.----------.-----,----._----.-__w- - - - _ - - - - - _ _ - - - - - - - . _ _ - - _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - . - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - , - - - - - , _ - - - - - _ _ _ . - - . - - _ _ _ - _ - - , - _ . - - _ - - _ _
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such as that to reduce their.' potential for radioactive
,3

(v). 2- -- exposurel to radioactive material. That is not the desirable.
3 : course or the optimal situation ~, but it~ is always possible. .n,

L4 As far as 160,00'0 people needing decontamination,
- 5-

_
, .that is. essentially.an. impossibility.in my mind.

6 Q Not just. decontamination' Dr.-Cordaro, and~

,

7 ' monitoring.,.

;

-8 A And monitoring.

9 Q Mr. Rasbury,.could you tell me approximately
,

10 .when-you were asked to testify before'this Board?-

11 A -(Witness Rasbury) I am not exactly sure, but it

12 was within the month.
.

'

~ f s. ,13 Q And when you were asked to testify, Mr. Rasbury,n
14 that was the first time LILCO had ' asked you to do so, is thats

'M

j ~; 15 correct?
*

-(..
~

,

.] _ 16 A Yes, I was just asked once.
_

.f' ~ ' 17 Q And is it fair to say, Mr.'Rasbury, that with th'e
; ,

1 18 exception.of, perhaps, preparation for testimony today, youre

r
!

g'. 19 conversations with LILCO have been with respect to Nassau,W e
H.

{'- ; _ 20 County chapters willingness to provide relocation centers, and
N 21 the resources available to your chapter in doing so?
e

22' A yes,

#
23 Q Now, Mr. Rasbury, earlier today you told me that

i.
! ', 24 you have glanced at the LILCO plan. It is fair to say you._

]% M- ' haven't really read the plan or reviewed the plan or the,

,

%

, .w.. .9 . . . . . ~ , e, w, .- w , , - + , , . . . , , , . . - 1-,+ .- ... --, - * ~ .---g
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'1- ) procedures |at thisLtime',Jcorrect?-

, . /~( ',

:( }-- . .- 2 - A I'have not.
LA

'

~3- .Q ?And have you read Mr..Rasbury -- have you read

4 ;the entire" piece of LILC0' testimony, the 25 pages?'
~

1

5? ''A 'I did'not.-

26 10 :You read those portions attributed: to you?
.

7 - A; And'I t'ook careful measures to read that

8-
~

| pertaining to me, and'not" involve'myself in others testimony.

9 Q . Prior to the time, Mr. Rasbury, .tiat your testimor.y.

10 - was prepared and submitted to this Board, it is fair to say

11. tha't you have not read' Contentions 24.0, -74, or 75, correct?

112 - A That'is correct.

13 Q Mr. Rasbury, have you advised or info'rmed the.O -

14 National Headquarters of the Red Cross of your participation
15- here today?

$-
[. 16 A I have not.

| 17 Q Is the National Headquarters of the Red Cross
5~

| 18 aware of your participation in .giving testimony to this
I
e
; 19 Board?
i

20 A Well, since I haven't told them, someone else

j . 21' would have had to,'and I am_not aware of that. I point up
2

|_ 22 to.you,.however, that I do not-believe that is necessary.
_

' 23- I am,-by virtue of.my position,.a spokesman for the corporation''
24 policies. I do not make policy for the corporation, but I~

1 . M
along with the other approximately three thousand cha'pters

.

-- M - Hm+ wy-- -' m--@9 N & -- gmww-e+9y' qs a-w+g--M WrywM-v--r*-g-- b e w w---ev T->Mr+<m+ - *
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!!i Limplement policy already established-by the American Red

fx
( )- 2 Cross,_and I,am not sitting here. telling you'~anythin'g that is
x/

~ ~

different'at al'1'from National Red Cross policy.3-

4 .-I. implement policy, specifically,'in the Nassau

'5. County community, because I have hired to do that . exactly.

6 But any. policy that 'I .make, or my Board makes;' has only; to

7 do with implementation of existing National' Red Cross policy.
8 So, therefore, there isino requirement on my part;

9 to seek permission or to advise people at the National Head -

10 quarters, ' in my perception.

11 0 'Did you ever consider seeking their permission?

12 .A I thought about it, absolutely. .'I_ don't just

13 go through things.in a ' fog. I thought: Gee, should I do
LJ

14 this? And I said: Well, give them -- having thought to

- ( 15 myself what I just said to you -- I thought then it wouldn 't-
g.:

j- 16 be necessary,'and then did not.

-

17 Q Mr. Rasbury, you have heard me mention today

{ 18' NUREG 0654, and I think I mentioned that to you at your
i

19 deposition. It is fair to say, isn't it, that you are'~notg
E

[ 20 familiar with the regulatory requirements followed by the,

[ 21- NRC and this Board, nor with NUREG 0654 or other guidelines
a .

| 22 which govern issues such as the relocation center issues

23 - before the NRC?

24 A That is correct.,

b)V 25 Q I meant to ask earlier, Mr. Rasbury, could

.

, , , - - - -
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-11 'you~look 'quickly at;page 3 of your. testimony. |
' '

7
''N

-

. 2
' !

s 7 '

( ,/., There'is a statement, the second sentence of the |,

s -
;

3 second. paragraph: LUnder my. direction, our chapter -- referrir g

4 to the Nassau -County chapter -- is prepared to implement plans
~ ~

,

15 and policiescrelating to'the mitigation of suffering caused

6 by disasters, natural or man-made.'

7 Do you see that?

8 A Yes.

9 Q Are you referring there to Red Cross plans, or

10 the plans of others?

11 A' I am talking about Red Cross plans. I am going-

12 to implement.the plans that have been developed throughout 'the
-

13 American Red Cross.. And that is lif ted, by the way, from the

14 Red Cross mission statement.

15 Q I just want to clarify that you were referring
4
g 16 to Red Cross plans there, and not the LILCO plah.

17 A No, Red Cross-plans. Which is another reason
B
*

18 why I didn't bother myscif with these contentions and so for.th .

'!
19{- I am here to tell you what the Red Cross will do, given Red

E

] 20 Cross mandate, et cetera.

} 21 To the extent that dov tils with another plan,
*

| 22 that is fine, but that is not my primary purpose.

23 Q Mr. Rasbury, do you have LILCO employees that

24 serve on the Board of the Nassau County chapter of theb
\-- M Red Cross?

,

. _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _ . _ - - - _ ,, -- . - _ _ , , , _ .. , _ , - . - _ , . . - ..._.3 ., .m ..%.,,
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11- 'A ~I have had. !Not at this moment. LILCO through-
,,-q
l 2' its: retrenchment-has Nithdrawn its support outside of ---you
%) -

3 know, for agencies such as mine.
.

4 But -I- have enjoyed their support over a great

5 number o.f years.

'6 Q. .And with respect--to various committees,.

7 steering committees, things of that sort, do you have LILCO:

8 employees that serve on those committees?*

-

9 A Not any longer.

10 Q' Not since the austerity program?

11 A I~had members on my Board'of Directors. 'The

12 pastLChapter Chairman, in fact. But again, they have not

:( x been able to work outside of their -- (pause).13

\-.

14 Q Is it fair to say, Mr..Rasbury, that the

3 - i 15 Nassau County Government, Mr. Purcell, in particular, the
$j 16 County Executive, favors the opening of the Shoreham plant?
O

| 17 MS. McCLESKEY: Objection. Relevance.
I

{ 18 MR. MILLER: Judge Laurenson, we have had a

n
; 19 lot of implications and innuendos here that politics of,

i

| 20 Suffolk County Government are the reasons why these centers

j 21 are being pulled, why these centers are not available to
a
*
= 22 LILCO. It'seems to me that what is fair for the goose is

23 fair for the gander, and I am asking Mr. Rasbury now if he

! .
24 knows the position of the Nassau County Government, and if so,

! b
\~ ,/ 25 how that may affect his participation before this Board.

'

, - _ _ . _ - . - _. _ . . -, . . _ .- ___ . . _ . - - . - - . _
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_1 'MS. McCLESKEY: :I object to the question, because - 1
A([

,

12; ityis not-. relevant, and in ; addition,DI ~ cannot - conceive ' that
.v

4

. . !

'3 : Mr. Miller can mean anything in his argument '-- -if Mr. Miller
.

,

h 11syarguing thatIit -is not the position of Suffolk County that4
- 1?

5- Shoreham.should1not open, I would be delighted to hear it.
~

:6 MR. MILLER: That is ~not what I said, Judge

7 Laurenson. We have had statements by; witnesses such as Dr.

8 Cerdaro that- these . centers have been even coerced, in his

9 . opinion, . into -not making themsleves available to LILCO..

10 - MS. McCLESKEY: How is the Nassau County
4

11 Government's position towards Shoreham, Judge Laurenson,
f 12 pertinent to what Suffolk County has been doing.

f"% 13 . JUDGE LAURENSON: Well, Nassau County has not
b

14 entered an appearance in this case. No foundation has been

.h . established to make any connection between the Nassau County.15

k.
.g 16 Government and the American Red Cross, or Mr. Rasbury. So

8 17 I don't_think there is any showing of relevancy.o
?
'

. 18- The objection is sustained.
!
=
; 19 MR. MILLER: Excuse me, Judge Laurenson. I
?
} 20 may be through. Judge Laurenson, the County has no further

-

{ ~ 21 questions.
'%

| 22 JUDGE LAURENSON: Mr. Zahnleuter?
.

23' CROSS EXAMINATION

24 - BY MR. ZAHNLEUTER:

; 25 Q Mr. Rasbury, did you state earlier today that.

k

. , ,- r . , ,m.. . . . . ,- , ,--w.,---
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1- absent-an understanding with the Suffolk' County Red Cross, you
r'N -

.

_

I )' 2: would not conduct act'ivitles within _ Suffolk ' County?
. ,,

L3 A' (Witness'Rasbury) I.said_that I-would'not.
-4~ Q If a particular_ building which might be suitable. _ , .

L5 for relocation center were in -Suffolk County,' would you say - q

l
15 = that' that building was beyond your jurisdiction? |

7- A There might be one little catch to it, depending.

8 on where you are thinking.

9 Let me' explain what I mean by-that.

. 10 0 Can you answer it yes.or no?

11 .A I can, but it is _ going to require another questior.

12 on your part. I am not trying to give you a hard time on

13 'thi s . - What I am saying is there is an exception -- there

L 14 is an extension of my jurisdiction into Suffolk County, into

) 15 a certain area.
*
.

g 16 So, I am saying to you that depending on what'
O

[ 17 you have got in mind, the answer may be yes, or may be no.
1

' *
18' Q Does that exception deal with relocation centers?

24

2
g 19 A Only if one is in there. It has to do with my
i
{

'

20 territory extending beyond tte limits of Nassau County into
.

} 21 Suffolk County, period.
>

[ 22 Now, within that. territory I could, perhaps,

23 request the use of a facility, if that is what you are trying

24 to ask.

A~/ 25 Q Okay, where is that territory?

- . ... , .-_ - _ - -._ _ - _ -. -
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J 1 ': .AL, Farmingdale. In' cast Farmingdale. So much of
^

.: 2 the' town of Babylon-' in Suffolk County, which includes- the

3 ' village'of East _Farmingdale, is part of the jurisdiction
, s-

' ' of thelNassau. County chapter..
'4- .

.

End:12 - -5
. Suo.fols. ,

;.

6.

'

7

i #. ' 8~

9'
,

10

) '-11

12.

.

''

' 13
-

| 14 . >
.

-O

: '5 15

1 2
i- ?j 16
.

* ' 0
'

'' 17
| 2

2

| 18'
r
!

- g 19

g-.

20*

- r
<

.

3' 21,

e

j. 22
-,

T

'

7w

\ / N

*
, ,

-

l. - .
,

.
.

A , . _ , . . . . - ._y_.-, , . _ ,.,y .,, _ . ..--.wc _,.,.-,, .o 3 -.+.r...,,.,-..%. _ . . - . . . . . , - , . _ . , .,m. . . . _ , _ . . . . . . ~ + - . . ,



. .

'

14,838-

'i&l3-l suet 3 0j Whatever is in'the. village of' East Farmingdale?
' /^'N And what's the-basis for-that assertion?-

! 2
v

.
:A The assertion?_ It was_a request made by the.

iBabylon-Town Chapter,--August the 1st, 1941, requesting the
,

Nassau Countiy Chapter to' take over the -Red Cross functions
5

in East Farmingdate.- Again, in' December 1943,.both|the
6

Babylon Town and Nassau County Chapters passed a joint
7

resolution'in.effect~ ceding, if I can use that term,
g _

'the village of East Farmingdale-to the control of the Nassaug

*
10

And in July 1944, formal approval to such action.g

was given by the American National Red Cross. The resolu-
12

3.

tion reads: Resolved that the transfer of East Farmingdaleg

bounded on the west by the Nassau County line, on the southg

by the Long Island Railroad Central Division extension,! 15

on e eas e ne g ay, and on e.no n W W16

3 Babylon Town line, from the Babylon Town Chapter of theg
?

Ameri an Red Cross to the Nassau County Chapter of the
18

r
j American Red Cross be approved.g

'

In other words, I had jurisdiction'throughoutg
,

the Farmingdale proper and east Farmingdale even thoughE 21
:
j it does lie within the geographical and, I should say,

22
E

the political limits r.2 Suffolk County.g

0 Mrs. Robinson, I would like to go back to some
24

.(Q discussion you had with Mr. Miller earlier today. And thatj / 25-

i

!

- - - _ ._ , _ _ - ~ . _ _ - _ - -
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2I613 2-Suet 1 Ediscussion.cen'tered around your knowledge of the June 21st
- 'i ; .2_ Lletter'from'Dr.' Cipriani.
x,) :

.

3: And-I believe you stated that you learned of the

letter.through counsel and thattit was part of testimony;4.
.

- 5 is that. correct?'

6 A (Witness Robinson) That's correct. : As a

7 matter of fact, I was at -- I-learned of it, its existence
-8 .on the telephone. -I was attending a' FEMA c'onference at

9 West Point,.a conference on emergency planning. I received

10 a call.- I spoke to Ms.-McCleskey, and she informed me of

11 -the existence of the letters. I saw them when I rcturned.
12 Q And subsequent.to-that, you contacted Mrs. Nocher
13 of the suffolk County Red Cross?,_s

''
14 A Yes, I did.

' e
; 15 Q And that was a telephone conversation, I
$

| 16 presume?

O

17 A That's correct,,

ss

*
18 Q What was the substance of that conversation?

g 19 A I asked -- as a matter of fact, my first questioni
O

g 20 was asking her why she had not informed me of the existence
-

; 21 of these letters since they were addressed to her and wei
| had been in very close contact and had very frequent22

Z3 discassions. And that was when she said that she hadn't
24 seen them yet, she would check her mail. She called me

p,.g 23 back.
.

i

, , , e -e . . . - - - . , , - - . . , . , ., y,,-. . , _ . . - +, y
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'

,

x

~ '!#13-3-Suet 1- .Q. 'And did:she make'any specific' statements about-

[i -Q <
,

Xh
,

:SUNY-Farmingdale?.12;r

-

'

3- 'A .The most:-- she wonderedfwhy that letter;was:

4 ~ addressed'to her<instead of to'Mr.,Rasbury.

L5-
-}

.That's the only. comment that I remember.,

n- .

* -6 Q' 'You are a sponsor of the June-15th testimony that,
,

'LILCO submitted on. relocation centers;-isn'tLthat'true?7 :

'8 ~A' ' I-won't, swear to the.date.' As I said earlier,
s

9 .I~have rather lost perspective on time. .But.I have
.

10 sponsored previous relocat'on center testimony,' yes."
i

t

'

11- 0 'You'did sponsor ~the second version in the

12 , series --
.

13 A: fI'have appeared as a' witness on all the relocation''

%J -

14 center testimony.

h. 15 - Q And isn't it true that in that testimony there

:| 16' is a statement that says: The>Suffolk County Red' Cross,
.

.

O-

| 17 therefore, has designated BOCES in Islip, SUNY-Farmingdale,
'I
*

r -
-St. Joseph's in Patchogue, and Dowling College in Oakdale ;

18,

.:
g 19 as relocation centers if centers are needed during a,

i
[' 20 radiological emergency at Shoreham?

- 21 A I don't have a copy in front of me, but that
.

,| 22 sounds very familiar, yesa

23 0 Now, Mr. Rasbury, again earlier today I think,

24 you stated that you became aware of the LILCO plan in
'

25 January; is that a correct recollection?
:

I

-., , . . _ . ... .. - . . - . . . - , . . . - , - - _ . , - . , . . _ - . _ . - . _ - . . . - _ , - , _ , . . - . . - - , . , , - . . ,
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I t

JF .413-4-Suet 1. A (Witness Rasbury) I'm not sure when it was.
h : ' s ' J-w -

)J 2 It.has-been some-time back. I really can't nail down when

3 'I first became aware of the plan.

4- You mean, -the LERO plan itself, or those

.5' binders? :What's your question?

6 12 At the time that Nassau County Red Cross entered

7' .into an agreement which is attached to your' testimony with'

-8 SUNY-Farmingdale, did you have any knowledge of the LILCO

'9 plan?

10 A Yes. Yes, I did know about it then.

11 Q And how did you become aware of the LILCO plan

12 at that time?

('') 13 A Well, I and some of my staff appear in the LERO
L)

14 training film. We had discussion with the Long Island

h 15 Lighting Company as to what their plan would be and, of
~Ij 16 course, Red' Cross in its role of response was -- I was

f 17 asked: What would you do given a certain set of circum-
5

| 18 stances. And I told them.
5

h 19 And then what happened ultimately was that a
:
i

|- N film was put together as a training device. So, I knew about

[ 21 it, and showed it -- I think I mentioned earlier today that
>

| 22 I even showed this film to my staff.
,

23 That was the extent of the plan as I knew it.

24 In othe. words, I did not have copies of the -- those hugh
(~)l \\- 25 booklets at the time. But I know of the plan to move from
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#13-5-Sue t'- those three centers, put people in the three centers in

) 2'- Suffolk County and the back-up at SUNY-Farmingdale.= And,

3 of course, I obviously had to be prepared to-host anybody

4 from'the Suffolk County. community that might use Nassau '

^

15 County as a thoroughfare-to get to wherever else they' wanted

6| :to go.

7 Either host'them there'or'to, you know, provide
'

8 for them.as they went through.

9 Q Would you take'a look at Attachment 4 to

10 your testimony?

11 A (The witness is complying.)
*

12 Q This is the Statement of Understanding between

13 the State of New York and the American National Red Cross.
v

14 A All right.

c,

;; 15 0 And would you look at Page 3? Would you agree .

16 that the top paragraph is the portion that is specifically
Q

; 17 applicable to a possible radiological accident at Shoreham?
i
*

18 A Yes.
t
i

i 19 Q And do you think that this agreement would be

i 20
, applicable and binding upon your local Chapter of the Red

h 21 Cross?
4

f 22 A Absolutely.

23 Q Are you aware of the existence of any National

24 Red Cro'ss policy concerning this Statement of Understanding
Ob '25 with the State of New York?

.

e
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413-6-Suet 1 A This becomes policy. The gentlem'an whose 'i

.

21 signature is on .here, Albert Brown, :is a -- where it' says,
.v

3 Manager, Eastern Field Offices -- his new: title, by.the way,

4- .is'Vice President,LGeneral Manager of the American Red.

5 Cross, and.he'is in charge of Red Cross operations throughout

6' the eastern seaboard. Actually heading as far west as Ohio

7 down to Louisiana and that area, and all the way up to the-

8 northeast. He is operationally Mr. Red Cross for the entire

g eastern seaboard.-

10 So, if he has entered into this agreement with

11 Mr. Cuomo, you darn right, this is policy.
i

12 Q Other than this Statement of Understanding, are

13 you aware of any subsequent memoranda that may have

14 described the meaning and ramifications of this Statement

$ 15 of Understanding?

5-

| 16 A I'm not -- I have no knowledge of other memoranda

17 or other documents which is, of course, not to say that
i

| 18 there aren't any.
t
:
g 19 The object of the exercise here is to make

sure that the' Red Cross is involved in, and is the primary.

20

i 21 disaster response agency, the State of New York, elsewhere
i
| 22 as well, of course, but this document speaks to the State

23 of New York.

24 Q If I told you that around the end of November
O
b' 25 of '83 a Mr. Scott Render issued a policy statement to-

l
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, |#13-7-Suet 1~ -Key.-Resource Chapter Managers and Field' Service Managers
,

I 2 concerning this Statement of Understanding, would you

~

3 be' surprised at-that?.,

,

. .; 4 A No.
, .

. 5. ~Q- .If.:I shoved you a copy of'that, would that

6 ' refresh your memory?

~'

~7 A .It certainly might. By the'way, Mr. Render

8 works for Mr. Brown. But, go ahead. I would like to see'

9 that.

10 Q~ I will show you a copy of that document that-

11 I just referred to.

12 MS. MC CLESKEY: Mr. Zahnleuter, I would like a

13 copy as well, please.

14 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: Sorry, I only have one copy.

h 15 MS. MC CLESKEY: Then, I object'to any further
I '

] 16 questions on it if he can't distribute the thing to every-

0

| 17 one.
i'

*
18 JUDGE LAURENSON: Can you make copies of it,

!
; 19 or is it too lengthy?
e

20 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: We haven't taken a break all

{ 21 afternoon. It's'only two pages. I suppose I could make
>

| 22 a copy.

23 JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. Let's take a

24 ten minute recess now, and if you will make copies and
b'd 25 distribute them, then we can pick up where we have left off,

.

4

|
-, .-. . , . . . _ - - . _ . _ . . _ _ . . . . . . _ _ . . _ _ _ - ~ _ , _ - -
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:#13-8-Suet 1 .here..

* '

, :/~

I \ 2' 'MR. HASSELL: Judge Laurenson,Lif I may, and Iu

3 would prefer to do it on the record. I would like to
,

'4| extend my: apologies to the Board and parties.for any

5 inconvenience my-misfortune today may h' ave caused t' hem.

6 (Whereupon,'zr recess is.taken at_4:40 p.m.,

i *

7 to reconvene at 4:55 p;m., this same day.)

8 JUDGE LAURENSON: The hearing is back in session.

9 BY MR. ZAHNLEUTER: (Continuing)

10 Q Mr. Rasbur~ , have you had a chance to reviewy

11 the document which I just handed to you which we have-

12 marked for identification as New York State Exhibit 127
-

r"% 13 A Very hurriedly, yes.
A

14 (The above-referred to document<

2
g 15 is marked as New York State
$

| INDEXXX 16 Exhibit 12 for.-identification.)

} 17 0 would you appreciate more time?
I
| 18 A It depends on what your question is going tor
i

g 19 be as to whether I will need more time.
~
r i

j 20 Q Well, doesn't it appear to be similar in

~{ 21 content to what is attached to your testimony as Exhibit
;

j 22 3?
'

i

23 A Attachment -- I'm not sure you said what you

24 meant to say. Attachment 4, do you mean?!

/S
\~ 25 O No. I mean 3 which is entitled --
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4 #13-9- Suet 1 ~A- :The Suffolk. County ---

A w ,

, Ni j.1 L2 LQ -- the Suffolk County-Chapter ---z

.' '3 . A- ' All - right. -
'

E4 Q -- Emergency. Response Plan.

5 JUDGE LAURENSON: We can~only have one person
'

y.

6 talking.at'a. time.
,

.7 WITNESS RASBURY:. Are you asking me,'is there.a
t .

-g similarity between the document that Suffolk County gave

9 marked as' Attachment'3, and this one?,

10 - Is that what your question is?

11 BY,MR. ZAHNLEUTER: (Continuing)
v

12 O Yes.

j''N 13 A Well, yes, it is.

14 Q The only difference appears to be the heading

$ 15 in Attachment 3 to the testimony of Suffolk County Chapter
'k

~h 16 and the heading in New York State Exhibit 12 is the

8 17 American Red Cross?
i
|' 18 A No, I see another difference right away. Para-
I
j 19 graph 3 in Suffolk County, which is Attachment 1, is the
:

I 20 definition of a disaster, and Paragraph 3 in the documentr

k 21 you handed me is Responsibilities.
i
'l 22 Q Do you see any other differences?
::.

23 A (The witness is looking at a document.)

24 On the last page at the bottom, just above where.

25 it says " Authorities and Referencer" there is a Paragraph C

4
.



,-

- 14,847 '

#13--10-SueF in:here in A'ttachment.3 that'does not exist in this docu-
~.

)_ s2 ment.-
,

-3 Q- On.Page 2 of New York State Exhibit 12, doesn't-

4 it state that'in an emergency response the American Red-

5 Cross will conduct mass care shelter and feeding operations?^

~

6_ A We are on Exhibit 4 now?

7 Q No. New York State Exhibit 12 --

8 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, I have an

9 objection, and'that is that there is'a Page 1 and 2 and
~

to a-1 and a 2 on New York 12, and I think we had better think

11 of another way to designate the pages.

12 JUDGE LAURENSON: Which Page 27

. 13 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: I'm sorry.

~

14 B MR. ZAHNLEUTER: (Continuing)

h 15 Q I meant Page 2 of the American Red Cross
R

f. 16 Emergency Response Plan, not Page 2 of the cover letter

j 17 which is attached.
t
I 18 A Okay. Where it reads Emergency Response?
I
h 19 Is that what you are asking?
I
f 20 Q Yes. Doesn't it state that in an emergency

! ' 21 response.the American Red Cross will conduct mass care J

[ 22 shelter and feeding operations.in centers and facilities

23 designated in advance by the Office of Disaster Preparedness?

24 A That's true,

t
(_/ 25 Q And, now to switch back to Attachment 4 of your

.

4

.

--
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gc 7413-ll-S.upT 1: testimony, specifically Page 3.which:is the peacetime
.

m
.

.
.

2' .radiologicalLemergency/ nuclear accident.section --* ,.

s_/r
'

~

J
<3 A Yes.

'
.

- ,

4 Q E-- doesn't' that section also havecthe same

:5 content,and meaning?.

'6 A- All-right. .Yes." -

-

7 Q Itfalso includes, the.latter part, that arrange -
_c

.s ments will be worked out among the Office of Disaster

9 Preparedness,.the American Red Cross and officials or

[ -10 -owners of the-buildings?

:11 -A That's correct.
.

~~12 Q. Have you notified the Office of Disaster.

13 Preparedness.of your actions with regard to the relocation

I N/
'

14 centers? -

ie

|' j, 15 A Oh, yes.

$

$ 16 0 You have? When have you made that notifica-

8 17 tion?
o

_ Ti

| 18 A I don' t know.
i
) is Q Was it --

| r-
'

f 20 A It's a routine sort of thing. Let me tell you

'E 21 that this is not limiting. I said this earlier. We are
i
i 22 'not limited to working on sheltsrs and conters that are

;
e

, .
,

L 23 - identified or designated in advance by the Office of Civil
|
'

24 Preparedness. We do that, and we do the other. The shelteraO
() 25 that I've got listed in my testimony, that is the letter-

'

.

..________.____.___..___-.______._.___________m__-____m_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _



- - -

b .14,849<

p
p ..

p #13-12-sueg' 'that I sent, the addenda to that, are. shelters that'we
V +

) 2 have arranged for for.ourselves, have nothing to do.with

k -3= the Office _of_ Civil Preparedness.

p
p :4 ~ We' advise them of what.we have got and where we
p. ,

. 5 Lhave got them. The Office of Civil Preparedness identifies

I 6 public buildings.-- and this is what this refers to, public

7 ' buildings--- under the control usually of the' county. And

| 8 it is our agreement that'weIwill staff those to some extent.
'

9 But'I don't need -- I can function without having

to to work..with_the county, is what I'm saying. I have my

| 11 own shelters, these that I have arranged for. But for

12 clarity, I have to tell you that we certainly do work very

13 closely with the Office of Civil Preparedness and the people

14 there so they know the shelters we have available to them

| $ 15' and they have public buildings that they would make available
5

| | 16 if we needed more shelter space, et cetera.

0

| | 17 Q Mr. Rasbury, I think we have accidently confused
i

! 18 the record.
I

| h 19 A Well, may be.

20 Q I'm referring to the State Office of Disaster

i 21 Preparedness which is identified on Page 3 of Attachment 4
,

>

22 to your testimony.

23 And my question would be, have the relocation

| t

24 centers that you have arranged for and that you have

25 testified about today, been designated in advance by the

+
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* ?#13-13-SueF I State Office of Disaster Preparedness?

l' -2 A- (The witness is reading a document.) I haveet
;y/,

-<

'3 had no liaison.. I, meaning my' chapter, has had'no. liaison

'4 with the State Office'of Civil Preparedness. .Nor, do I

5 need any at.this time.

'

6. Q Again, you spoke of this State Office of civil-

-7 Preparedness and I think you meant.the State Office of

8 Disaster --
,

9 A Disaster Preparedness, I'm sorry.

^ 10 0 -- Preparedness.

11 - COURT REPORTER: Excuse me, I didn't get your

'12 answer.
,

13 WITNESS RASBURY: Disaster Preparedness is the,

-s
14 _ correct answer.

h
^

15 BY MR. ZAHNLEUTER: (Continuing)
I
] 16 Q Mrs. Robinson, again I would like to revisit

O

| 17 something that you and Mr. Miller discussed earlier
i
I, 18 today. And that is the subject of the State University-r
i

g 19 of New York at Stony Brook,
i

| 20 Do you see on Page 14 of your testimony the

il

f 21 statement at the top of the page which says that -- well,
3

| 22 it actually carries over from Page 13. The statement

23 says, "LILCO more recently was informed by the Red Cross

24 that the State University of New York (SUNY) at Stony Brook,,

(/ 2 which considered for several months..." et cetera?~

_ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _
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#13-14-Suet 1- A. (Witness' Robinson) Yes..
s-

4:
I 2 Q I would like to inquire about the basis'of your )

3 -knowledge concerning the statement about the fact-that, ,

4 SUNY Stony Brook considered =f'or several months whether to

5'
#_

allow its facility to be used in the LILCO planning effort.

6~ 'A It's based on information, verbal information,

7 from both Mrs.'Nocher and Mrs. Richardson of the Suffolk'

8 County Chapter.

9 0- And you have never spoken to that point directly

10 with anyone from SUNY Stony Brook; is that correct?

11 =A No.

12 - Q -Who have you spoken with?

'

13 A Mrs. Nocher and !!rs. Richardson.
A

14 O Am I correct that you have never spoken to
Mj 15 anyone at SUNY Stony Brook?
!
| 16 A On this topic --

,

0

| 17- Q On this issue?
I
{' 18 - A Specific issue, you are correct.
3
y 19 - 0 Did Mrs. Nocher or 1trs. Richardson identify

20 the contacts that they had?

f 21 A They may have at the time. I do not remember
>

| 22 any specific names. What I do remember is that they told

23 me they had approached SUNY Stony Brook, there had been

24 discussions.O
25 They had been informed that the request was

t

w_..___. ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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413-15-Suer- being forwarded to Albany for consideration,-and then I
,. g

E 2 got a call and -I don' t! remember the exact- time frame,
_

1,-,

.3: saying.that our-request hasLbeen rejected.

,: 4 Q You' don't; recall ~the exact time frame?

L5 A No, I don't recall the exact time.

6 Q Is that reference to several months then.some--

'7 thing that Mrs. Nocher referenced?

8 A No.- What I'm saying to you is that over a

9 period of several months, Mrs. Nocher had informed me

10 that she had contacted-SUNY Stony Brook and then either

11 she or Mrs. Richardson informed me that the request had.

12 been forwarded to Albany. And at some time over this

13 period, they informed me that the facility would not be~]
%J

14 available.

~

j 15 And without going back to a desk diary of some
I
[ 16 kind, I really can't give you anything more specific.

f 17 Q Let'.s look at the second part of that statement.
5

'; 18 What's the basis for your understanding that SUNY Stony
I '

h 19 Brook indicated to the Red Cross that SUNY Stony Brook
E
j 20 would not be available for use in LILCO's planning effort
i 21 due to the State's political position?
$
j 22 A My discussions with the representative of the

23 American Red Cross.

and #1324

( *'I
25

-

.

e
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" *Q[Gy :J - .;

iSiW14-lc l' . -Q: And is:the situation much the'same as you'have
s

Ay )- _
,2' Tjust? described, namely, tha't you'can't recall who:it was-

.. y:

' 3| at SUNY. Stoney Brook that made these statements?-

~

4 J -A ~(Witness Robinson) . L No); I- cannot recall that.
4

- ,

5: The'information came through'theLRed' Cross representatives
.

6 who were negotiating.
-

.

7 .Q. Are you aware _that SUNY S'toney Brook!is 13 miles

i8; 'from the Shoreham power site?
,

9- A I am aware that; portions 1of it may be as close

10 -as 13 miles and'some of it~is a little.further, yes.
..

11 Q Was that ever of a concern to LILCO?"

12 A It is an issue that was; discussed at great length

~

13 during the entire span of planning when_the~ County was

14 doing.the planning-and when LILCO.was doing the planning.

| 15 As Mr. Weismantle I believe explained earlier and as we have

5

( 16 discussed at various times, we felt that the advantages

| 17 of that facility in terms of its physical advantages over-
1

| 18 came the objection to its closeness to the perimeter of
I
h 19 the EPZ.

3
20 It is substantilly outside the EPZ. It is just

!- 21 within FEMA guidelines, or I should say it is outside the
3

f M- FEMA perferred guidelines, but it is outside of the EPZ.

M Q Do you know if anyone from SUNY Stoney Brook

24 discussed the location with respect to the power plant with
-

'v '25 the Suffolk County Red Cross?-

1
.
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'

YSiml14-2 .g: ' That was never. mentioned to me-A No, I do'not.
7- ..

: \ ) .2 as ancissue.

3- gl "''It was never mentioned to you by your contacts
.

4 - with~the-Suffolk County Red Cross?

5 'A -That is correct. At that point location was

6 never discussed.
E . .

7 -

Mr. .Rasbury,'can you tell me why it is that'-g

81 - the Red Cross does not become involved in radiation
'

1

8' monitoring and decontamination?

10 A (Witness Rasbury) I don't want to sound-facetious ,

11 - but-why reinvent the wheel? Why do something that somebody
.

12 else is doing? Our business we,are good at in running

() centers and shelters and taking care of the people. If
13#

I4 there is someone available who knows and is already trained
nj 15 in doing monitoring and doing decontamination, which I know
2
e

1 16 of my other experience to take some kind of knowledge, some
O

j special knowledge, why should I get involved in that?
II

3

| 18
I will have all I can do to run the number of

4
=

4I8j shelters over a 24-hour period that I have available.

O Do I take it that your staff of your Chapter
.

5 . 21 ~ of the Red Cross have no expertise in radiation monitoring
3

and decontamination?

A There is no one on my staff that I know that

24r_ knows as much about it as I do, and that is not enough to

%s gs; -

do the job you are talking about.

,~

,,-, , 7 5 s-- , , ,. ,--w ----. . .-,,,..c-, , ----ee-,.~m ,,.w -,v -= -,--em.e,w . p. g - v--e e-e. #-- ,- -*
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Si$tll4- 3 : > g .-

.Q- Again, Ms,=. Robin' son, I have another question that
f:.- \

'

( ,) 2 I'|would-like'to:ask:you concerning|something that'came. |

*' 3:- ^upfearlier.today andeif you could answer yes or no, please.
.

EHas LILCO[ decided not to rely on Dowling College and'4
__

.

5 St.LJoseph's College:as relocation centers?1
,

~6 A (Witness Robinson) I am afraid I can't answer
,

7-

fthat:yes or.no unless we redefine some terms.

8
- Q - Is it thefterm " relocation center" that is

8 troubling you?-

10 A It'is " relocation center" and " reliance."
11 - MR.-ZAHNLEUTER: I have no other questions.

12~ JUDGE LAURENSON: Mr. Hassell?',

13 MR. HASSELL: The staff has no questions.'o
14 ~ JUDGE LAURENSON:^ Ms. McCleskey?

j' 15 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

16
I EXXXXXX BY MS. McCLESKEY: ' !

8 17
g Q Mr. Weismantle, Mr. Miller asked you earlier
3

f' whether you agreed or disagreed with the numbers for the18
,

2
- 19 populations of certain zones that are given in Contention'

2 go
r 24.0 and you explained that you would have to go back and

-

,.

5 21
look at the plan and consult with Mr. Lieberman to answer ;

3

| 22 him.

23
Have you done that now?

24
.- . A (Witness Weismantle) Yes, I did that.

''

25
Q Could you answer his question?

i

e

___.,,,__,_.,....,.I..._,m. c., . . . ,y,
. , . . . . , , - , . , ,_._..-.,..,,_,.,,_...__,,._.s.,._._ -,,,_.y.
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-

I'can answer it now. As I-g'o'back and look;g 7

[ 2 at 'the contention as written by Suf folk County and went~

,

3
# 3: back and looked at previous. versions of the plan, Rev. 0,

4 .through Rev. 4, it appears as though an arithemtical error-
~

5~ was made by Suffolk County in counting up.the population,

6: the permanent' population and the summer population of zones'

7'

A through E and H through J. 7

a The actual numbers in those zones which would
9 be zones that in the original plan had Suffolk County>

-10 Community College designated as a relocation center add

11 up to about 20,396 instead of 18,599 for the permanent
12 population and 28,371 instead of 26,574 for the summer
13 population.

14
In addition to that, the contention has another

15 shortcoming in that our plan also included zones F-1 and
16 F-2 to go to Suffolk County Community College, and that is.

0

y' 17 approximately another 8,000 permanent population and 10,000
a

18 transient population above and beyond the numbers I just
i

{~
18 recited.

E

| 20

'

Mr. Rasbury, Mr. Miller gave you a hypotheticalQ
. .

5 21 earlier today and asked you to assume that the Red Cross
s

.|- 22 would not respond by providing relocation centers, and then
23 asked whether LILCO had any other way of providing relocation
24

O centers.

26
Do you think it is likely that the Red Cross
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3. H

Simil4-5 -11 would not respond by' providing relocation centers?
'

'X
~

-

'( ) '2 A- ~ (Witness Rasbury) I don't think~it is'at all
we

. ,

p h r,
. ;

'

r rj 3) ,11gely, The Red Cross, as i indicated earlier,-has been. j
-

W
>< ;

1. p 4 4- ,doing its_ job for 103 years and I see no reason for it not. i

e u;.y ,

'

8' to'. ,'
r

i

-8 If people,are displaced and in need of shelter, '

,

r t e.
-

,

'
r. s

7 the' American Red. Cross, the Corporation without regard to
..

t
,

8 my chapter or the other chapters adjacent..here will respond
t

9 as a corporation.
-

10 Q -Do your recall the; discussion you were having

11 regarding the agreement between New York State and the [
' ' '

12 American Red-Cross?.
\

e 13 A Just a few moments ago?

14" Q Yes.
i

a

i 18 -A Yes.
,

I !

I- 18 Q Does the agreement limit your response in'any 1,

8- 17 way in the State of New York?
i
| 18 A It does not limit it.
J

'

t
,

.

.8 18 - Q
.

If the agreement did not exist, would you still,

j 88r respond to emergencies in the State of New York?
n .

3. _ 21 A I certainly would.
.'

j 3 '

[i 22- Q Mr. Rasbury, in the context of providing relocatio m

i i
' # centers for the LERO plan, what do you mean when you say i

84 that you are serving as backup to Suffolk County Red Cross?o
88 A Well, first off, Red Cross in Suffolk County ]

'

;4

'

y.
*

.

B

- - - __-...-_--_--.__-__..___.L- - _ - - . - _ - - - - - _ _ _ - - _ _ . _ _ - _ _ _ _ . - - - . - - _- - - - _ . - -
'
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fim 14- 6.
:1 d . course. is die : host county.- - But what I am talking about$

p7
2." 'n j there is'-that we would take on from the' time'of the initia'l
3 .

-
-

alertLeertain planning operations.. They would be. identifying
S

.4:
- certain personnel, be put on a standby situation, we wouldi

-;

5.-

7 c 3. make1sure thatJwe.have people.available to' operate reception

6
, centers and congregate care centers should they be necessary-

,x -

y
_

and that we have got'the vehicles available to us and that''

^ ^

other= supplies.are on^ hand and we will be in a state of.
'

9- . -

readiness. JWe will be prepared to backup any activity that

10
takes. place that could'have.an impact in my territorial

11
jurisdiction.

12
As a situation would deteriorate or develop,

</T 13

( ) if you wish, I would be prepared to upgrade that readiness

14

and to receive individuals who might come into my territory
5, 15

J for congregate care of other assistance.

$ 16
'

-Q Could you provide shelter for 32,000 people if
. . 1,

j you had to?

| 18

[ A Not from my own resources, but with the resources

h 19

g of the rest of the Corporation, adjacent Chapters and

L $ m
| ;* with the weight of the full Red Cross, the answer is yes.
l i[ 21.'

J Q Could you provide shelter for more than 36 hours
3 22
2 at a stretch if you had to?

''
23

A We could do it for months if we had to.

| 24
~

' }/~h Q Now you will recall that we discussed agreements
\j . 25-

between the Nassau County American Red Cross and the

' !
|

,

w - 2 ~ n
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'Sim 14-7 1 facilities -that are listed in Attachment 1 to the testimony.
,

.

I( ,/. 2~ Do~you' recall that?

3 A Yes, I do.
.

4~ Q And Mr. Miller asked you whether the agreements
.

5 had been given to him and you suggested that you didn't

6 know about that. Do you remember that?

7 A I do.

8 Q .Do you recall whether agreements between your

9 Red Cross' Chapter and the. facilities that were given to

-10 Suffolk County?

11 A I am glad this came up because I understood
_

12 from the question initially asked, it was my impression

Q 13 that we had given or provided plans and agreements to
V

I4 Suffolk County Red Cross, not to Suffolk County, and when

.

15 the question about providing them to -- and I 'ad to
,

;j 16 understand why they would need them in Suffolk County Red

17 Cross, which is th'e way I reacted.
I

f I do recall our having a discussion earlier18 -

.

'I8 before the deposition time about making available to the

{'
counsel for Suffolk County the agreements we have with our

21 shelters, and I can tell you that I did not agree at first,

22 ' but subsequently thought better of it and made those

23*

available to you to be passed on to the County counsel.

i- 24
| h Q. So the agreements were given to counsel for ;

1
> > 1 '

O 25'

Suffolk County with your permission?

I

:
1

- . . - , - , -.. - ,, . . , . , ,
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. .

-A : Ye s , .: absolutely.'

'(d J I - -MS. McCLESKEY:'
\.' ,g

A I-haave no.further questions.>

d'' L3- . . -.

' LOh, -I beg your pardon', 'I -have ' ne more question.* o
,

4
BYLMSi--McCleskey:

1
~ .5-

5{ > ' O Mr..Rasbury, thetCounty.: asked a great many-
'I6: . . . . .

g , questions of(you today.and the'~other members of the panel
7: ..

'about(what' facilities'would be available in a radiological ~

8-
emergency ' at -Shoreham.

.

.

'

'9 _ ..

'

What is your opinion-as'to.whether-the-people in
.

10 . .

*

charge of facilities would be willing.to.make them available

11 -

if there were a real emergency at Shoreham?
12-

.

*

MR. MILLER: Objection, Judge-Laurenson,cthat-

) qusestion is vague and confusing..

' 14 . .

" JUDGE LAURENSON: Overruled,
n

.i 15

J- WITNESS RASBURY: It is my opinion, based on
~

w
'8~ 16

(* my experience, that the people,;the American people,'not
~

OT
.

17

..
.f limiting it at all to^Nassau-County or Suffolk County or
j, .18

_

.

[ anywhere else, that!given an actual emergency of some kind ]
h' 19' .|

.:+ r f will ralley'.to that emergency and that considerations-of: --

' .[ :30
.. .

*

.

_

political considerations will not enter into it at all.

J' : 21

'i I believe that should we have a problem, that,

||. -M ::

all.we need do is ask, and we probably won't have to'ask-
-

' 23

everyone, and facilities', if we need them, will be-made
.

- 24 -

available to us. I have every confidence of that.

MS. McCLESKEY: .Thank you very much.

.g.
- + ;e

_
, '

'-'-(..
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Sim 14-9 il Judge'Laurenson, I have'no further questions.
,

. , ,

[j 2 JUDGE LAURENSON: .I have a question.on clarifica'-'

t
. . ..- d-

.

<3 ~ ion for Mr. .Rasbury..
.

4 ' BOARD EXAMINATION
4

INDEXXXXXX: 5~ BY~ JUDGE LAURENSON:

'6 Q I. understood that you~just answered one of-,

7 :Ms. McCleskey's' questions to the effect that if'you had
'

8. to shelter 32,000' people that- the Nassau County Red Cross

9 - wouldn ' t : on 'its own be able J to do that, but would:have-to
*

'

. 10 seek help from some other. Chapters.
,

. 11
~

.But your letter of July 25, which is -Attachment
,

12 1, seems to talk about a' list of' facilities which would

/"'s 13 shelter 48,000 people. Could you' explain that' apparent\s,)
>

14 , difference for me?
,

, ,

j '15 A (Witness Weismantle) Yes. Basically'you would
k
!. 16 run out of-personnel pretty soon over a protracted period

1 O -

| 17'

of time and I would need assistance throughout the Corpora-
1

5 18 tion,' adjacent chapters to~ continue to operate the shelters
g
j 19 on a 24-hour basis day in and day out over a lcng period

f; 20 of time.

, ;
. 21 'It is not that the physical facilities are not

.I

! M available.- The human resources require assistance.
23 JUDGE LAURENSON: I think Judge Shon also has

,
-

_

24 a follow-up question here.

>

3

r

.

. :
,

| -Tu 't # - g _ - - p ,. p .,-'yg-- .w , e, ,w e.--eei, --_--.-i-.-e ._ _ _ _ _ _- --__
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Sim :14-10 BOARD EXAMINATIONg

BY JUDGE SHON:2.
x/

xINDEX -3' 0 I just want to make sure, Mr. Rasbury,.that-
,

|

I understand and that it is clear on the record' exactly4

5 what you understand your responsibilities to be.
.

6 I would like to direct you to the second page

7: 'of your Attachment 3, and in particular the heading "B"

8 subheading "1" in which the Red Cross agrees that it will

9 conduct mass care shelter and. feeding operations in centers

10 ~and; facilities designated in advance by the Office of

11 Disaster Preparedness.

12 As_I understand the bidding as it has gone

g-^3 13 through your cross-examination and redirect, you believe

\d
14 that you could, without any violation of your charter,

j 15 conduct these operations even in facilities that had not

$
.s- 16 been so designated in advance by the' Office of Disaster'

8 17 Preparedness; is that right?

I
| 18 A (Witness Rasbury) Yes, sir, but let me~ amplify
r

h 19 if I may. As I understand this, and my knowledge of
5

~ L 20 operations with the Office of Disaster Preparedness andr
.-

? - 21 locally we call it in the Nassau County the Office of
5

72 Civil Preparedness, part of the same, is that government,

23- -county or state, will designate certain facilities to be

O.
24 used as shelters and will expect the American Red Cross.

k_I 's to' staff-them. They -- the government will identify

.

+

c., . - . . , --, , , , .4. . . . . . , . . - .
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2' Sin?l4 11 I' these - facilities in advance and. ask us :to put staff. in
--

7- _

q - 2 .there to operate-them.
~

'3 My testimony'has been about those facilities

i4 that I can make available through my own private negotiations .

'5 having;nothing to do-with-government. So these wind up.

6 being"in addition to those facilities listed as an attachment
,
,

7 .to my letter of understanding or letter of agreement.

8 Q .I see. But you believe that you would conduct

8 'these operations in the facilities-you have negotiated

10 for despite the fact that they might not have been desig-

11 nated'by a governmental entity; is that right?

12 A That is correct. And I am saying that the

13[d facilities that I-have already arranged for do not need

14 to be blessed, so to speak, by the government. All it.

15. really does is give me an additional responsibility.
,

,

g- 16 Q And if you needed additional personnel and were

8 17
to-call upon adjacent units of the American Red Cross,o

2

f you believe they would also understand that they could
18

i

I8
$- operate in facilities that had never received the blessing,
&

T 20y so to speak', of a government agency; is that correct?

21
A Yes, sir.

-
- JUDGE SHON: Thank you.- That is all I wanted

23
to know really.

24 -

; q JUDGE LAURENSON: Any other questions for this

~52-

panel?
-

E

-f :

..~ ,- -~ . , - , - - -__.-_.m. _ - , , . . . , , - - r , m___,. .. .- , - , , . . ,
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:Sim 14-12 c1 MR. MILLER: 'Very limited, Judge.Laurenson.
x ,.x

([ 12 - RECROSS-EXAMINATION |

.INDEXXXXX 3''

,-
_ -BYTMR. MILLER:

4 Q. -Mr. Weismantle, I want to~ clear up these figures

5 in Contention-24.0. Quite. simply, are you saying now that
'

6 I ased upon the' figures that you have now discussed from yourb

7 review of the plan that approximately 38,000 persons would

8' have been.sent to Suffolk County' Community College'dering the

9
.

summer months in the event of an emergency.at Shoreham?

10 -A- (Witness Weismantle) No. That is just the

11- -population'in those zones. Again, we would only expect, .
.

12
you know, as-a maximum 20 percent of that number to have

13
gone to Suffolk County Community College, and it turns out

14
with.the-explanation I gave that that is about the capacity.

15
. that Suffolk County Community College had available, 6,000

1
g 16 people.

3 17
g Q Okay. Thank you.
2

18
Ms. Robinson, one question for you. Would you look

~ 18
at'page 14 of your testimony. Mr. Zahnleuter was asking

2 20 -r you about this in regared to the Stoney Brook issue.

Isn't it true, Ms. Robinson, that SUNY-Stoney
'

'

. Brook was never withdrawn from LILCO's use as a relocation-

23
' center by the State, but instead LILCO voluntarily withdrew

24 -its. intent to -use- that f acility because of its proximity,

i 25
j to the Shoreham plant?
t

.

.-s a w -c -% w, , . - y e.- .g,.m 9.i----.'e-9.-, ,*tg-6-y-$ -em1- %"
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Sin'14-13: 1 A -(Witness-Robinson) 1k) , that is not correct.

( ). 2 MR.'LMILLER: No further' questions, Judge
7,s.

3: Laurenson.

4' JUDGE.LAURENSON: Anytying else?g

,
3 .'MR..ZAHNLEUTER: Yes, sir.5.

,

6 RECROSS-EXAMINATION-

9 Vy "L-
.

7 BY MR. ZAH"LEUTER:

8- Q Mr.'Rasbury, does the National Red Cross agree,.

9 with'your understanding and interpretation of the statement

10 of. understanding betwe'en the.-New York State and the National

11 ' Red Cross?,

12 A (Witness.Rasbury) I don't really know.

/'~ 13 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: Thank you.

14 I have no other questions.

- 15 JUDGE LAURENSON: Anything else?

16 (No response.)

17 You are not going to offer New York Exhibit 12

18 in evidence then?,

4

19 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: I see no reason to.

20 JUDGE LAURENSON: All right. This panel of

21 witnesses.is excused and we thank you for your testimony.
22 (Panel was excused.)
23 JUDGE LAURENSON: Pursuant to the agreement

24
.; ,s. entered into by counsel before we started, I think we willbe4

]*

25 ready for the testimony of Drs. Harris and Mayer..''

,

1 e m o' ,- - -,,.g- p -- m .g ,m.y ~ g- - w
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zwe-will'take a veryfshort recess while we change-:
,

- ' ' '- ~

.the guard'here.
. 2:

, - v --
~ '

' (Brie f recess. )3

,
_ j . Whereupon,

~

5 DAVID HARRIS:
.

t

6. - and -

7 MARTIN MAYER-

were recalled as witnesses on behalf of behalf of Suffolk8

.g : County and,'having been~ previous. duly. sworn,-were further

10 examined and' testified as follows:

. INDEX XXXXX41 JUDGE LAURENSON: We are back on the record..

-

12 Mr.'McMurray.

1.

s 13 MR. .McMURRAY: ' Judge Laurenson, at this timei

4

gj the County presents its panel on Contention 75. I believe

,
15 Drs. Harris and Mayer have already been sworn..

_

16 JUDGE LAURENSON': That is correct and you are
L

17 - still unde ~r oath.

18 MR. McMURRAY: Judge Laurenson, the testimony,
,

19 :the main portion of the testimony of these witnesses on

*
' 20 - Contention 75 was already entered into the. record. ~ Howe ver ,

! 21 there is a' revision to that direct testimony which needs'

'

22 still to be included'in the' record.

23

; -24

,

. _.

,

~ $ , -- av, y , ,- +--m-y---ew--e r--- a n-- w,%-,e w -- +, .e -v + s- - - *+ +
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Sim:14- 5 DIRECT EXAMINATIONg. -

BY'MR.'McMURRAY:
~

f~',.-INDE pv - 2 I

sn I
'

Q ' Gentlemen,.at.this time do you have a document |
13 ,

in front-of you entitled " Revisions to the Director Testimony
.4

of David. Harris ~and Martin Mayer on Behalf of Suffolk County.

5

_Regarding' Contention 75"?
6

A (Witness Harris) Yes.
7

A (Witness Mayer) Yes, I do.
8

.

. Was this testimony prepared by you or underQ

your-direct control and supervision?

A (Witness Harris) Yes.
11-

A (Witness Mayer) Yes, it was.

, . O Do you have any corrections to make to the

e

revisions at this time?
14

e A (Witness Harris) Yes, I do, and they are on
g 15
+
$ page 2.
g 16

Under Item 4 on page 2 on line 6 of Item 4, ito
u 17
?
' should read as follows: After LILCO, the verb "had" should
:- 18

i be inserted. And'the next five words " stated it now'g 19
-

| intended to," should be deleted. The word " rely" shouldM.
=

, : be changed to relied.
21-

3

( So the sentence would now read " Finally, LILCO
g. 22

cannot assure that it can provide adequate capacity andg

services for evacuees at its designated relocation centers
4

O'

ts_,/ because at least two of the relocation centers upon which3

end Sim LILCO had relied."
'

,,

- - - - .- , . , . ., - _ _7-. , -
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-l- 'On: Line 7_- of Item 4, the' words in parenthesis,
r'' s

i( <j_ See LILCO. Supplementary testimony _at 3,:that and'the2''

3 ,

<

3 -parenthesis should'be' deleted.c

-

4 Further- down' on thel page, . on line 13 of Item 4,
5 thelword, owners'-should be striken, and replaced with the-'

6 more appropriate _ term, ' administrators.'

7 And on that same line, - the article the, ' shoold
~

'

.8 :be replaced-by.the word, any.'
'

' '

,

.And the word, to' on that-

9 line should be~ deleted.

,
10 ' On the next line, there should _ be a period --
11 JUDGE LAURENSON: I am sorry, which 'the ' should

12 be_ replaced on that line. There are two of them~.
- 13 WITNESS HARRIS: It is-the last,-'the.' ' The

14 second of the two definite articles, the , ' on that line.'

"

{ So it would read this way'if it is done the way it should15

16 read: The LILCO Plan contains no agreements _ fro'm facility
0

| 17- administrators indicating the availability of any other
f.

{. 18- facilities now apparently relied upon.
I
.

g 19 And af ter the word, 'upon,' a period should:be-1
-j 20 inserted.. The remainder of the line should be deleted, and

.

5- :21 the words, ' college' and Dowling College' and the period'

i

{ 22- after it deleted from the next line.
;

23 In the next sentence, on that same line, the-
; 24' words, 'of the' should be deleted. So the sentence wouldf
'

| \> 2 -read: Thus, two facilities have flatly stated.
-

I
;

.

--.ew---9 3 -.g - - -%y.m3.-- - ., -,# --w,W-mmyyn, -yesy---.-9-a --q>--.-.- e m&% - -aww -e y9 y sg-.e+ww--'vw-.
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-1 And then, on the third line from the bottom of
~

I </
1-

2 :the:page,(the first'- the article 'the' should be striken,
x.,u

.Si and. replaced.with'the word, 'any,' and the word,.'to' should,

_. 4 -be,striken.,

5' So now the sentence would read:. Thus, two of-the. .

6. . facilities have ' flatly stated :that they are not available for

- '7~ use in' implementing the LILCO plan,~and LILCO has-failed.to-

.
.

provide any assurance or-evidence that any of;the facilities-8

9 uhave agreed, et cetera, et cetera.-

.

10 I am sorry to take so long, but with those changes ,

'11 ~the testimony is correct.

; 12 Q With these changes, is this testimony true and
i'

accurate ' to -the best of your knowledge.
*

13~

I

14 -A (Witne ss . Mayer) Yes, it is.

$ 15 A (Witness Harris) Yes.
.

.y
8 16 MR. McMURRAY: Judge Laurenson, at this time

17 ' I move into evidence the document entitled: Revisions to' -

5
~*

. 18 the Direct Testimony of David Harris and Martin Mayer on4

g 19 Behalf of Suffolk County Regarding Contention 75, and the;. -
,.

20 attachments thereto.

i, 21 JUDGE LAURENSON: Any objection?,

' g.
'

22 MS. McCLESKEY: LILCO has no objection.

23 MR. HASSELL: The Staff has none.

'24 MR. ZAHNLEUTER: No objection.
,O
'%/ : 25 JUDGE LAURENSON: The testimony will be received
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSIONp

V Before the Atomic. Safety and Licensing Board
.

)
In'the Matter of ) . .

-) Docket No. 50-322-OL-3
.LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) (Emergency Planning)

)
(Shoreham Nuclear ~ Power Station, ),

Unit 1) )
);

.

REVISIONS TO THE DIRECT TESTIMONY OF
DAVID HARRIS AND MARTIN MAYER ON BEHALF

OF SUFFOLK COUNTY REGARDING CONTENTION 75

on May 31, 1984, the Board admitted into evidence the Direct

Testimony of David Harris and Martin Mayer on Behalf of Suffolk

L County ,Regarding Contention's 24.G, 24.K, 24.P, 73 and 75. Tr.

9574. However, as a result of LILCO's stated intention to

abandon its reliance on two relocation centers designated in

Revision 3 of the LILCO Plan (Suffolk County Community College
-.

; and SUNY Stonybrook) and to substitute another facility (Dowling
i

j College) in their place and stead, cross-examination on

Contention 75, which concerns relocation centers, was held in.

abeyance pending a decision by-the Board on how to proceed. See4

Tr. 9573-74. On June 8, 1984, the Board ruled that revisions to '

the County's testimony on Contention 75 (as well as on the otheri

'
relocation center related issues, Contentions 24.0 and 74) must-

'

[* be filed on June 26, 1984. Tr. 10973. Pursuant to the Board's

'

ruling, the County hereby submits the following revisions to the

testimony of Drs. Harris and Mayer on Contention 75, which is |,

)

.

,- , . . - . _ - . . . - . . . - . . . - . - _ _ - ._. - ..._- - -.- - -
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conkainedinthedocumententitled"DirectTestimonyofDavid

[} Harris ~ and Martin Mayer on Behalf of ~ Suffolk County. Regarding
.

Contentions 24.G, 24.K, 24.P, 73~and 75":-

1. Pages 24-25. ' Delete footnote 2.
.

2. Page 26, line 7. Change "five" to "four."
*

3. Page 28, lines 12 and 14. Change " Stony Brook" to

"Farmingdale."

4. Page 30. Insert the following paragraph follo' wing line

.7 :
-

.

" Finally, LILCO cannot assure that it can provide adequate

capacity and services for evacuees at.its designated relocation-
centers because at least'two of the relocation centers upon which

LILCO states it.now intends to rely, BOCES II and SUNY

Farmingdale (see LILCO Supplemental Testimony at 3), have
,

< ~ informed the American Red Cross that those facilities will not be

made.available to implement the LILCO Plan in the even.t of a
,

' radiological emergency'at Shoreham. See Attachments'2 and 3 to

this testimony. And, as we stated in our testimony concerning
1

Contention 24.N, the LILCO Plan contains no agreements from

facility owners indicating the availability of the other two

facilities now apparently relied upon -- that.is, St. Joseph's

| College and Dowling College. Thus, two of the fa'cilities have
|

flatly stated that they are not available for use in implementing
'

the LILCO Plan, and LILCO has failed to provide any. assurance or .

evidence that the other two facilities have agreed to LILCO's

proposals for their use. Accordingly, in our opinion, LILCO has

(k fail,ed to provide assurance that the relocation centers it has
.

L - 2 --

s
k'

. - _ . _ - -..____,a_,_ _ _ . . _ _ . , . _ . __,.__,___..._...,-,__,._,-,_..__,___.__,_...__,m.__,_,,
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A

!
designated will be sufficient in capacity to provide.the neces-

r sary services for the number.of evacuees that will require them |

in.the' event of a radiological emergency at Shoreham."

5.. ' Add Attachments 2 and 3 (attached to this. pleading).E -

.

s

.

Respectfully submitted,

Martin Bradley Ashare
Suffolk County Department of Law

'
.

Veteran.s Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, New York 11788

i

KIRKPATRICK, LOCKHART, HILL,
CHRISTOPHER &'PHILLIPS

,

JE ' Y)t
_ Lawrence Coe Lanpher

Karla J. Letsche.
-

- Michael S. Miller
* Christopher M. McMurray.

1900 M Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20036
4

Date: June 24, 1984
,

,

t

4 .

* e

o

|

-3-

, . - . . - - _ . ._ .. - .. .- - - .. - - - .._.- . - .._,. _ - - . -. . . - - . - -



'

BOARD 'OF COOPERATIVE EDUCATIONAL SERVICES
SGCONO SUPERVtSoRY DISTRICT SUPPout COUNTY. NEW YORIC

g (516) 289-2200*

201 Sunrise Highway, Patchogue New York 11772
- JAMES HINES, EXECUTIVE OFFICER'

,

.

June 21, 1984'

.

-
.

.

: Mrs. Patricia Nocher ,

Executive Director
American Red Cross
475 East Main Street
Patchogue, NY 11772

Dear Mrs. Nocher: ,

I have recently become aware that the American Red Cross and the Long
Island Lighting Company have designated the campus of the BOCES II Occupa-
tional Center in Islip as a relocation center in the event of a radiological
emergency at the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station.

,

Please be advised that BOCES II has not entered into any agreement with
the American Red Cross or LILCO to serve as a relocation center, or as a4

. decontamination and monitoring facility, for a Shoreham emergency. Any such
agreement would have to have been approved by BOCES II, and no such approval

,

has beeri granted. BOCES II has' entered into an agreement with the American-

~ Red Cross concerning the use of the BOCES II Occupational Center in Islip as a
s ' mass care shelter, but that agreement does not grant the American Red Cross or'

LILCO permission to use our campus as a relocation center, or as a decon-
tamination and monitoring facility, pursuant to LILCO's proposed plan to deal
with a radiological emergency at Shoreham.

.

In addition, the Governor of the State of New York has determined th' t'a
j the State of New York will not participate in the implementation of the off-4

site radiological emergency response plan for Shoreham proposed by LILCO. In j

accordance with the Governor's position, the campus of the BOCES II Oceupa- i

tional Center in Islip will not be available to the American Red Cross or-

; LILCO for use in implementing the LILCO Plan.

Consequently, as Di~ strict Superintendent and Executive Officer of the
Board of Cooperative Educational Services of the Second Supervisory District

i of Suffolk County, I am advising you that we have not entered into any agree-
ment to serve as a relocation center, or as a decontamination and monitoring
f acility, in the event of a radiological emergency at Shoreham.

,

1
-Sincerely.

,

-

<
,

James Hines

| District Superintendent
JH/tw q

_ . - - - - - - - - _ - , - - - _ -
.
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o$se ofthe h=sident i

June 21, 1984.

.

.

Mrs. Patricia Nocher
Executive Director
American Red Cross 1

475 East Main Street
Patchogue, NY 11772

Dear Mrs. Nocher:

I recently have become aware that the American Red Cross and
the Long Island Lighting Company have designated the campus of
the State University of New York at Farmingdale as a relocation #
center in the event of a radiological emergency at the Shoreham.

Nuclear Power Station.

. Please be advised that SUNY-Farmingdale has not entered into
l any' agreement with the American Red Cross or LILCO to serve as

a relocation center, or as a decontamination and monitoring
facility, for a Shoreham emergency. Any such agreement would.

have to have been approved by me, and no such approval has been
granted.

In addition, the Covernor of the State of New York has determined
*

that the State of New York will not participate in the i=plementa-
tion of any radiological emergency response plan for Shoreham pro-
posed by LILCO. The Governor has stated that the LILCO Plan is

,

not adequate and is not implementable. In accordance with the
Covernor's position. SUNY-Farmingdale will not be available to the
American Red Cross or LILCO for use in 1::plementing the LILCO Plan.

Consequently, as President of the State University of New York at .

Farmingdale I am advising you that we have not entered into any
I agreement to serve as a relocation center, or as a .decontamina-
| tion and monitoring facility, in the event of a radiological emer-

gency at Shoreham.
,

.

Sincerely,
!

l.e *,- .
,

/ -

/."
,

*/ / j {
FranM A. Cipriani !
President M,

i -

| FAC:hs
,

|
. -. . . . . ._. _ _ - _ _ _ - ..
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, 1.; 'MR. McMURRAY: -The panel is prepared for cross
.

.2 ~ examination.
,

3 .JUDGELLAURENSON: Mr. McCleskey?

XXX INDEX '4 CROSS EXAMINATION
''

.5 BY.MS. McCLESKEY:

6 .Q L Good af ternoon gentlemen, it is good to see you
7 again. . Did either of- you write : the letters that -are Attach-
8. ments 2 and 3 to your testimonycthat was just admitted, the
9. revised testimony.

10 A (Witness . Mayer) I did not.

11 A' (Witness. Harris) ik) .

12 0 When did you first see the letters?
,

(-] 13 A. (Witness Mayer) - Several weeks ago when I reviewedV
14 a copy of my testimony after it had been typed up.

;' e

j 15 A (Witness Harris) I 'first say the letters sometime,

2

f
'

16 after the 9th of August, when I returned from a holiday. 9th
8 17 of August this year.a

'
i

| 18 Q
I Dr. Harris, you did not see your revised testimony
h 19 prior'to it being. filed?

: g.

{ 20 A No, I said I did not see this letter is the
.,

.

p 21 question now. Are you asking did I not see it before it was.
$
! 22 filed? Oh, no, that is not true, but I had not seen this2

23 because I was away, this letter.
. 24 Qp You had not seen Attachments 2 and 3 to your,

\~/ 25 testimony prior to August 9th?

A I do not recall seeing them before August 9th.
.

, , . -c-.,--- ..-...---,,,nn. - . . , . . . . . , , . . - , , . . . - , _ . , , . - , - - . . - . . . - ~
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'1~ Q' Did'you write the revisions to your testimonyi
j
,p/

t ~2-- that have just- been entered into, the record..

''

3 Ji I .think the statement was i that IUparticipated- ~
'

'

$C 4 Lin the= writing and supervised, and some of it.is Dr. Mayer's
'

5 =.and'some.'of it;is'mine.,
,

,

-6- Q And(you wrote'what you'were-referring.to:as
'

J .

' Item 4'on page 2 of-your revisions without looking at7.
- . .

"8 ' Attachments 2 and 37

'9. A Yes . -:
'

,

'10 Q Dr. Mayer,'when did you first'see'the letters?

11- A (Witness Mayer) At the time before' filing when
i

12- this was sent to me for review, I:saw these letters attached

'

13 to them.~ The! lawyer submitted them all as a package.*
,

14 Q - When did- you gentlemen first hear of- the existence

) 15 of these letters?

16 A I didn't hear of the' existence. It came with
0-

| 17 the package. It came from the lawyers before we submitted
1
* 18' it.
I
,

's 19 A (Witness Harris) My statement is different
,

.. g -
20, under oath, that I heard about this -- did not see the letter,

,

{ : 21 but heard about the burden, the context of the letters, from
3 3

-j 22 one of the attorneys by telephone.

23 - Q When?

24 - A It must have been -- if my memory will serve me
.O
"\ s> 25 -- before I went on my vacation, which was -- maybe it was I

;

i ,- r,--,. w - ,,-n',,---+-w. ,,-, ,~.-- ,v-,-.w-.---w n, .~,,.n,m.,, ,e, - , .v ~ , - - +-,--,,e ,,-e,--,,- -.--,-r
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I

,

""
;1; "after. Now Ilam;not sure. It was .e'ither ' before or -af ter.

-

9~s e

il b: 2 ILwent on my vacation, whichiputs it'either.'in July or in
Ac. ,

3' . August.7,,

4 .Q ' Dr. Harris,- when your revised testimony was:-
-

-

, -

5 ' filed on. June 26th, and.you wrote or reviewed or approve'd

6 the statement inoItem 4 there, - that -there are letters that,

,

^
'are Att'achments'2-and 3 of'the testimony, you had no knowledg417

l
-

. i-

8 -of the contents of these two letters?.

9E A I am not sure now. I know I did not see the'
.

10 letter until'I returned from my holiday.
'

11- Q Dr' Mayer,.did you write ~a first draft of this.

.

- 12 revised testimony?

(~ 13 A' (Witness Mayer) I wrote some -- I examined

\ )} '

14 some material and I made comments upon it.
,

h
4

. Which portions of the testimony do you recall ;15 0

. | 16 writing?

f 17 A I really couldn't say exactly which words are
't

*
- 18- mine, and which words are Dr. Harris'. -

[
'

a

r '19 Q - Well, Dr. Harris, did you write the first draft
i

'

] 20 ofLany of these words?

k, 21 A f(Witness Harris) No.
3

- 22 Q Dr. Mayer, you think Dr. Harris wrote the first i
~

23 draft of some of these words?
.

r

24 MR. McMURRAY: Judge Laurenson, I am going to

i
26 - object to this line of questioning. The witnesses have l

l

I
'

s

1

%

..e - ,c - - - , - ~ _ ..--.--..%,,,,,-,+ .4,---3.-,-.- ,.- ~ , , - _ , , -.. .,#,,,1-- ,,.,-,----~,,v-,-., ,.m..,.,y,-,-+---,-..,.--,-..!
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1 . sworn under . oath that this - testimony was prepared 'un' der
|

.[J} 2- .their direct control and supervision, Land they.have adopted'1

s.

3 it as their own. I don't see the relevance of this

4 questioning.

~

5 JUDGE LAURENSON: This is proper cross -

6 examination. The objection is-overruled.

7 WITNESS MAYER : I don't remember the exact

8 . sequence of events. I stand by every word in it, but I

9 don't remember the exact sequence of who wrote exactly what,
,

to which words, and when.

11 BY MS. McCLESKEY: (Continuing)

12 Q Dr. Mayer, when did you first hear that letters

- -
. 13 stating that SUNY Farmingdale and BOCES II were going to be

x -

14 available for you to revise your testimony with?-

5 15 A (Witness Mayer) I don't recall the exact date.
$
g -16 Q Do you recall whether it was in the spring, in
8 17 the summer?
I
*

18 A Well, I don't recall the exact date.
T
i

g 19 Q Can you give me generally a time?
I
2 20 A Several months ago.
W

.

j 21 Q Before June?
3

j 22 A I don't think so. I don't think before June.
23 The letters are dated June 21st.

24 Q Did either of you see draf ts of these letters?
!

| (. N' A I had absolutely nothing to do with the draf ting
,

i -

|

_ _ . . . . - _ . _ _ _ _ . - - _ . - _i-
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1: 1of.these: letters. I ha'd.nothing to do with the wording or
~

'

s
.

( }} 2: draftingfof these-letters. I had no contact withLthe person
.~

3 who wrote-the letter, or the person who received the letter.

4- A (Witness ' Harris). 'My answer is.just a simple no.

5: Q' .How did.you obtain copies,-- your first copy of

6 .these: letters?

.7- A. -(Witness Mayer) It was given to me by my

8. lawyers. . Suffolk County lawyers.

9 A (Witness Harris) Likewise.

10 Q And that was after June 21st, and before June 126th?'

11 - A (Wit. Mayer) I think it-was after June 21st. Don 't'

12 know the-exact date. I don't remember the exact date.

13 Q Do you know how your attorney got a ~ copy of the -

14 letters?

h 15 A I haven't the slightest: idea.
*-
ej 16 A (Witness Harris) No.

17 Q Do you know Mrs. Patricia Nocher?
5
*

lir A (Witness Mayer) Yes.
I
h .19 A (Witness Harris) Yes.
e

f M Q Have you. ever spoken with her about these letters? '

.

E 21 A (Witness Mayer) No, I have not.
3

'g 22 A (Witness Harris) No.

23 Q Do you know Mr. Hines?
]

24 A (Witness Mayer) Yes, I do . |O
N-) M A (Witness Harris) Yes.

. . ,

- - , - v 9.-s - -.-=4. -4 -- ------m- m- - , g-s--eT't--" '7'e4 -*M~ee't'*+*t-
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. - q1 L ' iQ~ Have you; spoken with him about these l'etters?1

h'N ..
~ ' '

-

~2
. , . ._. .

I have not.
.

A,); -A' ,(Witness Mayer)E: No, 73 g

s :
.:. 3 : A- . (Witness. Harris)- No.-& R'

. . .

>; ,

'

F - Q' tDo'you know Mr.'Cipriani?-,

15| :A" (Witness Mayer)- I do not know him', no..
. .'

1

6

'6 A '. .(Witness Harris) No'. 'I~think I: met-him once-

. 7. at some civic function, but.-I am not.quite sure.

8 '^'Q Then1I take'it;you-have'never' spoken, Dr. Harris,-.

9 witlt him about ;the letters?

-10 A (Witness Harris) No.

- 11: A- . (Witness Mayer) Never.

12 ~Q- .Okay. Is it your understanding that LILCO will.
4

U 13 'be operating the' relocation centers that may be set up in

14 fresponse-to an emergency at Shoreham?
.

h.- 15 A ;(Witness Harris) It is my understanding - 'the
.'h'
[ 16 latest understanding that I have', that.LILCO will be operating
C
o 17 decontamination centers and American Red Cross will be operating.

: t
| 18 the places where people are located. That'is my' understanding .

' i. -

..

g- 19 A (Witness May'er) That is my understanding. I
I

; ~ { 20' . as sitting and listening to testimony, and that is myw

! 5 21 ' understanding.
!
.t .,.

I j 22 ~ Of course, I heard people say that the plan is

'
.23 exactly what is in-their head at four o' clock in the afternoon ,

'

so the plan is subject to change.24
-

!
j; jw 26 Q Okay. Will you turn to page 24 of your main body1

L

C

' "
-

_..

g
.

.
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:1, of-testimony'that was previously entered into.the record,.

p) 2' 'on Contention 75.m3

3 Look down there are. the answer. to ;the second

4 question. There!is a sentence that says : LILCO.has
~

,

5 failed to consider much- less plan to deal with .the numerous
~

. s practical problems involved in' establishing and running
_

7 : relocation centers.

/ 8 A (Witness Harris) I see that sentence.

9 'O When you wrote that sentence, did you think that

10 LILCO was going to be establishing ~and running relocation

-11 centers? '

~

12 A No. I thought that they had' failed to consider

r~< 13 inEthe planning document the numerous- practical probl~ ems
- l(

14 involved in running the centers.

h 15 As my testimony also says, they were to run --

.$.j 16 as I remember the plan, -- it changes so quickly, you have

8 17 to have a good memory for that, but the plan, as I recall
-?
3

| 18- it then, was that LILCO would provide the monitoring and
5

[ 19 decontamination in the same actual facility as -- on the same
's.

|| 3 sites as the Red Cross would run the relocation, the housing,

j 21 the feeding, the sheltering and so forth, and as my testimony
a

! 22 I think says somewhere in it, that one of the problems is that
2

23 it wasn't quite clear who would be in charge of the total

24 operations,.but that they would be almost co-equals in this
O
S~/' 35 combined operation.

:

E
.

. . - - - . - - - - . , _ - - . _ . , - - . . ., , _ . . . _ _ . . . . - ... . _ . .. -,
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'

1 .Q Then, in this sentence,.when you said that
, . .

' t, -2: 'LILCO has considered and planned to deal with practical,

3 problems involved in establishing ~and running-relocation-

~

-4 centers, you' meant the monitoring and decontamination portion.
c

5 A .No. I mean that they~ failed to. consider in their

6 plan the numerous practical' problems involved in establishing

7 and running it.

8 I didn't mean that-they would run it. They

9 were responsible for the planning of'it. I meant in.the

10 planning.

11 Q. You think it is inappropriate for LILCO to -

12 rely upon the American Red Cross. to run relocation- centers?

13 A No', I' don't think-it is inappropriate for LILCO

14 to rely on the American Red-Cross, because the American Red

), - 15 Cross has a good record in dealing with all sorts of natural
:t

j is disasters.

17 - All-I was saying, that in dealing with the problems~

*
18 that would be associated with a considerable release of'I

h 19 -radio isotobes in case of such release, that the problems and
i
{ 20' the logistics as such, that they didn't adequately consider
i 21 them.
{
m.
*

22 Q Gentlemen, is it your understanding that at each

23 shelter there would be a portion for potentially contaminated
24 people, and-a portion for uncontaminated people?

25 A (Witness Mayer) Under the revision of the Plan,
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' 1! and I forget which number,- there were so many, but under
~ ~

c

Q] .2 -the revision of the Plan that we ma'de these comments on,

3 that-would:seem to be the way it was'being set up.

4 It is now my understanding that it is not being

6'
.

set 'np that way any more. At least present thinking is that-
;

~ 6 way, and it may change tomorrow. Mr. Rasbury said it was in

7- his mind at four o' clock; at five o' clock, it may change.

8 I-don't know. .

8 A (Witness Harris) Just refreshing my memory
.

10 : of that OPIP 4.2.'1, it was my impression that they would be

11 conducted in the same site, the two phases of the operation,
12 monitoring, decontamination, and -- one phase, and the

. .

p 13 sheltering also.

14 I was under the impression that people might

) 15 be sheltered for a while who were not completely decontami '

5

$. 16 .nated.

17 Q I take it-from your criticism in your testimony

{ 18~ and your comments just now, that you would prefer to see
!
[ 19 people monitored at a separate facility from where they
E

| 20 were sheltered?
i .

5 . 21 A (Witness Mayer) That is not what we said.
a

'

{ 22 You asked us if our assumptions in making these commen'ts

.23 were that people would be monitored at the relocation centers

24 where they would be sheltered, and we said that based on the
'w/ 25 plan, as written at that time, that that was what LILCO was|.

!
'

,

_ _.. _ _ _ , . _ .,_m .. , ..___.__... ___ .._... ,
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. 85-13-Wg1:
,

- il planning :to do.,

. , _ ,

13: 2' iWe have.not made a comment as to whether.this,

mf,

3 is the'best way of handling it, or whether that'is the ideal-
4

~

way-of' handling'it. It'.is just the way LILOO wanted to do
.:n -

5~ it at that point.

;r< 16 Q Do' you think it'is better - to monitor people-

^

7-- 'at a separate faci: 8$ythantheplacethattheywouldbeg

, 8 shelte red?
i.

8 'A There.are pros and there are' cons in.doing it

10 that'way.,

11 Q I understand that. Do you think it would be

1 12 . better to monitor them at a separate facility?

13 A~ I 'am not pre' pared to write the plan. I am
'

14 prepared to critique what I feel is the existing plan. That

j j 15 is not.my~ function, I don't think.
*

j 16 Q Yes,-I understand that. But I am asking for
,

,j' your opinion about monitoring at a separate facility than17
;

3

{- 18 sheltering, and I would like to know what your opinion is,

t

.' 18 about that. Whether you think it would be better to monitor

I #g at a separate facility than the facility where you are
.

[ 21 sheltering?
i E

| 22 MR. McMURRAY: Objection. Asked and answered.
23 The witness said there are pros and cons.

.

24 JUDGE LA.URENSON: Overruled.

O3 25 WITNESS HARRIS: Then being directed to answer
.

L_-__-_---___-___-_-_--__----_-------------_----------------------------------= - - - - - - - - - - -

.
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.

'

~the question,1I assume,~ -I would say/ hat one trades.off-1 t

|vs
.

, .

")j Jt 'one set'of problems.for-another-set of problems,.and'

- wt . _n e

,JP whether one is better than another. depends how one solves
%

.;4 - 'the new= set of problems'.

5' For example, ithe advantages of ' separating [the

6 two phases; that is, the decontamination -- monitoring' and"

7 decontamination, one -phase, and1the sheltering for prolonged
-

'

8 periods ~of time as the second-phase in another site, has

9 thecadvantage of preventing confusion at the combined

10 . site, and also allows for better' integration of command

11 and so forth.
t %

1. J2 ' On.the other hand, it does create the problem

j''N 13 of coordinating the two different phases.. For example, the
s n
G !%

UT 14 decontamination -- in monitoring and decontamination at one
+

i- 15 - . site,
e ,

if not coordinated with the back-up, there could be
4

_g 16 a funnel effect, and a queueing effect, in which people are
17

. all lined up at the decontamination center. The decontamination-
?

; c: j center is unable to handle people, because there is no place18:4j
3

[5j,f- 19 to put them, or there is not enough places available to put
1.

! ~ 20 them.,. - .

'" { , _ 21 Or, there might even be some problems of
1~ 13

"| 22 individuals who might be decontaminated themselves, but
'

23 'because, let's say, their cars have not been adequately
24 decontaminated, and it is their only mode of transportation,Ô

- / M the private car, it wasn't quite clear how they would then
,,

.

e
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:1 - get carlessito;the r'elocation centers.$ - i
~

<-

. , :7 y/
'

( L2
~

|So,L'when you ask theTguestion of;me, and I am-

4 | doing ~ my . bestE o ' answer 'it 'to . the ' best of .my ability, which3. t -

,

,4 ~ --system is-:better, I _ would :say you ' trade _one set of problems

5 'for another, ..and the betterness, .'the : superiority of one' systen
.

,

,

6 jover;;the'other depends on how you. solve the new problems;
.

.

s

"7 And that .is :the 'best ~ answer I- can give you; Ms. McCleskey.
~

'End';15.. 8-
~

r- -
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)#16-1-Suet? t; A '| ~(Witness Mayer) ILwould say I would subscribe.

~ <x
): -2' toLthat answer..a,

|3 0 ~ Under'your. understanding of the LILCO plan,

4- -who.would determine what supplies and facilities are-

5 availablelat relocation' centers?

-6 MR. MC;MURRAY: 'I.would like a point of clarifi-

-77 cation. Are we-talking about the plan as stated in

8 Revision 3 or 4,.or are we talking about as stated in
.

9 LILCO's most^recent version of the' testimony?

10 MS..MC CLESKEY: I'm.trying to ascertain what '

4

.11 the witness' understanding of the current plan is.

12 MR. MC MURRAY: Which? When you use the term

13 plan,: are we talking about one of the revisions to the
(~-

*

14 plan.or are we talking about the latest concept in the

h 15 testimony that has been submitted by LILCO?
!

.| - 16 MS. MC CLESKEY: Judge Laurenson, that's my
8 17 question to the witnesses, which plan are they talkingd

i
* '

18 -about and what is their understanding under that plan of
5-

h 19 ' who would be supplying supplies and facilities.
?

.{ 20 JUDGE LAURENSON: Are you relating this back-,

} 21 to Page 26 of their prior testimony and what that assumed?
%
3 22 MS. MC CLESKEY: Yes, sir.

M JUDGE LAURENSON: .Okay. So,.you want to know

24 what they assumed when they wrote that testimony; is that
'' p
|

N' ts- your question, because I'm not clear either?

.

s

-- - - . . . v --,...-.---.-.s--, o #.s -. ,,-- ,, ,_-,----g,
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, .

.

1. . 616-2-Suet 1- MS.''MC CLESKEY:- LLot me restate the-question. 1,

Iy-m. -

521 ;.
J, 'BY MS..MC CLESKEY:- (Continuing)-

'
1

^

,

-

, 13 ' -Qi Gen'tlemen, turn to|Page 26:of your: testimony.~

_

'

- ,:4 A: -:(The' witnesses are complying.).-

5
'

. Q, IX) you see'there'that you stated a concern about-.

:1- ,

.6 |who was goingLto determine.what supplies and facilities

7- were'available at relocation centers? It's in the first-

8 paragraph which is not a full paragraph. It's the'first
~

'9 " full sentence on Page 26.

10 A -(Witness Harris) That's part of the sentenceL

11 that follows from Page_25.
.

12 -Q Yes. I'm_ talking about.the second sentence,.
13 but' you are in f the right ball _ park.

14 A. Okay. But since that second sentence is under
15 such an arrangement, I have to refer to the one before it.

?

-]- 16 : And it's really referring to the arrangement which I
O

| 17 suppose I would characterize as lack of unity of command
I

{
'

or violates the principle of unity of command.18

t. , .

g - 19 It appears that the LILCO personnel, or the
4

f. '. M LERO personrol, would be doing the monitoring and decontamina -

} 21 tion and the Red Cross would be doing the other work related
1 .

j 22 to sheltering and mass feeding. And, then I said there,
23 approximately 99 Red Cross personnel to be neither sub-

24
_ ordinate or superior to LILCO personnel even though they

25 would have to work together. Then, I said: Under such
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.

!#16-3-Sues 1| an arrangement:it would be almost-impossible to determine
f \. . .

J ,ji
_

~not who1would'su'pply~ things, just what supplies at'the-2
u>

'3 .SUNYs were'available, obtain those needed or provide

-i
41 -adequate services to evacuees. 1

(5-
~

lit really was a set of clauses' meant to illustrate j

6 'the confusion-that could~ occur when there wasn't-unification

:7 ~of command at the site. T, hat was the opinion of ours, ofL
.

8- the organization-as structured.
,

9 Q In Revision 3 of the plan?
8

.10- A Yes. fWell, I don't-know if it's 3. It's

- 11. the one --

12 _(Witness Mayer) Whatever. revision it was that

13 we commented on.
1,s

14' (Witness Harris) It was the one where there

'h- 15 would be a combined site.
i
e
g 16 Q Is it still your understanding that there is

h 17 going to be a combined site?
5

[ 18 A No. As I said before, I've learned yesterday
-i

a

g 19 and today, for example, that the two functions were to be
;

j 20 separated in terms of site in the latest version of the

h 21 LILCO plan.
*

{ 22 O Under your understanding of the latest version

23 of the LILCO plan, do you still have a concern that it's

24 going to be difficult to determine the supplies and facilitie s(~h
\ )
%' Ti. needed at relocation centers?

_ _ _ . . . . . _ _ _ _ - - . _ . . . _ _ . . _ . _ _ . -, _ _ . _
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Jil6-4-Suet 1 A That:wasn't what|IJsaid before. I say'again 1

s_ ~

(~-) Ethat whileEone solves the problem of confusion and lackL 2'.
-

~-3 of unification of commandLon a given site, one then develops )
g the~need for a very precise kind of communication and co--

,

4
.5- ordination between the two pieces:now that they are separated

2 6 to make sure that they work properly. 'And I gave some

7 examples of th'at~before.

8 For example,'.they could be out of~ phase. The

9 . nice thing about having them on the same site, Ms. McCleskey,

to was that there could be integration of activity.- The trouble

~

11 was-that there was confusion because-there was no unifica-

12 tion of command.
,

, -j/'} 13 In separating the functions, one'certainly
. Q)

14 didn't have the problem of' unification of command but one

$ 15 r(bstituted for it the problem of communication from two
i

j 16 . facilities at different sites.

-j 17 Same feeling. -

.)_
1 18 Q Let's move on to something a little simpler.
'$
j 19 Do you. agree that sixty to sixty-five square feet per
i.
2- 20 person is adequate for sheltering?r

i, 21 A Well, we say that the guide for -- the American
5

j 22 HRed Cross guide says that sixty-five square feet per

z3 bed --.

.

(Witness Mayer) Sixty.- 24

\l 25- (Witness Harris) Sixty, rather, square feet per

'

.

i e

~- - . . . - . - ~ - , -y _. - m- ..-, ,- .-..,.c..,-- . #-,..y, ---c. , , , .,-c.-- , , , , , . -,
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'.;.
' 116-5-Suet 11 -bed -- Ms. McCleskey said: sixty-five. . Sixty square feet-

s

;;ny
~

); ;2. per bed ~is recommended, which isicertainly a far cry from
!
"

~3 theftwenty square: feet.- . s

4 As a matter ~of fact, I''did a little calculation
T

.

.

15- on that. And I_ don't know if that still holds in the1

6 . latest. plan, but: twenty square feet per bed, if you had an-

7' ordinary size cot that.was six by two, it would take~up
-r 8: twelve of the square feet and.if it was a little bit-bigger

9 it mi~ght take up.as much as fifteen of the square feet.
10 So, sixty would be -- I wouldn't want to live

in such a space for a long time, bbt- probably for emergency11-
,

12 purposes-it would be barely-adequate. Yes.

r''g. 13 0 When there-is an emergency in Suffolk County,
~

\d
14 when there has been an emergency in the'past in Suffolk

M

'5 15 County and people have had to leave their homes, for what-
2
.

.

| 16 ever reason, hurricane or fire, has the Red Cross set up

f 17 relocation centers in Suffolk County for residents?>

1
{ 18 A (Witness Mayer) Yes, I believe they have. We
}
; 19 are not directly involved in setting up of those shelters

. t

20 in-hurricanes and stuff. But I believe just anecdotally

lj : 21 that during Hurricane Belle I know that some shelters
>

.{ 22 were set up.

M (Witness Harris) And I believe there was a
,

24 temporary shelter set up in a rather recent snow storm,and-

' h '' . 25
_

explosion.

g n-, m -w g-y., p .,,y * --i~g,--i= ---y- - ,e-- ,,- -..----y yv-g,vi-69 - g-.-wyi-w--- p S- -'- 4
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..

J rucci fireworks, I know that.#16-6-SueTg '(Witness Mayer) G

Ms ._
. I )1 '2 A_ center was set'up in the~ school. ' It wasn't used.'

3

,s.

:3- MS. MC CLESKEY:; Those are all my-questions,
C

< -4 ' Judge Laurenson..
-

5- JUDGE LAURENSON: :!bc. .Zahnleuter.

6- ' CROSS EXAMINATION-

7 BY MR.'ZAHNLEUTER:'

8 Q .Dr'. Mayer,1were you present this afternoon when
.

9 the LILCO witnesses discussed-their testimony?

to A (Witness Mayer). For some of the time. I

~

11 wasn't here for,the entire panel, just some of the time.

12 .0 Do you agree that it's a possibility that some

-(~h 13 people may arrive at a relocation center without having
\v|

14 first gone through a monitoring and decontamination: center?

h
'

15 A I think that's a distinct possibility. I think
$
8- 16 that the fact that people will by-pass relocation centers

8 17 is a -- the decontamination -- definite possibility.,

't

; 18 People sometimes just. don't do what you want them to do,
E

. h 19 especially in a stressful situation. They may not consider
' i

2
- _1

m themselves to be contaminated. They may have no interest

E 21 in contamination. They may not even hear the message to.,

2

22 say go to a decontamination center.
.

m But they may hear that there is a relocation
I

_

24- center some place and go right there. The media -- and you;

?f l'
|' :/ u can't control the media -- will have it on television. I'm

,

-m .. - - - - - - , , , , .--e --g- ,c a.-,---- ,-- c
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' :#16-7-Suet 11 -'certain the relocation centers will be on television |
~

7
. .

y .,
)' 2 Hamilton 1High School is'a relocation: center and have:

c:%/
'

1F . pictures of it. . People will see that and may hear on_the i

:4 radio, head over there, without going'through the decontamin a-

~5' tion procedures.

..L6 Q Is it your recollection of the LILCO testimony

_
7- . that if personnel at a Red Cross relocation center or.

a shelter, Ehat is a non-radiological monitoring facility,
'

-9 were to identify or' spot a person'who did not have a! clean

tag on, that that' person'would be recommended to go to10 ;

11 a monitoring and decontamination facility?
.

12 A 'That's my recollection of the testimony. If

(~N 13 a person who _didn' t have a clean tag arrived at a relocation
t iv'

14 center, he will be sent back to a decontamination center

j 15 to be examined and decontaminated if necessary.
g

-
i

f is 'Of course, that is the ideal situation. When

8 17 people are driving into parking lots in a confused situation
?
3

18 upon evacuation, I'm certain that people without the white*

5
'

h 19 tags will at least get in the parking lot or get out of
s

f 20 their cars, they will perhaps brush into other people, they

{ - 21 will come on to the line, let's say, as they enter the
*

3

| 22 relocation center to be processed, not knowing that they
i

L 2 are not supposed to be there, perhaps brush against other
:-

24 people, contaminate theb, maybe go to the bathroom and
b
V- 25 contaminate that.

!
,

!..
%

s

,_ , .-r-. , . _ _ _ _ . . - - . - . < , , . , , - , , . , . .,n, , ,,-
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'

' ?Unlessiyou:areigcing_to-have barbed wire;and~a
gLt-N

^ ^--

.

M )
~

1. 2 riot of'very.: strong.-guards:-around:the(relocation centers to-_( .

.:. . .

,i ..
, 3' . prevent; people withoutJwhite tags from coming in,-you-are-

p-
'

'
'

. l 41 going toihave them'come.in at|leastifor awh'ile untilryous

5 : discover;them. "When.you1 discover them,.you can send them
&

6a ~out.: 'But in the time before you.discoverythem, if they

' '
- 7' are contaminated and|if'there was.that kind of release-

8 -and their clothing ~is contaminated,.their carsis contaminated,
'

~

9 'they-have a chance to contaminate other people.

10 - .And it's my. understanding that there will be:no

11 -facilities at the relocation centers for even discovering
~

.. . .
.

12: whether' people are contaminatedLor-.not. . The only indication

13 would be that theyedo'or do not' have a white tag. If the

14' person without a white tag was contaminated, enters the

.

j: 15 building, brushes against other people, he,may then be
$
j 16 sent home. He may be sent to the decontamination center.

o

_| 17 He didn't have a white tag.
.1

j ;. 18 What about those he brushed against? What about

[
J 19 the people he may contaminate while he is, you know,
g..

; j_ 20 : proceeding along before.the discovery.that he lacks his

n . .

'

_[ 21 ' white tag?. There is no one in the center who is going to
->

'| .22: be able-to: discover that. There is no geiger counters,

i : 23 there-is no facilities for discovering how people who are

i; '_; 24 supposedly now clean with their white tags will be
!.

L . 25 ' contaminated by the -guy without the white tag. It's a

t

t

I ._' ' . ' g ..,

4> _ . . _
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#16-9-Suet [1- problem..
; 5.. ,

f 2-

g .In your opinion,.does the' system that you have

3; just, described provide a. reasonable. assurance that..the '

,

14 public will'b'e prote'cted?

15 ' g ;y have my doubts.,

6- MR..ZAHNLEUTER: I'have no other questions.

L7 JUDGE LAURENSON: 'Mr. Hassell.
8 MR. HASSELL: .The Staff has no questions.

:L

9 JUDGE LAURENSON: Any redirect?

- 10 MR. MC MURRAY: Just some brief redirect, Judge
~

~11 Laurenson.

12 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

13 BY MR. MC MURRAY:

INDEXXXX - 14 Q Dr. Harris, going back to:the issue of the
t. e

15- j letters, isn't it true that during the preparation of
:3 .i

'

=] 16
. your testimony the letters attached to the revisions were

, o
17

~

read to you verbatim over the telephone?
4 3

.{ 18 A (Witness Harris) It's possible. I know that
!'

:!- 18^ they were discussed with me on the telephone. And my
&

j 20 memory is unclear whether they were read verbatim but I
+

'^

.
_

21 know there was a telephone discussion of it and I'm not
i

j 22 sure.

23
I know it was before my vacation, but I don't

24
recall seeing the letter on a piece of paper until after.

,

. )
V 25 I came back. But it was discussed on the telephone with me,

.

.

-- d

- - . . - - - . - , , . . - , - - - -. ,,, , - - , , . , , - - , . , , ..,--m.- ., . , . . . , . . . , - . ,-.,-n.,_,...~,--~--an,
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.

'

4416-10 -Suer.. yes..
. J,% , 4

,
-

)]] t- [2 'Q :Do you/ recall Mr.1 Miller' reading the^ letter-

I 3 -- ito|you??m4

-- 14 - MS. ''MC L CLESKEY: ~ . Objection. Asked and answered..
m

~

:5 Also,.he is~ leading the-witness.

.6 JJUDGE LAURENSON:~ . Sustained as to the form of;
*

, .

7: .the~ question.

'8, - BY MR. MC MURRAY: '(Continuing)''

9 Q - Do.you' recall what took place during that-

10 discussion about the. letters?

' 11 A- Yes.
,

.

'

12 .Q~ ' Did it consist only of a discussion'of the,

13 ' letters or were they read to you? .

'

14 A' They could have been read to me. I -- you see,-

j' 15 : what'I can recall with clarity is knowing the news that
$.
| 16 the Administrators of'those two sites said they were.not

.O

| 17 able to.. participate, were not able to assure the use of
g.

f. 18 their facilities.
f
.

g 19 Whether there was discussion and actual reading,

e

- 20 Lof the letter in_whole or in part, I can't remember.,

j 21 MR. MC MURRAY: Judge Laurenson, I don't have any
4

j. j- 22 more questions on that particular point. I will proffer-
L

''

23' for the record'that the letters were read verbatim to Dr.
;

i ' 24 . Harris and Dr. Mayer prior to the time that their testimony( .O -v>
L 25 -was. submitted.

o

.

..

.

'
?

! >
- - . . - - _ . . _ - . . . , _ . . _ _ . . _ . . . _ , , . . _ _ _ - . . . - . . _ . , _ . . . _ _ . . . _ _ ._._._,.,L;_.. - . - ~ .
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#16-11-Supt JUDGE LAURENSON: Before making that proffer,

2 I guess in connection with that does LILCO accept that,

3 or do you want to pursue that with further questioning?

4 fiS. MC CLESKEY: Well, Judge Laurenson, the

5 witness.has already stated I think -- and he can tell me

if I am mischaracterizing -- that he does not recall seeing6

the ietters prior to the time his testimony was filed and;

8 prior to August 9. lie doesn't remember, although Mr.

McMurray tried to ask him three or four times with leading9

to questions, having them read to him.

11 And I don' t -- I guess the fact of Mr. McMurray's

proffer is on the record and so is Dr. Ilarris' total12

r^ 13 absence of remembrance of these letters prior to August 9th.
s

And I guess I would prefer to leave it at that.14

$ 15 JUDGE LAURENSON:
$

The proffer, as I understand
{ 16 it, is based upon what Mr. Miller would testify if he were
8

! called to testify concerning this.17

*
18 Is that a fair statement of your proffer?r

i

; 19 MR. MC MURRAY: Mr. Miller just told me hei
{ 20 would be glad to testify.
.

;
21

i JUDGE LAURENSON: That's what I'm asking. Do
*

22 you wish to pursue this further in connection with this
23 particular proffer?

24
MS. MC CLESKEY: No, sir. If Mr. Miller says

,,

! \

25
that he remembers reading the letters to Dr. Ilarris, I do
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#16-12-Suer not questi;on'hisLrepresentation.

q(~'h 2 MR. _ MILLER: Judge Laurenson, let me~~just state
s_/

3- for theLrecord -- and I appreciate that, Ms. McCleskey --'

4 that'I will represent for the record that I did read the

5 letters, verbatim after June 21st but prior to.the date

6; .that the revisions to the direct testimony of these

7' witnesses was submitted. 'I read verbatim the text of both

8 ' letters to Dr. Harris and also to Dr. Mayer.

9 -JUDGE LAURENSON: 'Does that resolve this matter
-

10 of inquiry, or do you want,to pursue it further?

11 MR. MC CLESKEY:. I have a couple of additional
.

12 questions for Dr. Harris, but I don't have any further

_- s- 13 questions regarding this particular matter of Mr. Miller

N
14 reading the letters over the telephone.

) 15 JUDGE LAURENSON: Okay. I think Mr. McMurray
5
g 16 .was still in the midst of some redirect. So, we will let

8 17 him finish that and come back and finish up other questions.,

3
*

18 BY MR. MC MURRAY: (Continuing),

b
; 19 Q Let me refer you to your testimony on Page 24,
g-

} N gentlemen, where Ms. McCleskey pointed you to the passage,
.

{ 21 the second sentence from the bottom, where you say: In
>

| 22 our opinion, LILCO has failed to consider much less plan
.

23 to deal with the numerous practical problems involved in

24 establishing and running relocation centers.

25 Do you --

|

,
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,

|#16-13-Supt A| (Witness Harris) I see it and!I remember it,

(m) 2 Q Do you recall Ms. McCleskey's question to the
.--v,

3 effect of,|is it'your understanding that LILCO is going

4 to be running;the relocation centers rather than the Red

5 Cross?

6 A I remember that question.-

7 Q Is;it your-understanding that the LILCO plan

8 .contains a discussion of relocation centers in that
'

9 plan?

10 A I would have to refreshimy memory from the
.

15 plan. May I?

12 Q Sure.

13 A (The witness is looking at a document.) -It
a
\

'

14 was my understanding that-the Red Cross would operate, and

) 15 you can see it in the OPIP 421, will be responsible for
*

| 16 the total operation of the relocation center and for

<j 17 implementing this procedure.
i

| 18 Q My question was, Dr. Harris, is it your under-
5

,h 19 standing that the.LILCO plan contains a discussion of

f a relocation centers and the i~ssue of relocation centers
j

.

21 within the plan?
2

22 A Well, it talks about relocation centers. But

Z3 -what about them?

24 0 Was your testimony based on the discussion of

1 -
(,/ 25 relocation centers in the LILCO plan?'

. _ _ _ . _ . . - . _ , - , _ , . - - - . . _ - . - __.
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,

.616-14LSuer A Yes.
,

; ; 2 Q So, you are commenting on the adequacy of theq.-

_
:LILCO plan with respect'to relocation centers, correct?3'

4 'A --That-is exactly what I said to Ms. McCleskey-

-5L :that sentence meant.. It did'not mean-that they failed
'

6 .to consider -- their plan to consider the problems in the

7.. plan, did not imply that they were-going to run the

8 centers.

9 Q -Is it your understanding -- well, is it LILCO

to or the' Red Cross who is. seeking a license for Shoreham

11 in this proceeding?

12 A LILCO, it is my understanding, is seeking a

13 license for Shoreham.,
.. s

14 MR. MC MURRAY: I have'no further questions,

)- 15 Judge Laurenson.
.
3

.

.[ 16 JUDGE LAURENSON: Any further questions?

f 17 MS. MC CLESKEY: Yes, sir.
I

; 18 RECROSS EXAMINATION
5
Ig 19 BY MS. MC CLESKEY:
m
4

{NDEXXXXX 20 Q ' Gentlemen, you-just told Mr. Zahnleuter that

- 21 the new approach that you heard described today by the
>

| 22 LILCO witnesses and in the LILCO testimony to relocation

23 centers doesn't provide you with adequate assurance,

24 right?e' j
,

\_x 25 A (Witness Mayer) Yes.
.

6

. .. .- -, - , , - - . - - , - - , - , . . - ~ , - ,- , , . , , - , , , - - - . - - . . , - , ,
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:Q That's!.right, isn'toit,:you just testified'to.#16-15-suerl '
<

.

:!q _.; ,e'
2: that,-right?" i

< > .

F- ,

, .\ [ ';*

N 23: -- A - That's what I.said.
*

.

'

L42 Q *And based"on.your previous testimony which was

,

(to. prior.. revisions |of the plan, you d'idn't find that'that25-
~ '

.

.

approacN provided? adequate; assurance 2either, did;you?.6-
.

,

;

,

7 A- That's'what we' testified.
,

- |8 .QL , Is there:any. approach t'o relocation centers

9- whichLwould leave you reasonably'certain that they were-~

.10 adequately protecting the public?

11 - A (Witness Harris) ~I -- you know, to answer a .

: 12 question like'that would really put -- if'we were to
.

. .

,

(' 13- answer it,.we --
\

;

14
'

Q I would like a yes or no answer to my question, |

) 15 . please, sir.
2
,

[ 16 A Is there any -- 4

~17 MR. MC MURRAY: Excuse me. The witness was!! -
, ,

. ,

:* 18 giving an answer and he has been interrupted, Judge
:5 .

=:;. 19 Laurenson.
,

J.
.. -20 JUDGE LAURENSON: She has' qualified the question

'

.

j. 21 and asked for a'yes or no answer. And the first question i

4

'[ 22 for Dr. Harris and Dr. Mayer is whether they can answer.
|

|

23 the question yes or no.
,

'

24 - WITNESS-HARRIS: Can the question be -- would

26 you please repeat the question?:.

end #16
LMary-f1ws

I
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f' " Siml17-1 ^g; ' BY MS. McCLESKEY::'

;
. : ,-

'%f,,,.

z.(.3[J
5

'

;gx Q :Is;there'any.' approach to~ relocation centers
.

. .
>,

+ wi x which would ~satiisfy ~ you-that there was adequate assurance3,

. x._ .4. Ethat the' population would be protected?'
-.

.MR.' McMURRAY: 1 Objection to the form of'the
,h. .5- 3 .,

.
6~ question, JJudge = Laurenson. Itcis;vagueLand I don't under-

,
. ;7 . stand.what the term."any approach"~means.

.

'

3 MS.1 McCLESKEY: ' . Judge iLaurenson, - I think. we :
~

' defined.'" approach" through t$1e previouy two questions, which-9' ,

10 was.the approach taken in the present testimony and the-*

~ Lit approach taken in the previou's^ testimony.'

12 I think the witnesses know what I mean..
,

c 13 MR. McMURRAY: The witnesses are not-here to :

V !

14 prepare a plan for LILCO. p
i

,

i

h 15. MS. McCLESKEY . I am not asking them to prepare

'

16 a plan. I 'am asking them whether there is any approach

8 17 that they would find reasonable. ;

- |t
'E

. * . 18 MR. McMURRAY: That is a broad and vague question, ;

I
h 19 Judge Laurenson.

20 JUDGE LAURENSON: The objection is overruled.

[ 21 ^ WITNESS MAYER: Are you asking for a yes or no
,

3-
"

22 answer? I don't believe you can make a yes or no answer.

1

23 BY MS. McCLESKEY:
]

- = 24 Q All right. You cannot answer it yes or no.

b . 26 Dr. Harris, can you answer it yes or no?
,;

J

f

N

L_I
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e 181m:17-2: 'l~ 'A .(Witness Harris) .I have-great' difficulty
'

2l answering that question yes or no, unless in answering-
;

~~

3: yes I'were-to define that by principles rather than a
'4 particular plan

5'
ForLexample', I could answer it yes and then say.

6 a plan that would meet with my approval wo'uld be one that
7

=

.would take into account all the contingencies, one that
a would be flexible, one that would spell out :in great detail
8'

'

and dot every "i" and cross every "t".- In other words,

10 I.could really give you~more of the characteristics of a
11

plan and I have sort of done that.

12
Now I would like to add, unless you interrupt

.

13n me and say you object to my saying it, that it is still
V 14 my opinion that the plan as an original and as amended

.,

| doesn't do that.15

?
g. 16

Q Dr. Mayer, I take it you agree with Dr. Harris?
17

A (Witness Mayer) I suscribe to Dr. Harris'

E I8 statement.
.I

.

! 19
Q Now, Dr. Mayer, you do remember seeing the two

"
letters that are attached to your revised testimony prior

.

5 21 to the testimony being filed, right?.

3

.| 22
A No. I may have been confused in my previous

23 testimony. I had contact over the telephone with the
|

24 lawyers. I don't recall them actually reading these letters
26 verbatim to me. They did give me the substance, the fact '

.
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4 - Sim 17-3_- t' that-these two agencies.had--decided not to participate

( 2' in'the plan.

/
3 In:the final typed version, the actual text of

.

-4 the letters were attached. That~is the first time I

5 Lactually saw the actual text of the letters'with actual

6 letterheads and signatures of persons.

7 Q Right.

3 A- If I testified previous to something else,-that.

s was incorrect and I was confused by the questions.

10 0 All right. Both the phone call describing the.

11 - letters to you and your physically laying eyes upon the
~

^

12_ letters took place prior to this being filed; isn't that

13 right?

14 A Yes.
4
~

15 Q What was the span of time between the time the
i <

letters were described to you over the telephone and you[ 16

8
17 actually saw them, do you recall?

I
| 18 A I do not.
r
i

r 19 Q Was it weeks?
I
| 20 A No, I don't recall. I really don't recall.
-

.

5 21 Q okay.
Y

[ . 22 A You know, quite frankly, LILCO is not the only
23 thing I do. _It is a very small portion of what I do, and'
24 it is not the major thing and I am sorry I don't recall. I

25 simply do not recall.

-_ ___
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'-

!.cc . Q1 A115right. ' When the iletters were' described to i-

xy,

h 83 ' you, did youlask; where theyf.came 'from? q
.9 ' . y [ , r .

~ ''81 A ' I believe the description included ---this was a

_
L4 letterffrom this person to thati person, and the gist of - the: !

-m : % _ , ,

E -

.. .. .)
-- s ''

, .

letter,Fyou know,fthisLletter1says that these people'are i
>

n 6- not' going to do this and that.y

r n
'T I don't recall the detual text being read to 'me, j

.

m , ,8- ;but the gistiLof it1and that is all I remember. f
:

'' Q Do you recall'asking why these people weren't

to going to do.this and that? !
q-,

II A' I; don ' t recall 'my statements at all. ^ j,

i12
Q Did you ask any questions about.the letter-at-

. ,

13 ,117

14 '
A I was given the information. All I wanted to

. 15 know -- the information that.was important to me was'that )

- [ - 16
these facilities had decided not to participate in th'e ' plan. -

o

| 17 Their reasoning,-the. reason why they didn't want to partici- |1

f pate in the plan was , immaterial to my task of critiquing.I8

.

! I'
the plan,

fy
,

.

t

't I don't care why they don't want to participate .

.

5 II in'the plan. All I had to,know was they didn't want to
,i3

_ ,

.o - participate.in the plan. That means they are not there and |
4

;

23 >

I can say they are not in the plan. It doesn't really 1
;

24 1
matter why they don't want to be in the plan, to me anyway.

|,

3' 'g i

Q All right. Now just to clear this up, Dr. H Tris, t

!
!

: .

t .

i*

s i
.. ,. - ,,-,- . - - ,-. - -,-..,. .-m, h - ,- - .,,,_ ,. - ,.. _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ --- e- , . , , , , . . . . . _ . , .-.4
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"

.youfdo not. recall.having,any knowledge-of the contents of, - ,

' F 2,

+ '- 7the letters prior :to your coming back from. vacation and
.

v 3
seeing them .on August -9th?-

4
- A (Witness Harris) No, that is not'what I said.

"O 5
~.MR. McMURRAY: . Objection. That is a mischaracteri

.. _ , . . .

-*

,
,

6
zation, Judge Laurenson.< +

'7'

, . .

WITNESS HARRIS: That is not what.I said.'

8 '

MS. McCLESKEY: Well,-I don't ---

9
'" JUDGE LAURENSON: . Wait, wait, wait just a minute.

10

only'one person can talk at a time.
ill

'x The objection was overruled and the answer may'

12

stand and you may follow up.

MS. McCLESKEY: I did not mean to mischaracterize.
14 .

BY MS. McCLESKEY:=,

5 15
_

5 Q Please explain to me what you did 'say.
g 16

A (Witness Harris) What I said was I didn't recall
'O 17'

| seeing - ,-your first question to me way back was seeing

| 18

[ the letter until after I returned from my vacation.
g. 19 .

I do recall before going on vacation, and I

[ said July but it could have been June, but it was before
s 21

5 I left on my vaca* ion, having a telephone conversation in

| n
which the burden, the thrust and, you know, the news of*-

,

23

the letter was given to me.
24

/~'N I also stated under oath and still under oath
'

V 26

,

_ _ _ . _ _ . _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Sim 18-6 - that I don't remember whether theEconversation'was just-g

,

( ) 12 a-commentary on what the letter contained or the reading:
,

s._/
-

.

3 also'-- and/or the reading of the letter'in whole or in
..

4 part,.my memory is not clear on this. That was what I

5 'said during your' examination.

6 Q When the' burden of the letters, as you put it,

7 was.6xplained to you, did you ask why these facilities

a were not' longer available?

g A No, I don't recall asking why. Because I am

10 so hazy about so much of it, it is not surprising, but I~

11 don't recall asking why.

12 The way the letter was described to me, it just,

.
, .

''N 13 meant that there were two .that changed things, that two

v
14 things were no longer going to be available that were thought

is to be available.
'

16 Q Do you know today why these facilities aren't

17 available?

18 A No.

19 MR. McMURRAY: Objection, Judge Laurenson. It

20 is irrelevant.

21 JUDGE LAURENSON: The answer may stand.

22 MR. McMURRAY: What was the answer?

23 WITNESS RARRIS: The answer was I don't know.

24 MS. McCLESKEY: I have no further questions for,
,

| 3
'

26 this panel.

:

- - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _
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..Simil8-7: '

JUDGE!LAURENSON:- Any further' redirect?'

-

1. >

. _ ,

q|y 7 , -g. .

k-[
. MR..McMURRAY:' No.

~

3 +

- JUDGE LAURENSON:, All right'. At this time we:
.

,.

4'

will excuse Dr.1 Harris and Dr. Mayer..
8-

~(Panel excused.)'6- >

JUDGE LAURENSON: This completes the formal
7-

testimony for-the day,.but--ILthink we had better review~ ~

.8

. . -the schedule for tomorrow because there have.beentsome

changes rand I am not sure that.there was. agreement on
10 -

.

all of the' items that we have listed.
11.,

- Does LILCO have a revised estimate concerning
12 '

- their: cross-examination of' the first three: witnesses for
13

.
'

) tomorrow on the'same contentions we are dealing with

today?
15

MS. McCLESKEY: I beleive that my present
16

estimates stand as to Cipriani, Hines and Krieling. It17
,

may be a little shy of the 45 minutes on Cipriani and
.

Hines, but I think we will probably. hit about'that.
19 i

JUDGE LAURENSON: Well then sometime tomorrow20

morning we would be expecting to reach the testimony of
\the NRC staff Witnesses I would assumo.

22 -

MR. MILLER: Excuse me, I would like to clarify.
'

Ms. McCleskey, are you saying 45 minutes for

O Dr. Cipriani and 45 minutes for Mr. Hines, is that your

estimate ?
.

.y
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g

MS..McCLESKEY: .Yes.x_;
'

:2
'

- MR. MILLER: And.of course, Judge Laurenson,

' '

there will~be questions I assume by the County, I can

4 . .
.

and by the State'and perhaps the.say there.will be,
.

5
staff.

"
6

- JUDGE LAURENSON: Well, sometime in the morning
7

or early afternoon we will be reaching the staff witnesses.
8

Now have the disputes concerning them been resolved as to
9

whether they would testify individually or as a. panel?
10

' MR. MILLER: Actually Mr. McMurray and
11

Mr. Brodenick I think had the discussions about the staff
12

witnesses. I can go out in the hall and find Mr. McMurray.

() JUDGE LAURENSON: All I am saying is that if
14

there is a dispute, it should be worked out before tomorrow i

15

morning or let's take it up early in the morning.
16

MR. MILLER: I don't think there is a dispute.
17

I know they talked on Friday afternoon of last week.
18

JUDGE LAURENSON: Then it would seem possible
19

at least that we may be ready to reach the LILCO panel
20

on the recovery and re-entry contentions sometime tomorrow
21

afternoon.
22

lias that dispute been resolved or is that still
23

pending?
24

(''} MR. MILLER: I believe the dispute is resolved,
A- 25

though I don't think that we have talked about it. It is

f

il

__ _ _ _ _ _- _ _ . _ _ _ _ - . - _
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~ Side 17-9 my information, the latest.information that Mr. Minor'isL:

^ 4ying in tonight. .I assume that means he will~be here( l' 12.
-y.-

3 . tomorrow and,Lif necessary, to 'go forward on 85 and.88,

4 Lthe1 County will'go forward.
,

L5 JUDGE'LAURENSON: All right.

6 Then I would also again suggest 'that 'the parties,

7 confer.concerning the time you want to set aside at whatever

8 is an appropriate place to discuss these procedural matters

g that we talked about this~ morning before'we. started the

10 questioning of this panel.

-11 And also in conjunction with that, and I ' don't

12 .want to belabor this point, but I want to make sure everyone

13 understands that one of the things that we are going to be(~%

14 looking for in terms of the County and State's request for

15 reconsideration on our order setting a page limit and a

16 schedule for the proposed findings of fact and conclusions

17 of law will be some specifics as to why the schedule should

18 be adjusted and why the page limit should'be adjusted

19 because right now there doesn't seem to be any real reason

20 that has been presented to us to convince us that the origine.1

21 dates and the original page limitations shouLd be changed,

22 But I want to emphasize to everyone that neither of those

23 two items is set in concrete and that we are willing to

24 be flexible and to adjust that, but the burden really is-s

\ /' 25 on the County and the State to show us the specifics of

.
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)Sim'17-10| 1- why'the< dates.and the page limits should be changed.

) 2- .So all I am saying at this point is that I think,,

'

3 you are-going to have to do a better job o'f showing a

4 need for Lthe adjustments that you are asking for, and when-

5 ever we d scuss it this week, this should be the last

6 ' time we are going to discuss it.
.

7 I can assure you that once the hearing is

8 finished sometime next weck, the schedule will then be

8 set in concrete and it will not'bo adjusted because then

10 it would be1very unfair to people to change the schedule
11 once people start taking steps in reliance upon it.

,

12 So I just wanted to explain the Board's position

(~'T 13 .on this so l'ou will have at least an opportunity to' address
b'

14 the questions that we have concerning that, and I again
.

15 -would ask you to try to decide among yourselves what will
16 be an appropriate time and place to take these ma'tters
17 up this week.

18 Anything else for the record this afternoon?

19 (No response.)

#
JUDGE LAURENSON: We are adjourned until 9 a.m.

21
when we will start with Dr. Cipriani.

22 (Whereupon, at 6:20 p.m. ,the hearing in the
23

above-entitled matter adjourned until 9:00 a.m., Wednesday,

24 August 22, 1981.)

26-

* ** **

,
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