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APPLICANTS' AMENDED AND SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS TO
SUNFLOWER'S FIRST ROUND DISCOVERY REQUESTS AND SECOND

' "

SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO APPLICANTS CONCERNING ISSUE NO. 1

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. $ 2.740(e)(2)(ii), Applicants hereby ;

submit the following amended and supplemental answers to First

Round Discovery Requests of Sunflower Alliance, Inc., et al.

(" Sunflower"), dated December 2, 1981, and Sunflower Alliance

Inc., et al. Second Set of Interrogatories to Applicants, dated ,

,

April 30, 1982, concerning Issue No. 1 (emergency planning).

These answers amend and/or supplement Applicants' answers as

stated in the following: Applicants' Answers to Sunflower Al-

liance, Inc. First Round Discovery Requests, dated February 5,

1982; Applicants' Additional Answers to Sunflower Alliance,

Inc. First Round Discovery Requests, dated July 27, 1982;

-Applicants' Answer to Sunflower Alliance, Inc. et al. Second

Set of Interrogatories to Applicants, dated August 11, 1982;
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V Applicants' Supplemental Answer to Sunflower Alliance, Inc. et

al. Second Set of Interrogatories to Applicants, dated
,

September 3, ,1982; Applicants' Supplemental Answers Pursuant to,

Order of August 18, 1982 (Concerning a Motion to Compel), dated

September 17, 1982; Applicants' Supplemental Answers to Sun-
,.

flower Alliance, Inc. et al. Second Set of Interrogatories to

Applicants, dated October 20, 1982;-Letter from Michael A.

Swiger to Daniel D. Wilt (May 19, 1983).,

All documents supplied to Sunflower for inspection will be

produced at Perry Nuclear Power Plant ("PNPP"). Arrangements

to examine the documents at PNPP can be made by contacting Mr.
,

Bradley S. Ferrell of the Cleveland Electric Illuminating Com-

pany ("CEI") at (216) 259-3737, extension 5520. Applicants, at

Applicants' cost of duplication, will provide copies of any of
"

the produced documenta or portions thereof which Sunflower re-

quests. Arrangements for obtaining copies can be made with Mr.

Ferrell.
.

AMENDED RESPONSES

First Round

1. Demonstrate (pursuant to 10 C.F.R. S 50.33(g) and 10
C.F.R. $ 50.47(c)(2) that the plume exposure pathway EPZ and
the ingestion exposure EPZ for the Perry Nuclear Power Plant
have been established with appropriate consideration of local
demography, topography, land characteristics, and jurisdiction-
al boundaries. In addition, identify who established these
EPZ's for Perry, and provide a legible map of each of the
EPZ's.
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. Response:

i Former Appendix 13A of the Final Safety Analysis Report

I for the Perry Nuclear Power Plant ("FSAR") is now the Emergency

Plan for Perry Nuclear Power Plant Units 1 & 2, CEI Report No.

p OM-15A, Rev. 3 (April 23, 1984) ("PNPP Plan"). HMM Associates

I has prepared a new draft evacuation time estimate study for

I -PNPP, " Evacuation Time Estimates for Areas Near the Perry Nu-

clear Power Plant" (March 1984) (" Evacuation Time Estimate

Study"), which supersedes former FSAR Appendix 13A, Appendix D

and is included as Appendix D to the PNPP Plan.

The plume exposure pathway Emergency Planning Zone ("EPZ")
*

n
' for PNPP was established with appropriate consideration of

local emergency response needs and capabilities as affected by

such conditions as demography, topography, land characteris-

tics, access routes and jurisdictional boundaries. See Evacua-

tion Time Estimate Study 6 1.2. A map of the EPZ is provided

in Figure 1.2 of the Evacuation Time Estimate Study.

2. NUREG-0654, Rev. 1, concludes at page 13 that the
duration of a release from a reactor accident could range from
30 minutes to several days. Explain in detail how plant opera-
tors are expected to determine the time duration of a
radiological release and how this time duration affects the
choice of offsite public protective actions. In addition,
fully explain how offsite radiological em'ergency response plans
for Perry take into account the parameters of the duration of
release.

-3-
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Response:

The time durattan of a radiological release or potential

| ' release is estimatad taking into account a number of factors,

such as, the location of the release or potential release
;

point, the pressure and temperature of the release or potential

release,'the integrity of the barriers between the source and

the environment, and the status of corrective actions. Emer-

gency Elanning Instruction (" EPI") B8 shows how the time dura-

tion of a release or potential release affects recommendations

for offsite protective actions. Protective actions ordered by

| the responsible county officials are based in part upon such
,

information, data and recommendations received from Applicants.

See Lake County Emergency Response Plan for the Perry Nuclear

Power Plant (January 1983) (revised version) (" Lake Plan")

$ J-01; Ashtabula County Radiological Emergency Preparedness

Plan (undated) (revised version) ("Ashtabula Plan") $ J.3;

Geauga County Radiological Emergency Response Plan (December

1983) (revised version) ("Geauga Plan") $ J-3. EPI B8 is

available for examination at PNPP. The Lake, Ashtabula and

-Geauga Plans are available in public libraries in their respec-

tive counties.

3. NUREG-0654, Rev. 1, concludes at page 19:

"The concept of Emergency Planning Zones
(EPZ's) necessarily implies mutually sup-
portive emergency planning and preparedness
arrangements by several levels of government:
Federal, State and Local governments,
including counties, townships and even
villages."

-4-
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Pursuant to this conclusion, demonstrate that, for the Perry
Nuclear Power Plant EPZ's, " mutually supportive planning and
preparedness arrangements" have been made. Provide full docu-
mentation to support the response to this interrogatory.

Response:

Based on the Federal Emergency Management Agency (" FEMA")
,

Region V informal reviews of the initial draft county plans,

*and its' formal review of the State of Ohio Nuclear Power Plant
Emergency Response Plan (December 1980) (" State Plan") (all of '

which include provisions for mutually supportive planning and ,

preparedness arrangements among the three counties, the State

of Ohio and federal agencies), FEMA on February 6, 1984 issued

*an interim report concluding that there is reasonable assurance

that appropriate protective measures can be taken in the event

of a radiological emergency at PNPP. See Letter from B. J.
r

Youngblood to Murray R. Edelman (April 20, 1984), and attach-

ments. |

There were a number of FEMA comments generated by the

informal reviews. These comments concerned, among other
,

things, mutually supportive planning and preparedness arrange-

ments. The FEMA comments were addressed in revisions to the

draft plans, which were submitted to the Ohio Disaster Services

'Agency ("ODSA") in December 1983. Subsequent revisions also

have been incorporated into the draft plans.

Examples of provisions for intercounty coordination

!
contained in the current draft county plans are:

| \
|

|

|

-5-
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Activity Lake Plan Ashtabula Plan Geauga Plan

Emergency %$ E-02, $ E.4.2 $ E-6
Broadcast G-Ol, G-03
System

Communications $ F-05 $ F.2.1 $ F-2
(3-Way Dedicated

, Telephone System)

Information to S G-03 $ G.3 $ G-4
News Media
(Joint Public
Information
Center)

Communications $ N-02 $ N.3 $ N-3
Drills

Reviewing and S P-Ol $ P.2 $ P-2
Updating Plans

,
*

and Standard
Operating
Procedures

other provisions for intercounty coordination, as well as for

coordination with the State of Ohio and federal agencies, are

found throughout the draft county plans.

4. Fully describe and document the Applicants' arrange-
ments with RAP and IRAP. For each capability of these programs
relied upon by the Applicant in responding to a radiological
emergency, describe each capability in detail and provide the
best estimate of the time required for the capability to be im-
plemented at the Perry Nuclear Power Plant site or environs,
including normal weather and abnormal weather conditions (ad-
verse' weather, such as heavy snowfall, fog, freezing rain,
etc., as appropriate for the Perry Nuclear Power Plant region).

Response:

RAP /IRAP assistance, including estimated times of arrival,

'

is documented in 5 5.4.4 and Appendix B of the PNPP Plan.

i
t
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5. For each of the planning and evaluation criteria in
NUREG-0654, Rev. 1 (not.the standards but the criteria), demon-
strate that each emergency plan for the Perry Nuclear Power
Plant site and EPZ's meets the appropriate criteria or provides
an' equivalent level of protection to the public health and
safety.

.

Response:

For the county plans, cross-references to applicable

NUREG-0654 criteria are contained in the Lake Plan, Appendix 5,

the Ashtsbula Plan, Appendix 1 and the Geauga Plan,

Appendix 38. The State Plan has now been tested and favorably

evaluated five times by FEMA within the requirements of

NUREG-0654.
'

.

6. Provide copies of all letters of agreement with agen-
cies.and/or organizations and individuals with an emergency re-
sponse role in the EPZ's or onsite for the Perry Nuclear Power
Plant. For each such letter of agreement, demonstrate that the
letter specifies the emergency measures to be provided and that
the letter includes mutually acceptable criteria for the imple-
mentation of such measures (as required by Criterion II.A.3,
page 32, NUREG-0654, Rev. 1). For any such agency, organiza-
tion, or individual, with an emergency response role that does
not now have a letter of agreement, discuss whether letters are
needed (and why or why not) and discuss when such letters will
be obtained. As to those letters of Agreement which require
Applicant to bear the costs of emergency planning of enabling
the agency, organization or individual to participate in emer-
gency planning then state: A) the cost involved; B) the legal
reasons which support Applicants' assumption of these costs; C)
the current status of any improvements to be assumed by Appli-
cant for any such agency, organization or individual so that
such agency, organization or individual may participate in such
emergency plan; specifically state each item which such agency,
organization or individual required Applicant to assume prior
to such agency, organization or individual's agreement to par-
ticipate in the emergency plan.

-7-
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Response:

The following letters of agreement are available for

inspection and copying at PNPP:

(1) a new letter of agreement between Applicants and Lake ;

- County, dated July 25, 1983;

(2) a letter of agreement between Applicants and Geauga ;

'

County, dated May 5, 1984; and
!

(3) a letter of agreement between Applicants and Lakeland ;

'

Community College District concerning the Joint Public Informa-

tion' Center, dated May 1, 1984. I

7. A FEMA-sponsored report, Evacuation Planning in the
TMI Accident. (January 1980, RS 2-8-34, prepared for FEMA by

*

.

Human Sciences Research, Inc.), concluded on page 173:
!

" Volunteers can be highly effective as sup- |
<

porting members of professional emergency !

management staffs, but they cannot be relied-

upon over extended periods of threat. . .

They cannot. .be regarded as a substitute. ;

for regular staff or as a mainstay of a cru-
cial operating area like communications.
Furthermore, they should not be expected to

!

perform on the same basis as professionals i

over a prolonged, standby period."
,

i
Regarding this conclusion, respond to the following:

i.

A. Do you agree with this conclusion: If
not, fully explain why and discuss the basis t

for your alternative conclusion. Provide !
' copies of all documents relied upon in i

reaching your conclusion. :
!

B. If you agree, discuss fully how this
!conclusion affects the ability of offsita

emergency response organizations and agencies
to respond to radiological emergencies at
Perry and to drills.

'

C. Regardless of your position on the above
U conclusion, for each offsite/onsite emergency ;

response agency or organization, identify by |
1

-8- i
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position and by numbers of personnel how many
such personnel are volunteers (non-paid per-
sonnel who may or may not hold regular jobs).

D. Fully discuss the impact of reliance of
each organization or agency with emergency
response responsibilities on volunteers in
terms of how such reliance may impact on the
ability to maintain a 24-hour a day operation
over a protracted period of time (as required
by Criterion II.A.4, page 33, MUREG-0654,
Rev. 1).

Response

C. The following offsite emergency response agencies and

organizations are staffed in whole or in part by non-paid ner-
.

sonnel. The number and psaitions of non-paid personnel speci-

fied for each agency or organization are current as of approxi- *

ra.toly January 1, 1984, the most recent date for which

Applicants have information.

LAKE COUNTY

Agency or organization Mon-Paid Personnel

A Mentor Police 20

Lake County Crippled Children 4

ASHTABULA COUNTY

NONE

l

GEAUCA COUNTY

Agency or organization Non-Paid _ Personnel |
Auburn Fire 48
Burton Fire 36 ,

Chardon Fire 29
Chesterland Fire 38
Hambden Fire 29
Huntsburg Fire 8
Middlefield Fire 26
Montville Fire 28
Munson Fire 30

.

9

.

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



.

i

)
.

CEAUGA COUNTY (Continued) |
l

Agency or Organization Non-Paid Personnel

Newbury Fire 31 1
'Parkman Fire 30

Thompson Fire 30 ;

Troy Firo 35 !

Claridon Polico 5 i
!!untsburg Township Police 3
Newbury Polico 4
Parkman Polico 9*

Red Cross 29

Cares 82*
Nora 30*

'

* Includos agency or organization head. i

8. For any example initiating condition in Appondix 1 to .

HUREG-0654, Rev. 1, which is poj included within tho Appli-
cants' omorgency plan, discuss why each such example initiating
condition should not be included within the Applicants' omer-
goney plan. Further, for accidents and emergencios involving
initiation conditions other than those specified in Appendix 1
to NUREG-0654, demonstrato that there is adoquato assurance
that the Applicants' operatiny staff will promptly recogni o
such initiating conditions and promptly and correctly declaro
the appropriate omorgoney class (i.e., Unusual Event, Alert,
Site Emergoney, or Conoral Emorgency).

Response

Applicants have now developed EPIs establishing operator

actions with regard to omorgency action levels (EP! A1), omor-

gency classification (EPIs A2-AS) and notification (EP! D1).

Training to those. EPIs will assure that Applicants' operators

promptly recognizo initiating conditions and promptly a".d cor-

rectly declaro the appropriato omorgoney class.

-10-

t .

|
!

I

J
'

_ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _
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9. Provide copies of the Applicants' operating Proce-
dures and/or Emergency Procedures (as appropriate) which e

contain instructions to plant operators regarding the declara-
tion of an emergency (i.e., Unusual Event, Alert, Site Emergen- ;
cy, or General Emergency) pursuant to Appendix 1 of NUREG-0654,

,

Rev. 1. '

.

R * *291G' * i

EP!s Al through A5 and B1 establish procedures for classi- !

fying and declaring onsite and offsito omergencies. See re- !

sponse to Intorrogatory #8, supra. Those documents are avail-

able for inspection and copying at PNPP.

,

10. Pursuant to critorion !!.E.5 of MUREG-0654, Rev. 1,
,

page 45, provido a full and completo description of the sys-
'

,

tem (s) intended to be utilized by Stato and local governments
for disseminating information on plant emergencies to the gon-
oral public within the EPE's. Includo in your response all ap-
p11 cable procodures, manuals, lettors, orders, memoranda, and
other ap311 cable documentations also include the content of

,

messages if such mossages are establishod.
I

E*8Ean!*
'

Notification procedures to be used by affected countion in i

accordance with critorion !!.E.5 of NUREG-0654 are not forth in

5 E-07 of the Lake Plan, i E.4 of the Ashtabula Plan and il E-5

and E-6 of the coauga Plan. Sample EBS mossages are contained

in Attachments E-7 through E-12 of the Lako Plan, Appendix 19
.

of the Ashtabula Plan and Appendix 16 of the Ceauga Plan.

11. Pursuant to criterion !!.E.6 of NUREG-0654, Rev. 1,
page 45, and 10 C.F.R. Part 50, Appendix E, Coction IV.D.3,
demonstrato that the administrativo and physical means to be
utilized to notify the public within the plume exposure pathway
EPE within 15 minutos. (nic) In your response, provido any
and all documents discussing the Perry prompt alert and notifi-

'

cation system, including bid specifications, sound survoys, on-
gineering studios, eva'uations of alternative hardware and

i

=11=
.

. _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ . _ _ ~ .



,

.

.:

cystems,. hardware location stuu- and theoretical.or actual.,

field tests of. system coverage. Describe who has the authority
to activate the system and under what conditions. In addition,
demonstrate that the system can successfully operate under the
following conditions: . loss of power, rain, icing, lightning,
severe snowstorm. Further, demonstrate that the financial and
administrative means exist to assure the operability of the
system throughout the operating lifetime of the Perry Nuclear
Power Plant,.and discuss who has responsibility for testing and
maintenance of the system once it is installed.

Response:

Authority to activate the PAS and the conditions under

which it will be activated are addressed in the Lake Plan

~$ E-07, the Ashtabula Plan $ E.4.1 and the Geauge Plan S E-5.

*12. Pursuant to Planning Standard G of NUREG-0654, Rev.
1, page 49 and the associated Criteria on pages 49-51, provide
a full and complete description of the public education and
information programs for the Plume Exposure Pathway EPZ anc the
Ingestion Exposure Pathway EPZ. Include in your response all
written materials prepared for public distribution and for dis-
tribution to local and State emergency management personnel
which describe the public education and information program.
Identify any and all consultants utilized in the preparation of
such materials, including the name of the company, name of the
principal contact person, business address and business tele-
phone number of the principal contact person.

Response:
.

The public education and information program for PNPP is

described in S 8.4 of the PNPP Plan. Drafts of emergency pub-

lic information material, including versions of the Emergency

Information Handbook for Eastern Lake County, Western Lake

County, Ashtabula County and Geauga County, a'special needs

acknowledgement form, a poster, a sticker, and Lake, Ashtabula

and Geauga County telephone book ads, are available at PNPP for

inspection and copying. NUS Corporation, 910 Clopper Road,

-12-
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nd Gaithersburg, Maryland 20878 (Project Manager: Gregg Beatty),

was hired to assist in developing the above material.

15. Fully describe any dose projection system intended to
be used by the Applicant and/or offsite authorities. Include
in your response full design details of the system, including
speci'fications, physical and conceptual limitations of the sys-
tem,_and the accuracy of the system. Fully describe the abili-
ty of the system to accurately predict offsite doses under the
following conditions: a heated release, releases involving
large quantities of radioiodines and/or particulates, and
drifting wind patterns, and any combination of these factors.

Response:

The offsite dose projection system still is under develop-

ment. The offsite dose projection model discussed in NUS docu-
.

ment 4512, " Presentation to the NRC of a Draft Plan for PNPP:

Meteorological Support to Emergency Preparedness" (August

1982), is not being used by Applicants.
_

.

17. State the expected number of employees to be on-site
during normal operations at each shift if and when Perry Nucle-
ar Power Plant Unit I and II go into operation.

Response:

The number of employees onsite once Units 1 and 2 go into

operation will be approximately 1000 during normal daytime

working hours.

19. Attached to the May, 1981, revision of Applicants'
Emergency Plan are copies of letter agreements with.several in-
stitutions and local government units. Does this represent all
of-the letter agreements which Applicant has to date? Set
forth Applicants' plans to future letter agreements including
-the name and address of the organization, be it governmental or-

not,1 involved. Set forth the names of all organizations with
whom Applicant will have letter agreements on the date, if it

-13-
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occuts, that Perry Power Plant Units I and II will go into
operation.

Response:

See response to Interrogatory #6, supra.

22. The emergency plan revision of May, 1981, discusses,

Emergency Action Levels (EAL). Discuss the following as it
.specifically relates to each EAL. State the specific
parameters, boundaries and criteria of each EAL; state the
guidelines issued by Applicant to assist the Emergency Duty Of-
ficer or other proper official to assist that official in de-
termining which EAL to implement.

v Response:

The Emergency Duty Officer is now designated as the Emer-

*
gency Coordinator. The procedures to be used by the Emergency.

Coordinator in determining emergency action levels are

contained in EPI A1. Sec response to Interrogatory #8, supra.

EPI Al is available for inspection and copying at PNPP.
~

23. State the procedures and criteria adopted by Appli-
cant to assure the ability and effectiveness of Applicants'
Emergency Plan. What procedures are to be adopted to update
the Emergency Plan?

Response:

Procedures for updating the PNPP Plan are established in

PAP-0103,." Plant Operations Review Committee," Rev. 1

(January 28, 1983), which is available for inspection and copy-

ing at PNPP.

24. Who'are the offsite measuring groups established in
section 4.1.4 of the Emergency Plan? What criteria and stan-
dards have been adopted to measure the effectiveness and exper-
tise of the offsite measuring groups? What agreements exist

-14-
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between Applicant and the offsite measuring groups and attach
copies of each agreement with each offsite measuring group.

Response:

Lake County is the only county that plans to have the ca-

pability to deploy a radiological monitoring team. The Lake
t

County radiological monitoring team is described in the Lake

Plan S I-04.

25. Describe in specific detail the specialized training
and experience requirements of all persons who will hold the
positions set forth on pages 5-2 and 5-3 of the Emergency Plan;
further, set forth in specific detail the specialized training,
experience and qualifications of shift supervisors; set forth
in detail the procedures to be employed by Applicant to verify
and to continue to verify that subject employees do have and *

will continue to have the specialized training, experience and
qualifications required.

Response:

The notification EPI is EPI A1. See response to

Interrogatory #8, supra. EPI Al is available for inspection

and copying at PNPP. Relevant resumes are found in the PNPP

FSAR, Table 13.1-3, at pages 13.1-24 through 13.1-80.

Set forth in detail 'he reasoning behind Applicants'26. t
decision not-to have-an emergency duty officer onsite 24 hours
per day, seven days per week. What assurance does Applicant
have that substitutes for the emergency duty officer will have
the time, experience and ability to perform in an emergency
situation in the absence of the emergency duty officer?

Response:

The Emergency Duty Officer is now designated as the Emer-

gency Coordinator. See response to Interrogatory #22, supra.

)
L

-15-
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27. Set forth in specific detail the training, if any,
any offsite orgsuization will receive to respond to any emer--

gency at Perry Nuclear Power Plant. Set forth whether training
manuals exist for such training; whether instructors exist for
such training; the background, training and expertise of such
instructors; the frequency of such instruction and all other
details concerning such instruction.

Response:

ODSA provides a 16 hour radiological monitoring and

decontamination training course to county emergency response

personnel. See State Plan $ II, Part N. As of June 13, 1984,

ODSA has certified the following number of emergency response

persons in the 16 hour course:

Lake County 472
,

Geauga County 268

Ashtabula County 211

The training course is conducted according to an established

syllabus. ODSA provides for the training and certification of

. instructors for the radiological training course. Training of

instructors includes FEMA-sponsored courses in Radiological

Emergency Response, Radiological Defense Officer, Radiological
'

Instructor, Radiological Emergency Planning, and Offsite Dose

Assessment. Following these training courses and prior to

final certification, the instructor must be observed teaching

three course sessions by a representative from ODSA Nuclear

Section.

County emergency response personnel also receive training

on their responsibilities under their county plan. When re-

quested by a county, instructors with a detailed working
~

-16-
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knowledge of the county plans are provided by Applicants.

Training is conducted according to an established tyllabus.

Training for county emergency response personnel is

addressed ,in Part O of the Lake, Ashtabula and Geauga Plans.

32. Sections 5.6.2.1 to 5.6.2.8 of Perry Nuclear Powcr
Plant Emergency Plan set forth Applicants' expectations of cer-
tain civil agencies. Set forth in specific detail the agree-
ments between each of these civil agencies and Applicant which
provide Applicant with assurance that the Civil Agencies will
perform in the event of an emergency at Perry Nuclear Power
Plant. Set forth in detail any training which these Civil
Agencies will receive so that the Civil Agencies can respond to
an emergency at Perry Nuclear Power Plant. Finally, what as-
surance does Applicant have that the communication links, and
responsibilities by these offsite Civil Agencies will fn fact,

*

not theory, be performed?

Response:

Training of county emergency response personnel is

addressed in response to Interrogatory #27, supra.

36. When will the Emergency Operations Facility be
planned and implemental (sic}? Where will it be located? How
will it have access to data displays and information readouts
from the control room?

Response:

EPI A8 is the procedure to be used in the Emergency Opera-

tions Facility (" EOF") for collecting the information to be

communicated to offsite agencies. Plant personnel will use an

Initial Emergency Notification Form and a Follow-up Emergency

Notification Form to collect the information. These forms are-

included in EPI B1, and are also found in Attachment E-5 of the

Lake Plan, Appendices 13 and 14 of the Ashtabula Plan and

-17-
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Appendices 12 and 13 of the Geauga Plan. EPIs A8 and B1 are

available for inspection and copying at PNPP.

37. To what extent will Applicant assist the affected
counties with the development of County Emergency Operation
Centers?

,

Response:

'With respect to Lake and Geauga Counties, see response to

Interrogatory #6, supra. With respect to Ashtabula County,

Applicants have incurred the total cost of remodelling and

equipping 1.. meraency Operations Center ("EOC"). Ther

Ashtabula EOC is complete and operable.
,

.

40. How is the emergency communications system powered?

Response:

Emergency offsite communications between PIDP and the

county and State EOCs will be powered by the telephone company

central offices. These central offices have both diesel and

battery power backup. The PBX and OPX systems will provide a

backup means of communication. Power sources for these sytems

are. described in the PNPP Plan S 7.2.1.

Second Set-

43. Produce any and all documents, correspondence, or
memoranda between CEI and the NRC, FEMA, 1ccal or state govern-
ments~or any other entity relating to the use of thyroid
blocking agents by CEI employees, emergency workers, or the
general public.
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Recponse:

Such documents are available for examination at PNPP.

44. Demonstrate and discuss how emergency response facil-
ities meet each and every criterion listed in NUREG-0314; an-
swer all questions therein. (Emergency response-facilities in-

. clude the control room, Technical Support Center, Operational
Support Center and Emergency Operations Facility.)

Response:

The comparison of Applicants' commitments on the EOF with

the criteria of $$ 5.1 and 5.2 of NUREG-0814 should be revised

as follows:

NUREG-0814 Criteria Responses to NUREG-0814 Criteria *

5.1.1.d Coordination with offsite,agen-
cies will take place from the CEI
Office and the Display Room in
the EOF.

5.1.2, 5.1.4, Section 5.2.4 of CEI Report No.
5.2.1.a OM-15A, Rev. 0 (September 22, 1982)

is S 5.2.2.4 of the PNPP Plan.

5.1.4 Prior to activation of the Joint
Public Information Center
("JPIC") or the EOF the Training
and Education Center portion of
the Training and Education Center
Building may be used during an
Unusual Event or Alert as the lo-
cation for information
dissemination to the public via
the news media.

47. For both the_ main and backup EOFs, describe any nor-
mal, non-emergency activities occurring there. Do these activ-
ities enhance or detract from emergency preparedness? Are
unauthorized persons excluded from the EOF during normal condi-
tions? Define the term " unauthorized person."
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<~ Response:

The Training Facility is now called the Training and Edu-

cation Center.

50. .Will any special provisions or considerations be made
for those evacuees who have pets, e.g., special mass care cen-
|ters, kennel facilities, pet food supplies, etc.? Will people
be allowed.to take pets with them? If not, what are people to
do with the animals?

Response:

The Emergency Information Handbooks contain instructions

established by the counties for pet owners. The Emergency

Information Handbooks are available for inspection and copying
,

at PNPP. See response to Interrrogatory #12, supra. See also

Lake Plan, Attachments A-1 and A-4.

51. What provisions will be made for the notification of
dea'f people within the 10-mile EPZ in the event of a radiation
emergency? Has any study been made as to how many deaf people
are in the area?

Response:

The Emergency Information Handbooks contain a Special

Needs Information Sheet to be mailed to the appropriate county

Disaster' Services Agency ("DSA") by anyone, including a hearing

-impaired person, who anticipates needing special assistance in

a radiological emergency. As stated in the Handbooks, the DSA

will acknowledge receipt of each Special Needs Information

Sheet. Acknowledgment will be by means of a special needs

acknowledgement form. See-response to Interrogatory #12,
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supra. Based on the Special Needs Information Sheets and other
;

information,, fire departments in each county will be provided

with lists of individuals with hearing disabilities and will ,

notify such individuals in person in situations where public

- notification has been ordered. See, e.g., Geauga Plan SS E-5
I

and E-6.

52. What provisions will be made for the notification of
people who do not speak English within the 10-mile EPZ in the
event of a radiation emergency? Has any study been made on the
number of non-English speaking people in the area (e.g.,
Hispanics ir. the Geneva area, Finnish and Hungarian people in
-the Fairport area)?

Response: *

The Emergency Information Handbooks and notification post-

ers for Eastern Lake County and Ashtabula County will be

printed in Spanish. The number of non-English speaking persons

living within the EPZ was determined from foreign language and

educational census data provided by the Northern Ohio Data &

-Information Service. This census data is available for exami-
4

nation at PNPP.

54. What provisions will be made for the evacuation of
non-institutionalized handicapped people or people dependent
upon life-support systems?

Response:

'

As explained in response to Interrogatory #51, supra, the

Emergency Information Handbooks contain a Special Needs Infor-

mation Sheet to be mailed to the appropriate county DSA by

-21-
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anyone needing special assistance in a radiological emergency; ,

,
,

and lists of such individuals will be provided to local fire
,

departments. Evacuation of non-institutionalized handicapped

-persons who need special transportation, including those depen-

dent on life-support systems, will be provided under the direc-

tion of the local fire departments. See Lake Plan S J-06;

Ashtabula Plan 9 J.4.1; Geauga Plan 5 J-4.a. *

.

55. Is there any priority system for evacuation? E.g.,
who will-be evacuated first, school children, pre-school chil-
dren, pregnant women, or the elderly / infirm?

'

Response:
.

School buses will be used to evacuate school children be-

fore the buses will be available to evacuate persons in insti-

- tutions and others who will be. evacuating by bus. See, e.g.,

Lake Plan 5 J-06.
;

57. Explain how the plume exposure-pathway EPZ depicted
in Figure II-2 of Appendix D of Appendix 13A of FSAR was de-
rived. Explain precisely how each and every one of the follow-
- ing factors was considered in the determination of the extent
of the plume exposure EPZ: demography, including permanent and
seasonal residents and transients; meterology; topography; land
use characteristics; access routes; local jurisdictional
bouldaries [ sic]; release time and energy characteristics; re-
lease height; radionuclide content of release, including re-
lease fractions; plume disperson, including plume rise; deposi-
tion velocity; dose-effects; sheltering and shielding;
radiation treatment; breathing rates; time of year of release.

Response:

See response to Interrogatory #1, supra.
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58. Describe in detail the methods and standards by which
the evacuation time estimates contained in Tables V-4 and V-5
in Appendix D of Appendix 13A of FSAR were determined.

Response:

'

The-methodology for the HMM Evacuation Time Estimate Study.

is explained in 5 5 of the study and is summarized in S 2.3.
, ,

!
.

65. Has any consideration been made of the possibility of
the voluntary and spontaneous evacuation of persons within the
- plume exposure pathway EPZ in the event of an accident at PNPP
and how this might affect the ordered evacuation? If so, de-
scribe in detail any such study. .

?

Response:

A spontaneous evacuation of persons in the EPZ would re-
,

duce the number of vehicles on the evacuation roadway network

during a subsequent ordered evacuation. The resulting evacua-

tion time for the ordered evacuation would be reduced by an

amount dependent on the number of vehicles which had been

driven out of the EPZ prior to the ordered evacuation.
-

66. Has,any. consideration been made of the possibility of
the voluntary and spontaneous evacuation of persons outside of
the plume exposure pathway EPZ in the event of an accident at
PNPP and how this might affect the ordered evacuation, espe-
cially'the support organizations and facilities outside the

'EPZ? If so, describe in detail any such study.

Response:

Spontaneous evacuation of persons outside the EPZ is-

addressed in Appendix 9 of the HMM .vacuation Time Estimate

Study.

:
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67. In the Applicant's opinion, are there adequate facil-
ities available to shelter simultaneously the total permanent
and peak seasonal and transient populations in each of the fol-
lowing areas?

(a) The area designated by the Applicant in
the FSAR as the plume exposure pathway
EPZ.

(b) The area which the Applicant believes
should comprise the plume exposure path-
way EPZ.

(c) The circular zone surrounding PNPP
having a 20-mile radius.

With respect to each of these areas, describe the types of
shelter available,, indicate the numbers of each type of shelter
available and.the shielding factors associated with each type,
describe the nature and location of the shelter to be used by
transient populations, and disclose any assumptions made as to

*an acceptable level of risk to the public.

Response;

Sheltering as a protective response is addressed in the

Lake Plan $$ J-03 and J-05, the Ashtabula Plan $ J.2.1, and the

Geauga Plan 6 J-2.

71. In the. Applicant's opinion, if an accident occurs on
a weekday during working hours what percentage of the permanent
population within the plume exposure pathway EPZ proposed by
the Applicant will be working at locations outside the EPZ,
leaving other family members at home without automobiles?
;Also, what percentage of the automobiles said to be available
in the Applicant's Evacuation Study are operable?

Response:

In Applicants' opinion, only a small percentage of the

permanent population within the EPZ works outside the EPZ and

' leaves other family members at home without transportation.

Evacuation of such persons is provided for in the county plans.
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See Lake Plan 5 J-06; Ashtabula Plan 5 J.4.1; Geauga Plan

5 J-4.a.

The Evacuation Time Estimate Study does not address the

operability of vehicles assumed to be available for the purpos-
,

es of the study. However, Applicants are aware of no informa-

tion in the pertinent literature documenting evacuations of

varying types and magnitudes indicating that inoperable vehi-

cles have any noteworthy effects on evacuations.

72. Why has the Applicant not submitted separate evacua-
tion times estimates for evacuating special facilities, as re-
quired by NUREG-0654, Appendix 4?

,

Response:

Appendix 4, 5 II.C of NUREG-0654 recommends that

population and vehicle demand estimates for the special*

facility population be done on an institution by institution

basis. The HMM Evacuation Time Estimate Study follows this

recommendation. Appendix 3 of the study contains a list of all

special facilities within the EPZ along with their populations,

vehicle demand levels and other pertinent information.

73. NUREG-0654, Appendix 4 provides that (at p. 4-2), in
preparing evacuation time estimates, "The number of permanent
residents shall be estimated using the U.S. Census data or
other reliable data, adjusted as necessary, for growth." (Em-
phasis added) In the Applicant's opinion, what is the appro- .

;priate target date of initial criticality, or the expected date
for.the termination of plant operations? Why have unadjusted
population d'ata been used to prepare evacuation time estimates?
Provide evacuation time estimates using properly adjusted popu- i

lations.
.
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Response:

The HMM Evacuation Time Estimate Study, at & 3.1, con-

cludes.that' the difference between the 1980 permanent resident

population and the 1985 projected population is insignificant

for time estimate purposes, and that 1980 census data provide

the most accurate and detailed information available.

An evacuation time estimate using projected 2025 popula-

tion data is described in Appendix 6 of the Evacuation Time Es-

timate Study.

74. .The Applicant's FSAR, Appendix 13A, Section 4.2
'

states that.the Ohio DSA has adopted the EPA manual of prctec-
tive action _ guidelines, EPA-520/1-75-001, and that recommenda-
tions to the State and local government will be based on these
PAGs.

(a) Is the Applicant aware that this includes the
administration of radioprotective drugs, such
as potassium iodide?

(b) If so, describe in detail any and.all provi-*

sions for the purchase, storage, stockpiling,
distribution (including public education on
proper us of the drug), and effective-
ness / side effects monitoring of such_ drugs.

,

*

(c) In the Applicant's opinion, would the admin-
istration of radioprotective drugs to indi-
viduals offsite ever be necessary or desir-
able in the event of an accident at PNPP? If
not, why not? If so, to what radial distance
from the site could dissemination of the
drugs be necessary? What is the maximum
quantity of potassium iodide or other ra-
dioprotective drug that could be needed?
What repositories in the vicinity of the PNPP
site currently stock such drugs and what
quantities are maintained?
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Response:

The State oi Ohio does not recommend the use of KI. .See

.
Letter from John H. Ackerman, M.D., Director of Health, to MG

James C:. Clem, Adjutant General (September 2, 1980), Letter 14

of 5 III of the State Plan. All three counties are following

the State's guidance. See Lake Plan 9 K-04 and Attachment K-6;

Ashtabula Plan f J.5 and Appendix 31; Geauga Plan 5 J-7 and Ap-

pendix 33.

75. Will emergencies of various classifications be de-
clared whenever the Emergency Action Levels indicate that such
declarations are in order? Or does the Shift Supervisor /
Emergency Duty Officer have the discretion not to declare an *

emergency even though it is indicated by the applicable EAL?
What other criteria will be used by the Shift Supervisor /EDO to
classify or declare an emergency?

Response:

EPI Al on emergency classification is available for

inspection and copying at PNPP.

76. Explain precisely how each of the following
possibilities was accounted for in the preparation of evacua-
tion time estimates for PNPP:

(a) Vehicles breaking down'or running out of fuel
during the evacuation.

(b) Abandoned vehicles.

(c) Vehicles having insufficient fuel at the com-
mencement of the evacuation, to the knowledge
of their owners.

(d) Disregard of traffic control devices.

(e) Evacuees using inbould [ sic] traffic lanes
for outbould [ sic] travel.
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(f) Blocking of cross-streets at intersections.

Response:

(a),- (b) and (c) Applicants are aware of no information

in the pertinent literature documenting evacuations of varying

types,and magnitudes indicating that inoperable or abandoned

vehicles have any noteworthy effects on evacuations. The coun-

ty plans provide for removal of disabled vehicles. See Lake

Plan S-J-08; Ashtabula Plan 5 J.4.2; Geauga Plan 5 J-4.d.

(d), (e) and (f) As stated in S 2.2 of the Evacuation

Time Estimate Study, it is assumed that existing lane patterns

and traffic control would prevail during an evacuation. Docu-
,

mentation of previous evacuations indicates that evacuees are

not panic stricken and are willing to cooperate with evacuation

plans and directives. Furthermore, the county plans call for

traffic control personnel to be stationed at key intersections

in order to promote efficient outbound traffic flow. See Lake

Plan 6 J-08; Ashtabula Plan 6 J.4.2; Geauga Plan 5 J-4.b.

78. Do the evacuation time estimates contained in-Appen-
dix D of-Appendix 13A of the PNPP FSAR include any of the fol-
lowing-times? Indicate, for each estimate listed in the FSAR,
how much of that time can be attributed to each of the follow-
ing:

(a) notification time.

(b) preparation time.

(c) confirmation time.
.
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Response:

Figure 5.1 of the HMM Evacuation Time Estimate Study shows

notification, preparation and mobilization time distributions

for the various population categories. Confirmation time esti-

mates are addressed in S 7.2 of the study.

82. List every visit made by or for Alan M. Voorhees and
Assoc. to the PNPP site or the surrounding area. Specify for
each visit the individuals who participated and their titles
and affiliations, the exact locations visited (including the
names of all roadways traversed for purposes of evaluating the
transportation network in the Perry vicinity), the length of
the visit, the itinerary or agenda, and all findings and con-
clusions which resulted therefrom (including any inventories
which were developed as to available roadways, road capacities,

,

shelter facilities, or the like). Indicate how this informa-
tion was incorporated into the Evacuation Study, Appendix D of
Appendix 13A of the FSAR.

Response:

The following is a listing of all visits by PRC Voorhees

staff to the PNPP site or surrounding area since July 21, 1982:

PRC Voorhees Visits to PNPP Project Area

Name Date of Visit
James Watt July 26, 1982

August 16, 1982
August 20, 1982
August 30, 1982
September 13, 1982
September 17, 1982
September 28, 1982
October 4, 1982
October 11, 1982
October 15, 1982
October 25, 1982
November 2, 1982
November 8, 1982
November 16, 1982
November 22, 1982
December 7, 1982
December 13, 1982
February 10, 1983
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Name Date of Visit
i

Donna Stickley October 26, 1982
November 16, 1982

lDecember 6, 1982

Andrew Kanen November 15, 1982
December 27, 1982
January 12, 1983,

William Herald August 18, 1982
August 25, 1982
September 14, 1982
September 27, 1982
October 13, 1982
October 26, 1982
November 9, 1982
November 12, 1982
November 16, 1982
December 6, 1982

,

Wait Kulash July 27, 1982
'

August 3, 1982
August 9, 1982
August 16, 1982
August 20, 1982
September 1, 1982
September 7, 1982
September 13, 1982
September 28, 1982
October 11, 1982
October 25, 1982
October 28, 1982
November 1, 1982
November 8, 1982
November 15, 1982
November 29, 1982

'

December 2, 1982
December.10, 1982
December 13, 1982
December 22, 1982 r

December 27, 1982
*

January 3, 1983
January 13, 1983
January 25, 1983
February 13, 1983

'

84. What provisions have been made to ensure the coo-
peration of the public during a radiation emergency? Specifi-
cally, what authority do state and local governments have to '
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force people to evacuate from their homes, to prevent spontane-
ous evacuation outside the EPZ (and possible [ sic] in the area
of_the reception / mass care centers), to compel the assistance
of volunteers in the evacuation, and to control panic and sub-
sequent uncooperative behavior in evacuees?

Resoonse:
~

Legal authority for planning and execution of the state

and county plans, respectively, is addressed in the State Plan

at i, the Lake Plan $$ A-07 and A-08, the Ashtabula Plan $ B.5

and<the Geauga Plan $ B-4.

87. Concerning the evacuation of schools:

(a) What provisions will be made for the evacua-
,

tion of nursery schools, pre-schools, day
care centers, and'other such facilities, both
public and private?

(b) What provisions will be made for the evacua-
tion of private schools within.the plume ex-s

posure pathway EPZ? Include in your answer
the notification procedures for these schools
and the availability of transportation, espe-

'

cially for those schools which do not have
buses or other transportation programs.

(c)- For both private and public schools, what
provisions will be made for the evacuation
(possible selective evacuation) of those
schools outside the plume exposure pathway
EPZ but whose students may reside within the
EPZ?

~ (d) How will bus drivers be notified in the event
of an emergency? Many of these people work
part-time and therefore may not be abailable
[ sic] by phone during non-working hours.

(e) Discuss the suitability of schools for shel-
tering students for long periods of time.
Include sheltering factors for the buildings
and the availability of sufficient food, med-
ical supplies, blankets, etc.
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Response:

'

(a) Lake County

'
Nursery schools, pre-schools and day care centers

within the EPZ not having their own means of transportation

will be evacuated in school buses with the rest of the school
;

population. For evacuation of schools, see Lake Plan $$ J-06,

J-07 and J-11.

Ashtabula County

Any nursery school, pre-school or day care center ;

!

within the EPZ which is without its own means of transporta-

tion, and which is unable or chooses not to take its children

to a predesignated pick-up location, may request special trans-

portation to be provided under the direction of the local fire I

,-

department. See Ashtabula Plan 6 J.4.1.
t

Geauga County .

>

The Thompson Fire Department will contact the admin- i

-istrators of the group home and day care center within the EPZ

and make arrangements for special transportation, if needed.

See Geauga Plan 6 J-4.a.

(b) Lake County

Private schools within the EPZ will be notified by

tone alert radio from the EOC. See Lake Plan, Attachment E-1.

Private schools not having their own means of transportation

will..be evacuated in school buses with-the rest of the school

population. For evacuation of schools, see Lake Plan $$ J-06,

J-07 and J-11.

.
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Ashtabula County

The only private school within the EPZ is the Assump-

tion School. The Assumption School will be notified by tele-

phone from the Geneva School District, which will be notified

.by tone alert radio from the EOC. See Ashtabula Plan, Appendix

15. The Assumption School will be evacuated in school buses

with the rest of the school population. For evacuation of

schools, see Ashtabula Plan 6 J.4.1.

Geauga County

There are no private schools within the EPZ in Geauga

County.
.

(c) Lake County

There are no provisions for evacuating schools out-

side the EPZ.

Ashtabula County

There'are no provisions for evacuating echools out-

side the EPZ.

Geauga County

Thompson Elementary School, which is outside the EPZe

sill be evacuated along with Thompson High School, which is in-

side the EPZ. Students at St. Mary's School in Chardon who

live in Thompson Township also will be evacuated.

(d) Lake County

Off-duty bus drivers will be notified by telephone.

Buses will be equipped with two-way radios. In addition, the

siren system and Emergency Broadcast System ("EBS") will

provide back-up means of alerting bus drivers.
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Ashtabula County

Off-duty bus drivers will be notified by telephone or

in person'. Buses will be equipped with two-way radios. In ad-
_

dition, the siren system and EBS will provide back-up means of

-alerting bus drivers.

-Geauga County

Bus drivers will be notified by telephone or in per-

son. In addition, the siren system and EBS will provide back-

up means of alerting lus drivers.

(e) Sheltering is a short-term response to a radiological

emergency. Schools are as suitable for sheltering as homes,
.

since sheltering action would be taken for only a few hours.

Sheltering as a potential protective response is discussed in

the Lahe Plan $$ J-03 and J-05, the Ashtabula Plan $ J.2.1 and

the Geauga Plan $ J-2.

88. Describe in detail any independent monitoring for ra-
diation around the PNPP site. (Independent monitoring here
means monitoring by a governmental or private entity that is
not an agent of the Applicant.) Include the types of monitors
to be used, both mobile and stationary and detection /
manufacturer types, manner and frequency of reading / analysis,
availability of instantaneous data, type of data link with the
responsible agency, name and affiliation of responsible agency,
type of meteorological monitors / data input, if any, means of
calculating projected doses, and the source of funding of the
responsible agency.

.
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Response:

See response to Interrogatory #24, supra, with respect to
. . .

the Lake' County offsite monitoring team.

Respectfully submitted,

SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGE

By: WN - P
Jayy ilbetg, P.C. A" _
Mic:6e A. Swiger U

Counsel for Applicants
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 822-1000 '

~ DATED: June 15, 1984
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THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO
.

Janet E. Dugan, being duly sworn according to law, deposes that she is
Associate Governmental Affairs Representative, Perry Project Services
Department, of the Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company, and that the facts
set forth in the foregoing " Applicant's Amended and Supplemental Answers to
Sunflower's First Round Discovery Requests and Second Set of Interrogatories to
Applicants Concerning Issue No. 1," numbers 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 19, *

24, 27, 32, 36, 37, 44, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 57, 58, 65, 66, 67, 71, 72, 73, 74,
76, 78, 82, 84, 87, and 88, dated June 15, 1984 are true and correct to the
best of her knowledge, information and belief.

.

(

}
~

/

Sworn to and ubscribed before me
's / da of
// H f /0$ e

7

j '' t,fc b)f)_ h rer/ 2 I
g

PATRICIA G. DEDEK, Notary Public
STATE OF OHIC (Lake County)

My Commission Expires Apnl16,1908

.
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THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY

CLEVELAND, OHIO

Daniel D. Hulbert, being duly sworn according to law, deposes that he is
Emergency Planning Coordinator, Perry Plant Department, of the Cleveland
Electric Illuminating Company, and that the facts set forth in the foregoing
" Applicant's Amended and Supplemental Answers to Sunflower's First Round
Discovery Requests and Second Set of Interrogatories to Applicants Concerning
Issue No. 1," numbers 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 15, 17, 22, 23, 25, 26, 36, 40, 43, 44, *

47, 57, and 75, dated June 15, 1984 are true and correct to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief.

/m M --

Sworn to and jubscribed before me
t /// d y of

( h , ,' / /& Y *

7

ni+0_ Yw 1 fc h
I i

PATRICIA G. DECEK, Notary Pubfic
STATE OF 04:0 (Lake County)

My Commission Expires Aprd 16,1985

.
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June 15, 1984

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board-

In the Matter of )
)

THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ) Docket Nos. 50-440
ILLUMINATING COMPANY, ET'AL. ) 50-441

)
(Perry Nuclear Power Plant, )
Units 1 and 2) )

.

*

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE'

,

This is to certify that copies of the foregoing

" Applicants' Amended and SJpplemental Answers to Sunflower's

First Round Discovery Requests and Second Set of

Interrogatories to Applicants Concerning Issue No. 1"

were served by deposit in the United States Mail, First

Class, postage prepaid, this 15th day of June, 1984, to all

those on the attached Service List.

Tr/ mad G. C ; u
Michael A. Swiger U

Dated: June 15, 1934

)

._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .-. .. . . - .. . .
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA*

i

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Bcfore the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
,

In the Matter of ) '

) ,

TEE CI.EVELAND ELECTRIC ) Docket Nos. 50-440 |

ILLUMINATING COMPANY ) 50-441
)

(Perry Nuclear Power Plant, )

Units 1 and 2) ) |

SERVICE LIST ,

\

Peter B. Bloch, Chairman Atomic Safety and Licensing ;

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board Appeal Board Panel j

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Constission .

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission i

W2shington, D.C. 20555 Washington, D.C. 20555 |*

)
*

Dr. Jerry R. Kline Dockauing and Service Section f
.

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board office of the Secretary :

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission '

W2shington, D.C. 20555 Washington, D.C. 20555 ;

;
'

~ Colleen P. Woodhead,, Esquiro
Mr. Glenn O. Bright
Atomic Safety.and Licensing Board Office of the Executive Legal

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission Director |

Washington, D.C. 20555 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission i

Washington, D.C. 20555 ;

1 1

Christine N. Kohl, Chairman
Atomic Safety and Licensing Ms. Sue Hiatt |

CCRE Interim Representative |Appeal Board
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 8275 Munson Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20555 Mentor, Ohio 44060 J

i

Terry Lodge, Esquire
Dr. W. Reed Johnson 618 N. Michigan Street, Suite 105 !
Atomic Safety and Licensing Toledo, Ohio 43624 :

Appeal Board |U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Connaission Donald T. Ezzone, Esquire |*

Washington, D.C. 20555
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney

Gary J. Edles, Esquire Lake County Administration Center
Atomic Safety and Licensing 105 center Street .

Painesville, Ohio 44077Appeal Board iU.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555 John G. Cardinal, Esquirla i

:Prosecuting Attorney

Atomic Safety and Licensing Ashtabula County Courthouse i

Jefferson, Ohio 44047 (
Board Panel ,

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission i

Washington, D.C. 20555 ,

i

f
: I-

.

i

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


