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WESPAC'S CROSS EXAMINATION [.5

EPLAN FOR THE FOLLOWING INTERVENORS' WITNESSES :=

FE

To Beyea, Polenik, Zelman, Smith, Hall, Murphy (with respect to Westchester b
County) Siegel, Hare, Conklin, Narod-Shier, Corwin, Turner, Livingston, Kahn, g
Bulleit, Ancona, Connelly, Solnit E

iii'
F:

1. Indicate any deficiencies in the emergency plans about which the witness is E
testifying. E

E..-

E2. What recommendations would the witness make to improve the plans?
E
:=

3. Respond to the licensees' arguments that the plan is adequate with regards to {
your area of testimony. g

W
4 Respond to the State of NY arguments that the plan is adequate with regard to 5
your area of testimony. {
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1

Respond to County of Westchester testimo y that the plan currently is c:.;;;

inadequate in areas of your testimony. 55|?

,{,_,~,.

2. Respond to intervenors' testimony that p~an is inadequate concerning areas Eof yo.ur testimony.
.-

. " . . ' " .3. Respond to Westchester County criticism cf the . March 3 exercise.
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CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF NEW YORK ))Iocket Nos. 50-247 SP Ed
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WESPAC CROSS EXAMINA' ION

PLAN FOR LICEllSEES' WISTESSES . . _

""
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To Dr. Lecker: J

51
5.1.

Respond to intervenors' witnesses concerr.ing human responses to radiological haccidents.
Eih
~5il2. Respond to federal regulations for emerge:cy planning standards contained iis h10 CFR 50.
=a

=i%
To Rocca, Podwal, and Rosenblatt: =11

~~.iIE
y=-.1.

Explain the assumptions made and methodolcgies employed in arriving at your $travel time estimates for evacuation.
2---

2. Explain the margin of error in your estimates. E' 2

3"
3. Respond to county testimony that consultants did not respond to county rZil

[51isuggestions.
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WESPAC CROSS EXAMI!aTION w
~ PLAN FOR NY STATE WITNESSES %

*
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1. d%
Respond to Westchester County criticism of the plan ~f.?, _ "

fst2. Respond to Westchester County criticism of the March 3 exercise. ==s"
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The County is uncertain as to who will testify on its behalf. :=.=:a=

WESPAC intends to 55cross examine all of the county's witnesses.
__

4_1.
Respond to the State of NY's testimony that the emergency plans are adequate. 5-

""
_.

Re'spond to the licensees' testimony that the emergency plans are adequate
2. '5"",.

Enr
g.

3. Indicate deficiencies in the plan and how they can be corrected. 555
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE h'
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I hereby certify that copies of WESPAC'S Cross examination plans in the
above-captioned proceeding have been served on the following by deposit h
in the United States mail, first class, this 14th day of June 1982. p~
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Dr. Oscar H. Paris
.

*' Administrative Judge
* .

Atomic Safety and Licensing *
,

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory I
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Commission :
Washington, D.C. 20555 i
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Mr. Frederick J. Shon E
. Administrative Judge !

Atomic Safety and Licensing $Board ,=
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory E_Commission E

E:.Washington, D.C. 20555
_

fiDocketing and Service Branch =

Office of the Secretary @
U. S.. Nuclear Regulatory. 5

Commission E
Washington, D.C. 20555 ~
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Louis J. Carter, Esq., Chairman E
u= .

Administrative Judge EE

Atomic Safety and Licensing 57:
E_,_.f.Board

7300 City Line Avenue $1
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19151 $5.
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