UNITED STATES OF AMERICA £
WUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

& 31-6Y
TOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOA it
Glenn O, Bright
Dr, James H., Carpenter ,
James L. Kelley, Chairman 84 SEP -4

In the Matter of

CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO. .; al,

Shearon Harris Nuclear Power FPlant,

it 1 ASLBP ¥o. B2-492-03
oL

Docket 50-400 OL

Wells Eddleman's Ing:{xiognorin to NRC Staff and FEMA

& and FEMA
Wells Eddleman hereby requests the NRC Staff,\to answer the following
interrogatories before’/ //4 , 1984 or such other date as counsel for the Staff ppmp
and I agree on. These inerrogetories are submitted under 10 CFR 2.720(h)(41)
and inquire into the studies, information, and knowledge of NRC staff with
respect to my contentions on which discovery is now open. Since I cannot read
the minds of the staff, and this {uformation is not contained in documents
which the staff has provided to me, I an unable to obtain this information by
other means. where the information 1is contained in a document I can obtain
fror NRC (Public Document Room, etc), I still need the identification of the
document in order to obtain the information, The staff has resources and
information which exceed what I have, and as & party, their position and
information are necessary to making my case in this proceeding. These interroga-
tories are continuing in nature and should be supplemented when answers change.
GENERAL INTERROGATORIES ., :
In all interrogatories herein, "you" or"Staff" means NRC Staff or FEMA,
For each of contentions L Py |, 2,3 445 4~ “ddleman contentions s 5. »
L2490 & 2129 0 T | , '
please provide wne fol%owing information by answering each of these questions.
[FEMPs or ) r ‘anHS
1. What is KRC sm'f'rf\"' erstan ngﬁatﬁo subject matter of this
contention? ’

2. HagWRC Startna :*:-nga:%:m;mzmo.<.> this contention (b)

the subject matter of this contention ¢) the allegation(s) in this contention
(d) the basis of this contention (e) the information relied upon by intervenor(s)
in support of this contention?

3. For all parts of your response to Interrogatory 2 above for which your
answer is affirmative, please provide the following information: who made
the analysis, inquiry, study or investigation; what was being considered in
such analysis, inquiry, study or investigation ("AISI"); the content of the
AISI, the results of the AISI, whether the AISI has been complefed, whether
:h d:t: h{or completing the AISI has been established Af it is not complete,

[ t date is, all documents used in the AISI, all persons consulted
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4n the course of the AISI, all docunents containing information discovered
or analysis or study or information developed during or as a result of the
AISI (identify each such document and state what information or results
4t contains), whether staff believes additional analysis is warranted,
or further AIFI needs or may need to be undertaken on this contention,
and vhether any persons participating in the AISI are to be called as
witnesses for the Staff in this case,and what questions the staff AISI is
intended to answer and wvhat information it seeks to develop Af it is not conmplete.
b, For all responses to parts of (2) above for which NRC staff's or FEMA 'S
ansver is other than affirmative, please state (a) whether NRC staff ov FEnnh
plans to perforn any AISI »n this vontention, (b) whether anyone on
KRC Staff has stated that AISI of any kind is warranted for this contention ,
(even though 4t has not been made) (¢) whether NRC Staff plans for AISI o FEMAS
on this contention include a date for beginning or for ending such AISI, ’
(d) those dates, for all affirmative answers to (¢) above, (e) what AISI
N2C staff will undertake on this contention (f) what AISI N=C staflf desires
to undertake on this contention (g) all reasons why no AISI is planned on
this contention if none is planned (h) all reasons why no AISI has been
done yet on this contention if none has been done (1) what the responsibilities
of NRC staff'with respect to this contention are.
ams of FeMmp ¢ :’f or 1w
tg. Identify all documents the ,ft f relied on in oppoung the admission
of this contention, and any specific facts not stated in the Staff's opposition
to adrission of such contention (already filed in this case) upon which Staff

relied in making such opposition.

6. Identify all documents not identified in Staff's interrogatories to
Wells Sddle~an or to Joint Intervenors (to present -- & continuing interrogatory )
upon which the Staff relied in raking each such Lm.crroutorz.
mAor

7. ldentify by name, perscnel or business uddrou.F‘ ¢ staff position
or title (if any), and telephone nurber (4f known) each person on NEC staff
or consultant to NRC staff or known to NRC staff or consulted by NRC staff
in the staff's analysis of the subject matter of this contention prior to
(a) its filing (b) its adrission; state for each such person what analysis
was performed by that person.

8. State all professional qualifications of each person identified in
response to interrogatories 7, PN .

9. Provide ary statements of the analysis made by persons identified
in response to interrogatories 3,4, or 7x above, and identify all docunents
containing such information or statements not previously identified.

10. Give the identifier punber, date, source, and title of all documents
{dentified in response to interrogatories above, which are availlable through

KRC PRIR (Public Document Room).

11, WAll KRC Staff make available copies of documents identified in
response to the above interrogatories to Jells Eddleman for inspection
and ocopying, for docunents mt_u:&hblc through NRC's PIR?

1 fvijx <
12, Identify by pame,, NEC staff position Af any, address and telephone
purber each person whom NRC staff intends to mx® use or call as a witness
in this proceeding.

13. State fully the professional qualifications of each person identified
4n response to interrogatory 12 above.
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14, Summarize the position (or planned testimony) with respect to
each contention on which such person is expected to testify, for each
person u.mnm ﬁin ;npomo to interrogatory 12 above,

T o

15. Has,NRC Staff, any witness identified in response to interrogatory
12, or any:ne acting in behalf of the Staff or such x witness or at their
direction, made any calculation or analysis (not identified in response to
interrogatories 1 through &4 above) with respect to this contention?

16. If the answer to interrogatory 15 above is yes in any case, provide
the name, business or personal address, telephone nunber and professianal
qualificition: of each person who has made such calculation or analysis,
stating for each what contention it relates to, what person (or Staff)
it was nade for or at the direction of, and identifying all documents
containing such calculationor anzlysis and all docurents us2d in making
ouc!dx :ﬂxhuon or analysis or relied upon in it or supplying information
used in it,

17. Provide a summary of each AISI, calculation or analysis Xdsr for
which the answer to interrogatory 15, or interrogatory 2 above, is yes.

18, Please give the accession nurber, date and originstor of each
docurent identified in response to interrogatory 16, whic: is available
at the NRC PIR.
FeMEP o
19, W11,NRC Staff make available to 'ells Eddle~2n for inspection and
copying all Hocurents identified in response to interrogatory 16 above which
are not available through the PIF?

20. Identify each person, including telephone nurber, address, and field
of expertise and qualifications (eorplete) (Af any) fa who answered
interrogatories with respect to this contention; if =ore thin one person
contributed to an answer, identify each such person, providing the information
requested above in this interrogatory for each such person, and state what
each such person's contribution to the answer was, for each answer,

“Mp O

21. ldentily all documents which t.hot‘gta;t proposes or intends to use
as exhibits with respect to this contention during this proceeding, including
exhibits of Staff witnesses (identifying the witness for each, Af such a
witness has besn designated), and exhibits to be used during cross-exatination
of witnesses of any party (stating for each which witness it 4s to be used
in eross-exanination of), and identifying for each the particular pages
or chapters to be used as exhibits.,

MRk or

22, Identify all documents which NRC staff relied upon in answering
interrogatories with respect to this contention, which have not been
identified in response to interrogatories 1 through 21 above, stating for
each which answer(s) re which contention(s) it was used for, and each
specific fact and page nurber therein on which NEC staff relied or which
NRC staff used in answering such interrogastory.

27, ¥lease give the accession mumber, date, and originator of each document
ddentified in response to interrogatories 21 or 22 above which is available
through the NRC PDR.

fEME o
24, wil1 NRC Staff provide Wells Eddleman with copies of the docunents
identified in respomse to interrogatory 21 or 22 above which are not available
at the PIR, for inspection and copying!
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25. 1Identify any other informetion or source of information not (%"
1dentified in response to the the above interrogatories 1 thru 2&,\;}1]»“\
upon which any member of NRC staff rellefd, or wnich any such

member of staff used, in answering each interrogatory with respect

to this contention, naming the contention and response in which

each such source was used, and the location of the information

used or reliefl on ‘r such source (e.g. page number, section, chapter, ete).

v FEMF
26 (a) Does the Stnt‘f:now :2:-" with the contention? (b) Does the
staff now agree with ‘any part of the contention?

27. 1If enswer to (b) above is affirmative, which part(s) and why?




ot i

Specific Interrogatories on Eddleman 240

240-1(a) What agency of Chatham County governmen® is resvonsible

for the decontam’nation »f evacuees at the Chatham Countvy shelters?

(b) if different agencies have resvonsibility for decontamination

of evacuees at different shelters, please state which agency is
responsible for which shelter, and whether the county agencies

provide decontamination for evacuees (or will be orepared to provide 1t)
at all Chatham County shelters. (c) If anyone other than an agency

of Chatham County government is responsible (or to be responsible)

for decontamination of evacuees at any shelter in Chatham Countv,
please list the responsible persons or agenciles for each such shelter,
(d) For each agency or person who has resronsibility for decontaminating
evacuees at any shelter in Chatham County, what is the canability

of each such agency or person to carry out such decontamination?®

Please address (1) establishment of radiological resnonse teams

(11) training of these teams (11i) directing of these teams, fully

in your enswer, and fully and commletely describe the capabi!lities

of each such team to carry cut decontaminat!on of evacuees from

& nuclear accident at Shearon Harris,

240-2(a) Which organization(s) are responsible for providing
support for datamm decontamina%ion of evacuees in Chatham County?
(b) Identify each shelter for which each sunport agency,identified
in response to (a) above, will or can provide supnort. (c) For
each such agency or shelter, what are the cavabilities to provide
suonort for decontamination of exvacuees”? (d) Please i1dentify

all documents concerning responsibility for prov/ding sunmport

for decontamination of evacuees in Chatham County, who will orovide
this support, xri the carab?lities of such survort agencies, or

the shelters where each such agency will (or 1s “ntended to) vrovide
support for decontamination of emvacuees,

240-3(a) Please identify ell documents concerning the resronsible
agencies or agency of Chatham County which will provide decontamination
for evacuees from a nuclear accident at Shearon Harris, including
(1) which shelters each such agency has primary or backup respgnsibility
for (specify the tyvpe of resvonsibility, i.e. primary, backup);
(11)the mcapabilities of each such agency for decontamination
(111) the establishment, training or direction of Radiological
Response Teams in Chatham County or to be used in Chatham County
in the event of a nuclear accident at Shearon Harris;
(iv) any other agency's responsibility or canabilities for providing
decontamination for evacueess at shellers in Chatham Gounty, which
information is used or relied unon by emergency planners of the
State of NC or Chatham County; (v) eany agency or verson who is
exvected to provide decontamination for evacuees at any shelter(s)
in Chatham County in the event of a nuclear accident at Shearon
Harris, which identifies that agency oar person, o» discusses or
describes or evalutes that person or agency's capablilities for
providing decontamination.. _ . . B9 3 4

Specific Interrogatories on 213-a:
213-A-1(a) Does the Harris offsite emergency resnonse plan
now confor. to evaluation critorion II.P,7 of NUREG-0654°?
(b) If so, how? (c) If not, why not” (4) what addit‘onal
information is recuired to brirg the plan for the Harris nlant
into commliance with NURRPG-065L evaluation criterion II.P.7?
(8¢) When 1s this information row scheduled to be commletely
incorporated into the vlan? When will all of the information
required to cemoly with criterfon IT,P.7 be ‘n the pian?
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(f) when will FEMA begin feview of thie information submitted

to ensure compliance with NUR™G.065) eriterion TI,P.7 for the
Shearon Harris off-gite emergency response plan? When 1s

that review shheduled to be commleted?

(2) Please identify all documents concerning (1) compmliance or
noncomnliance of the Harris off-site Emergency Resnonse Plan (ERP)
with NUREG-0654 criterion II ,P.7:(11) information required to

brin the Harris ERP into compliance with this criterion;(111) actions
required to bring the Harris offsite FRP into comnliance with this
criterion; (iv) comments by FEMA or any other emergency planning
agencyr, or any person (including consultants and staff of emergency
planning organizations) concerninc the comnliance (or lack of
compliance) of the Harris offsite ERP with NUREG-065l evamluation
eriterion II.P.7;(v) drafts or information to be added to the
Harris ERP to meet evaluation criterion IT.P.7;(vi) comments on
those drafts;(vii) evaluation of the Harris ERP (offsite) vs,
NUREG-0654 criterion II.P.7 by FEMA or anyone else,

213-A-1 continued

213-A-2(a) Do you believe that all reauirements of evaluation

criterion II.P,7 of NUREG-0654 are met by the nresent form

of the Harris offsite emergency response plank? (b) Please give

&ll reasons for your answer to (a) including cites to every

xm specific part of the plan which you believe detall or contain

impletmenting orocedures, sll parts of the pnlan which do not in

your opinion eccntain sufficient immlementing procedures, and

all reasons why you believe the plan in its present form does,

or does not, fully comply with criterion II.P.&7 of NUREG-065l .,

Plecse identify all documents containing informat!on used in

forming your belief or makinz your answer to either (a) above

or above varts of (b),

(¢) If you don't know whether the Harris offsite FRP does or

does not fully comply with evaluation eriterion II.P.7 of

NUREG-0654, do you plan or are you now doing anything to find

out 1f 1t does? 1If so, what 1s to be done, and when 18 it to

be completed? Please identify all documents concerning your

review of the Harris offsite ERP for NUREG-0654 criterion II,.P.7

comnliance, including documents containing any results of such

revisw(s) or comments on such reviews or drafts thereof,

(d) what imvlementing procedures are required for an offsite

emergency response plan xx in vour ovinion?

(e) Is there anything about the present form of the Harris

offsite ERP that (1) does (11) does not, comnly with

evaluation criterion II,P.7 of NUREG-0654? If so, what

does comply, and what does not? lease provide all reasons

for your answer(s) including any Mmt docvvents or rules

or review standards you used in makin your answer or any review
or mf analysis underlying your enswer(s) or any of your answers,

213-A-3(a) Where are the implementin procedures in the Harrls

offsite emergency response plan? Please list each one and

exxplain why, in your view, it is an adequate {or inadequate)
implementing procedure for compliance w!th NUREG-065) eriterion IT.P.7.

G e




Interrogatories on S57-C-7

§7-C=7-1(a) Do you know if any hospitals (1) 11sted on section
V.B.3 of the State (offsite) Harris emergencv response plan

are now prepared to treat severe radiation exnosure per se?

(11) not listed in the Harris ERP section V,B.3, but i1-a) local
(11-b) regional hospitals mmmm around the Harris vlant, are now
prepared to treat severe radiation exposure cases?

(b) If you answerh to any part(s) of (a) or (b) above, or to (&)

or (b) above, is affirmative, identify the m hospital(s) and give
all reasons for your answer. (c) Please state what tyves or levels
of severe radiation exposure (e.g. dose up to LOO rem) each hosvital
is vrepared to treat, i.e. what are the severe radiation injuries
or exposure levels each 1s prepared to treat. (d) please identify
all documents concerning the ability of each such hospital to

treat severe radiation injzuries or exnosure,

57-C-7-x2(a) Does the Harris offsite ERP presently 1list (1)

local hospitals with the necessary carabilities to provide

medical services for those seriously injured by radiation alone ?

(11) regional hospitals with the necessary canabilities to

provide medical services for those seriously injured by radiation

elone? (b) what capabilities do you maintain each such hosnital

has for providing medical services to persons seriously injured

by radlation? How do you know each has those canabilities?

Have you insnected each hosrital to evaluate the existence of

those cavabilities? How do the cavabilities of each such hospital

meet or exceed the "necessary canabilities" required to provide

medical services for those seriously injured by radiation alone?

(¢c) what are the necessary capabilities required to nrovide

medical services for pei'sons seriously injured by radiation,

for (1) local hosnitals (11) reglional hosnitals, around the Harris

nuclear plant? How do you know these capabilities are necessary?

How do you know that other capab!lities are not necessary for

providing medical services tc nersons seriously injured by radiation?

(d) If you or your attorney(s) say that knowledge or insvection

or evaluation of the capabilities of hospitals to nrovide

medical services for persons seriously 1nn;ured by radiation

are (1) irrelevant (11) objectiochable (1i1) outside the scope

of this contention, please m explain fully how you know that

any hospital has the "necessary canabilities to provide medical

services for those seriously injured by radiation aloneX"?
(e)Please 1dentify all documents concerning each matter ‘ngquired

ebout in each part of (a) thru (4) above.

57-C-3(a) Please identify all documents concerning the question
of whetmher the ability to treat severe radiat!on exposure per se
is required by (1) any FEMA gufdance (11) any NRC regulation
(111) any NRC rule (iv) any applicable law or requirement,
including the ATomic Energy Act.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Wells Eddleman hereby requests thet the original or best copy
of each document identifled In response to the ahove interrocetories
be nroduced for inspection and cooying at a mutuaslly agreeable

time and place. ! /m p

ells Fddlemen
8-31-8)
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