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P Identify as specifically as possible the "limited range of
conditions" as to which sheltering of the beach population "is not
without benefits." (Enclosure 1, p. 1).

Response to Interrogatory No. 1

The limited range of conditions is described specifically in the
“New Hampshire Response to FEMA Supplemental Testimony" ("NH

Response") heginning in the last full paragraph on page 5 and

continuing through the third point on page 6.







3 The following sentence appears on page 3 of enclosure 1
(emphasis added):
Such considerations dissuade the state from considering the
movement of large numbers of people to puklic sheiters as a
primary protective action for beach transients given that
evacuation is seen as providing dose savings in nearly all
accident scenarios.

Please identify those accident scenarios for which evacuation
does not provide dose savings,

Response to Interrogatory No., 3

The State has no particular accident scenarios in mind. The
quoted portion of the NH Response acknowledges that in some possible
gcenarios a portion of the evacuation population may be exposed to
radiation, However, exposure to some segment of the evacuating
population does not negate those dose savings afforded to the entire

population by the protective action of evacuation.



4, On page 4 of Enclosure 1, the state quotes from the RAC
review of NHRERP Rev, 2, as follows:

According to the State response and the plan revisions, the use

of public shelters is not proposed during a Seabrook Station

emergency. The only exception is the possible use of public

buildings for shelters for transients without transportation.

Does the quoted material accurately describe the current
verision of the NHRERP? Are there any circumstances where the state
might order sheltering of the general beach population beyond
transients without transportation? 1If so, describe those
circumstances as specifically as possible.

Response to Interrogatory No., 4

Yes, the quoted material is a reasonable interpretation of page
2,6-6 of the NHRERP, Rev. 2. Note, however, that while the NHRERP
does not specifically propose the use of public buildings for the
beach population, neither is such an option precluded. The purpose
of the NH Response was to clarify the State's position on cheltering
as a protective action., See NH Response p. 5 , paragraph 2. With
regard to circumstances where the State might order sheltering of the

general beach population beyond transients without transportation,

see State's response to Interrogatory No., 1, sbove,




B The following statement appears on page 4 of Enclosure 1:

These precautionary actions and the state emphasis on
getting the population out early are consistent with actions
planned at other nuclear power plant sites with transient
populations.

Identify the "other nuclear power plant sites" referred to in
that statement.

Response to Interrogatory No., 5

It is the State's understanding that the following nuclear
facility sites employ precautionary actions similar to those proposed
in the NHRERP:

Surry - Virginia San Onofre - California

Zion - Illinois Palisades - Michigar

Brunswick = South Carolina D.C. Cook - Michigan

Millstone = Connecticuc Pilgrim - Massachusetts

Perry - Ohio St., Lucie - Flnrida

Davis Basse -~ Ohio Indian Point - New York
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6. The following statement appear~ 55 page S5 of Enclosure 1:
«+sthe protectivz action of sheltering may be preferable to
evacuation in only a very limited number of accident scenarios.

Identify with specificity the accident scenarios for which
sheltering of the general beach population (beyond those without
transportation) is preferable to evacuation and provide all
documents, assessments, evaluations or other Adata which support the
State's conclusion that sheltering is preferable to evacuation for
these sgcenarios,

Responsge to Interroagatory No., 6

These conditions were developed without reference to any
particular accident scenarios. See the response to Interrogatory No,

4 above,
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