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the plan employs "standara commercial telephone equipment” and
Figures 7 and 8, which show the communications channels that rely
on telephones. There 1s thus no way to determine how the changes
attestea in the Catapano affidavit affect the communications
network described in the plans. Similarly, Mr. Catapano's af-
fidavit also states that the towns of Hampton and Seabrook have
"specialized communications systems." Again, this information is
not reflected in the plans. It thus appears that in general, Mr.
Catapano is attesting to recent changes in the communications
system for the EPZ that have not been incorporated into the
plans,

The Applicants' attempt to dispose of thitz contention based
on new and generalized information that is not specifically
treflected in each local emergency plans must fail. Without a
specific discussion in the plans that accurately reflects the
type and amount of communications equipment possessed by each
town and the means by which it will be employed in the communica-
tions network, neither the Board nor the parties have any basis
for evaluating the adequacy of offsite communications for the
Seabrook EPZ. The Board must base its finding on the adequacy of
the emergency plans themselves and not on the vague post hoc gen-
eralizations offered by Applicants in their motion,

STATEMENT OF MATERIALS FACTS
AS TO WHICH THERE EXISTS A GENUINE
ISSUE REGARDING CONTENTION NHLP=3
l. Neither Applicants' summary disposition motion nor the

supporting Catapano affidavit allege or demonstrate that the al-






5. Applicants' summary disposition moticn appears to be

based on recent changes in the communications system for the EPZ
that have not been incorporated into the plans. Unless and until
those changes are incorporated into the plans in sufficient
detail to allow a reasonable evaluation of the adequacy of the
Seabrook communication system, there is no basis for a reasonable

assurance finding regarding compliance with 10 C.F.R. § (b)(5).

Fs Contention NHLP-4

The adwitted portion of Contention NHLP-4 asserts that the
New Hampshire local plans make inadequate provizion for the noti-
fication of people with specilal notification needs. Applicants
move for partial summagy uisposition on the adequacy of the
State's measures for identifying those individuals who reqguire
special notification, In support of their motion, Applicants
submit the afficavit of Richarg 4. Strome, which states that the
State of New Hampshire has performed a mail survey of all utility
customers in the Seabrock EPZ, which will be updated annually.
Mr. Strome also claims that the Civil Defense Agency will make
periodic public information announcements to inform the public of
the distributionr. of the survey,

The measures described by Mr. Strome do not provide a rea-
sonable assurance that the State can obtain identification of all
residents of the EPZ with special notification needs. As Mr.
Strome concedes, "a utility customer list is not necessarily

coextensive with the actual number of households" in the EPZ2. 9




6., Mr. Strome attests that the state has attempted to compensate
for this problem by providing for public information announc-
ements by the Civil Defense Agency. Presumably, these announc-
ements will be made over the radio., Therefore, they will not
reach hearing-impaired individuals, non-English-speaking individ-
uals, or those individuals withcut televisions or radios,

The survey form used by the State also purports to identify
individuals who cannct speak English by asking whether there are
individuals in the household who do not speak English. This
guestion will be self-defeating in many cases, since a person who
cannot speak BEnglish is unlikely to be able to read the form,

Because of these deficlencies 1n the State's survey program,
Applicants have failed to demonstrate that there 1s a reasonable
assurance that the State can identify all individuals with spe-
c1al notification neeas., For this reason, Applicants' partial
summary disposition motion must be denied.

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS
ON WHICH THERE EXISTS A GENUINE ISSUE
REGARDING CONTENTION NHLP-4

1. In order to identify persons with special notification
needs, the State of New Hampshire principally relies upon a sur-
vey mailed to all residential customers of the two electric util=-
ities serving the Seabrook EPZ.

2. A utility customer list is not necessarily coextensive
with the actual number of households in the EPZ. Strome Af-

fidavit, ¥ 6. The state has attempted to compensate for this



problem by providing for public 1nformation announcements by the
Civil Defense Agency. Id.

3. Presumably, these announcements will be made over the
radio. Therefore, they will not reach hearing-impaired individu-
als, individuals who do not speak English, and individuals
without televisions or radios.

4. The survey form used by the State also purports tc iden-
tify individuals who cannot speak English by asking whether there
are individuals in the household who do not sp:ak English. This
question will ke self-defeating in many cases, since a person who
cannot speak English is unlikely to be able to read the form.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Applicants' motions for summary
disposition must be denied in their entirety.

Respectfully submitted,
Diane Curran ;:

Andrea C, Ferster
HARMON & WEISS
2001 S Street, N.W.
Suite 430
washington, D.C. 20009
(202) 328-3500

June 9, 1986
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[ certify that on June 9, 1986,

es of New Fnaland Coalition

~n NSuclear Pollution's Ovposition to Applicants' Motion for Summary
Jisposition, Notice of Appearance of Andrea C, Ferster, and Supplemen=-
tal Response to Applicants' Interrogatories, were served on the tcl-
lowing by first-class mail or Federal Express as indicated, with the

exception of the Licensinag Board,

the NRC

Staff, and the Federal

Emeryency Management Agency, which were served by hand on June 10,

1286,

*Helen Hoyt, Esq.

Administrative Judge

Atomic Satety and Licensing Board
U.5. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
washington, D.C. 20555

*Dr. Emmeth A, luebke
Administrative Judge

Atcmic Safety and Licensing Boara
Us3. Nuclear PReqgulatocry Commission
wWashingten, C.C., 20555

*Or. Jerry Haroour
Administrative Judge
Atomic Safety and Licensing
loard

Je5. Nuclear Regulatory
washington, D.C. 20555

Commission

Atomic 3afecty and Licensing
Boara Panel

Jo3. Nuclear Regulatory
washington, D.C. 20555

-~

Oonml1ission

Mrs. Anne E, Goodman
Board of Selectmen
13-.5 New Market Rd.
Durham, NH 03824

Docketing and Service
U.5. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

washington, D.C. 20555

William S. Lord, Selectman
Town Hall - Friend Street
Amesbury, MA 01913

Jane Doughty

SAPL

5 Market St.
Portsmouth, NH 03801

Rep. Roberta C, Pevear
Drinkwater Road
Hampton Falls, NH 03844

Phillip Ahrens, Esqg.
Assistant Attorney
GCeneral

State House, Station 46
Augusta, ME 04333

Robert A. Backus, Esq.
111 Lowell Street
Manchester, NH 03195

Atomic Safety and

Licensing Appeal Board Panel
U.S. Nuclear Requlatory
Commission

washington, D.C. 20555

*Shertwin E. Turk, Esaq.
Cffice of the Executive
Legal Cirector
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
commission
wWwashington, D.C. 20555

Mr. Angie Machiros, Chairman
Board of Selectmen
Newbury, MA 01950




Carol S. Sneider, Esguire
Ass1lstant Attorney

General

Department of the Attorney
General

1 Ashburton Place, 19th Ffloor
Boston, MA 02108

Edward A. Thomas

FEMA

442 J.W. McCormack (POCH)
Besten, MA 02109

J. P. Nadeu, Selectman
Town of Rye

155 washington Road
Rye, NH 03870

Sandra Gavutis

Town ¢f Kensington
RFD 1 Box 1154
East Kensington, NH 03827
Richard E, Sullivan, Mayor
City Hall
Newburyport, MA 01950
Alfred V. Sargent, Chairman
Board of Selectmen

Town of Salisbury, MA 01950

Senator Gordon J. Humphrey
U.S5. 5enate

washington, D.C. 20510
(Attn: Tom Burack)

Selectment of Northanmgton
Town of Northampton
New Hampshire 03862

Senator Gordon J. Humphrey
l Pillsbury Street
Concord, NH 03301

Michael Santosuosso, Chairman
Board of Selectmen

Jewell St., RFD #%2

South Hampton, NH 03842

* - By Messenger
** - By Federal Express

H, Josegch Flynn, Esgq.
Qffice of Ceneral Counsel
Feaeral Emergency
Management Agency

S00 C Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20472

**George Cana Bisbee, Esq.

7

Stegphen E. Merrill, Esgq.
Assistant Attorneys General
State Hcocuse Annex

Concord, NH 03301

Allen Lampert

Civil Defense Director
Town of Brentwood
Exeter, NH 03833

Richard A, Hampe, Esq.
Hampe and McNicholas
35 Pleasant Street
Concord, NH 03301

Cary W. Holmes, Esquire
Holmes & Ellis

47 Winnacunent Rd
Hampton, NH 03842

wWilliam Armstrong
Civil Defense Cirector
10 Pront Street
Exeter, NH 03833

Calvin A. Canney
City Manager

City Hall

126 Daniel Street
Fortsmoutn, NH 03801

Mathew T. Brock, Esgq.
Shaines & McEachern
P.O. Box 360
Maplewood Ave.

Portsmouth, NH 03801

Stanley W. Knowles, Chairman
Roard of Selectmen
P.O. Pox 710

North Hampton, NH 03826

Diane Curran



UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATCRY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BONRD’

In the Matter of
Public Service Company of '
New Hampshire, et al, Docket Nos. 50-443 OL
50-444 OL

(Seabrook Station, Units 1 & 2)

- - St ' Nttt N st

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

Notice is hereby given that the undersigned attorney, an
attorney-at-law in good standing admitted to practice before the
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia and the D.C.
Court of Appeals, herewith enters an appearance in the above-
captioned matter. In accordance with 10 C.F.R. § 2.713(b), the

following information is provided:

NAME: Andrea C. Ferster

ADDRESS: Harmon & Weiss
2001 S Street, N.W. Suite 430
Washington, D.C. 20009
(202) 328-3500

NAME OF PARTY: New England Coalition on Nuclear Pollution

Respectfully submitted:

-

’I

Andrea C. Ferster
Dated: June 9, 1986



