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e, The purpose of this affidavit is to address
allegations in Contention Basis A.3 that a VANS vehicle will
be unable to drive intc/onto and,'or set up 2t the preselected
acoustic locations.

3. 1 was one of two individuals responsible tor
evaluating areas selected as potential acoustic locations to
cetermine if a given site coula be accessea by a VANS
vehicle. The criteria used to eva.uate the accveptability of
a given site included such considerations as sufficier™ room
to allow the vehicles to park, adequate overhead clearance to
allow boom erection and sufficient and level space for the
vehicle to put out its outriggers.

4. In August, 1988, I participated in a review of each
of the acouscic locations identified in the "EMA~REP-10
Design Report regarding physical accessibility of these sites
for a VANS vehicles. This review entailed driving &«

truck with a truck-mounteJd telescoping crane and A~
frame type outriggers to each nf the acoustic locations
identified in the FEMA-REP-10 Design Report associated with
the Alert and Notification System for the Massachusetts plure
exposure EPZ.

S. At each location the truck was physically driven
onto the acoustic location and outriggerc deployed or traffis

cones laid out in a pattern equivalent tn the area required

to park the truck and deploy the outriggers. Tha latter was




done where it was possible to leave tire marks or outiigger
inpressaons on the grass or asphalt surfaces.

6. I concludad that the t-ucks could be parsed and *tne
sutriggers deployed at each acoustic location. In nddition,
I re-verified that there were nc overhead obstructions which
would prevent the ueplcyment of tue sireu.

7. I am familiar wit. the construction ot a

truck and the VANS vehicle design concept. These
vehicles are commercial vehicles intended to be operated
under varying weather and road surface conditicas. These
vebicles, when using snow and mud tires [see Affidavit of
Sebast .an N. Caruso at § 13), will travel under adverce
weather and rnad ccndicions such as snew an? ice. 1In
addition, these vehicles can drive into and set-up Ct
scoustic locations which are not >n hard road surfaces of
concrete or blacktop.

8. Each of the six acoustic locations which the
Massachusetts Attorney General alleged will be inaccessiblel
to the VANS are, in fact, accesslble to the VaNS vehicles.
fach of these locations are discussed in the following
paragraphs.

9. VL-02: At nu time during the runs made tc this
location during the spring and summer of 988 was the parking

lot close to full. An area of the parking lot ig not marked

1 gee "Masmachusetts ?ttorncy General's Further
Response to Interr-gatorics 12, 13 anc 20(c)" filed
September 8, 1988, at 1-2.



for automobile parking and is av ‘'ilable to and is larye
enough %o accommodate VANS vehicle setup.

10. VL-03: All VANS drivers will be trained to
identify this, as well as all the other acoustic ‘ocations
Mass AG is unable to locate. During the tast described ir
§ 4 abouve, the truck was driven to VL-03 and the cutriggers
depluyed. In addition, on September 16, 1988, I observed the
VANS prototype vehicle set-up at this location with
outriggers deploved and the boom fully raised. width,
incline, and stability of the location did noc¢ affect VANS
vehicle get-up with *he boom ‘ully raised.

11. VL-06: The VANS setup location is on the access
road to ., The incline is negligible and well
within the outrigger capabili.ies. The truck, when set up,
doe¢s not prevent egress of vehicles from « UN
Septenmber 16, 1982, I observed the VANS prototype vehicie
set-up with ovtriggers deployed and the boom fully raised
without any interference caused by trees.

12. VL=07: As far as can be determined fiom the
shotocopied pictures submitted by Mass AG, Mass AG
representatives appear to have heen in a location other than
VL-07 when they thought they had )ocez“wd and photographed VL~
07. On September 16, 1988, I observed the VAKS pcrototype
vehicle drive over the curbing and set-up with the outriggers

deployed and the b om fully raised. The vehicle was stable

on the sligh% incline.




13. VL-12: During the test described in 94 above, the
truck was set up at VL-12 with tne outriggers ideployed.
There were no nverhes . obstructions prohibiting full boom
sxtension. In addit.on, on September 16, 1988, I observed
the VANS prototype vehicle set-up on the road shoulder
location with the outriggers deployed and thu boom fully
raised. There was no interference caused by trees.
vutrigger deployment resulted in over 17 feet of paved ro0nd
surface remaining available for passage of traffic.

14. VL=-13: As the VANS vehicle is design:d for set up
on dirt, use of! the paved pad a:. this location is
unnecussary. At no time during any of the runs conducted
during the spring and summer of 1988 was theve insufficieut
room at this location to deploy a VANS truck. In additicn,
on September 16, 1988, I observed the VANS prototv: 2 vFicle
set-up at this location with the outriggers deployed and the

lboom fully raised.
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Jogeph’ Story,

STATE OFf NEW HAMPSHIRE
Rockingham ss. September /¢, 1988

The above-subscribed Joseph Story, 1I, appeared before
me ar? made o:..th that he had read the foregoing afiidavit and
that the s.a'ements set forth therein are true to the best of
h‘=s knowledgi.

Before me,

) & SO
Notary lic -~ £
My Commi 3ion Expires: 3 © 0
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Story Attachment A, 1 of 1

JOSEPH STORY, II
Health Physics Working Foreman

Summary of Experijence

Mr Story joined PSNH in June of 1982 as a Health Physics
Technician. Subsequently, he was promoted to a Health
Yhysics Working Foreman. ODuring this time his
responsibilities have included the development of plans and
procedures necessary to support an operational as well as a
preoparational Health Physics program. He has worked on the
Onsite Emergency Plan. His current position in the Emergency
Resporise Organization is Radiological Controlr (oordinator.

Before coming to Public Service Company of New
Hampshire, Mr. Story worked as a contractor providing
expertise in water processing, decontamination and health
physics support. He held positions in 11 different operating
nuclear power plants during this time.

Bafore working in the nuclear industry, Mr. Story worked
in thu construction industry. Positions held during this
time included operating heavy equipment and driving trucks
similar in size and construction to the VANS trucks.




