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INTERVENORS' JOINT MOTION REQUESTIN?G THI

BOARD TC ENSURE THE COMPLETENESS OF THE

RECORD ON COMMISSION QUESTIONS THREE AND
FOUR

Intervenors acting jointly have identified several subjects on
which the evidence received on emerg»ncy planning i:sues is incomplete,
and requests the Board to keep the record open until these subjects
have been addressed adequately.

First, Intervenors note that Che issue of the adequacy of the

commerciz! tolephone system within the emergency plarning zone at

3

Indian Point has arisen several times in this proceeding. Indeed,

FEMA testified in June, 1982 on this issue, 1in general, stating:
It can reasonably be expected that the telephone
system could tecome overloaded in the even of
an incident. This is why NUREG-0654 requires a
back-up communication system and an effective alert
and notification system via EBS so people will
not be dependent on the phones.

FEMA direct testimoay, June 22, 1982, response
to Question 55.

Yet., since that time, a proposed revision in the evacuation plans for
Westchester and, possibly, Reckland County, would necessitate the

initiati of telephone chains to contact parents ol school children

8305030652 830419
PDR ADOCK 05000247
G PDH



destined to be returned to their homes on an early dismissal plan before
a general evacuation would or could begin. The emergency plans for
Indian Point stiil rely largely on telephone alerting and mobilization
systems. including bus drivers in Rockland County, as noted by FEMA

in its Post-Exer:ise Assessment of April, 1983. There has been no
evidence offered or received by the Board on the depth or breadth of
the problem with the telephone system within the EPZ, despite the
request of former Chairman Carter that such information be presented

to the Board. (Limited Appearance Session, Thursday January 21, 1982,
Civic Center, Peekskill, New York.)

Second, capabilities within the emergency planning zone around
Indian Point to shelter the population in the event of a fast-moving
accident at Indian Point have not been addressed by the NRU witnesses,
despite the assertion of the Staff witnesses that sheltering might be
the preferred protective action in those cases. (Testimony of Sheldon
A. Schwartz, March 31, 1983, page €.) On cross-examination,
the witnesses acknowledged that no study of sheltering capabilities,
site-specific to Indian Point had been undertaken or considered. (T.
12287-88 ; see, also, testimony of Davidoff, T. 11355-59.)

Third, the Licensees bave failed to produce for cross-examination
Mr. Harvey Harth, Direct:r of the "Four-County Nuclear Safety Committee"
to whom tear out cards for disabled and elderly persons were mailed in
1982 and will be mailed in 1983. The Board has heard repeatedly of
the failure of any agency or organization to respond to persons mailing
in these cards, but still has received wno explanation for this failure
nor hope for the future. Intervenors requested the Board to subpoena
Mr. Harth on March 24, 1983, when it became apparent from Westchester
County witness Mr. Kagminsk, that the fate of the returned tear-off
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ards was not completely known by any witness other than Mr. Harth.
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cGuire, T.l¢ | , when intervenors attempted,

but were precluded, from le ng the present status of the tear-off cards
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WHEREFORE, Intervenors request the Board to take the necessary
steps to ensure the adequacy and accuracy of the record on emergency
planning, in ~luding the following:

a) Require the Licensees and/or the NRC Staff to present

test imony concerning the commercial telephone system within

the Emergency Planning Zone and particularly on its capability

for handling phone calls during an emergency;

b) Require the NRC St: to provide to the parties and the
oard information on the sheltering capatl ilities within

Planning
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