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Wells Eddleman 's Contentions re CP&L Site
Emergency Plan (SHNPP Operating Manual,

Volume ;, Book 1)

I received this plan 3-31-83 Thus today is the last day to file

contentions based on it (h-30 being a Saturday). I have. twice contacted
Hill Carron, counsel for CP&L, and he advises me there will be no major

changes to this plan when CP&L provides its June 1, 1963 update

referred to in John O8Neill's recent letter to the Board.

CONTENTIONS
("the plan" or "SEP" )

150. The Site Emergency Plan does nothing to address the

concerns expressed in deferred Eddleman contentions 2, 29 (deferred part)

30 (deffrred part), 55, 57, 63, 97, 99,100,117,118 or 124

BASIS: The plan does not refer to any of the concerns listed in these

contentions.

151. The plan does not provide the medical personnel available

to treat personnel injured onsite, required by NUP.E8-0737 Rev. 1, p. 17,

re 10cFR 50 Appendix E, item 5

BASIS: Annex A thereto omits this i nformation.

8305060485 830502 7
PDR ADOCK 05000 j O



frw.

-2

152. The SEP fails to comply with NU9EG-0737, Rev. 1, n. 18
~

item (d) which requires communications to NRC from control room,

TSC and F0F to be tested monthly.

BASIS: no provision in the SEP, see page 5-5.

153 The SEP does not provide sufficient communication in the
PABX

event of the failure of the plant RRX telephone system.

BASIS: The backup power to radio fixed systems is not identified,

nor specified; batteries for battery-powered radio systems are not

required to be tested or replaced on any schedule. See page 3-7.

154 Plant operators are assigned to make the dose assessments

(see Table 2.2 3, page 2). These personnel are unqualified to make

the detailed judgments that may be required by the procedures for

dose estimating, given in Annex B of the SFP.

BASIS: Annex B says the health physics staff should do the job.

But they are not designadated to do it initially. The connlexity

of judgment required in Annex B sneaks f or itself -- it is beyond the

trahing, as far as the SEP establishes, of ordinary reactor enerators.

Moreover, there are no educational or other reouirenents for onerators

that assure they will exercise good judgment in dealing with th? s

complex task under the pressure of accident conditions, especially

in accidents that proceed rapidly to general emerEency status.

155. the SEP fails to specify or provide the EFFIS requ'_ red by

EU"rG-0737, **v. 1, on 19-20, for the TSC.

BASIS: All it says (p. 3-7) is that the ERFIS "will be provided".

|
There are no specifications or guarantees that the FDFIS provided

will meet the requirements of NUREG-0737, Rev.1, e.g. iten (h) nn 19-20
that the ERFIS provide necessary meteorological and reg. guide 1.97 info.

156. The SEP fails to comply with item (1) of NUEEG-0737, Rev. 1,

p.20, which requires connlete plant drawings and diagrams and records

in the TSC. Theses are not mentioned in SEP Table 3 1-1 and not
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specified as being complete and available IN the TSC, as recuired, ar.y

place in the SEP. BASIS: Included above.

157 The SFP does not comply with iten (k) of NUDEG-0737, Fev.1,

p. 20 which requires the TSC to be designed in accord with Eood

human factors engineering. BASIS: The SEP does not menticn.

human f actors engineering wi th resueet to the TSC and gives no analysis

to show that any human factors engineering in the "SC is any Food.

158. The ECF and TSC radiation protection is inadeouste to connly

with the requirement of NUREG-0737 Rev.1 that exposure be held below

5 rem in each of these locations for the duration of an accident.
BASIS: Per pages 3-2 and 3-b of the SEP, the protection of these

areas will hold exposure below 5 rem only for a design basis

accident. Accidents beyond design basis do happen, and have, e.g.

at TMI-2, a reactor of almost exactly the same power as Harris 1.

Thus, Harris should provide ability to hold personnel exnosure in the

EOF and TSC below $ ren for an accident beyond design basis, at least

as severe as the release from TMI-2, during its entire duration, i.e.

well into April '79, while releases still were gof ng on from TMI-2.

159. The ECF fails to ecmoly with iten (h) p. 22 of NPDEG-0737

Rev.1 in that diagrans and infornatirn ccenlete and up te date

! as required thereof is not mentioned in Table 3.111 for the ErF

and not established elsewhere in the SEP. BASIS: included abcve.

160. The initial wad later assignments of emergency personnel

from the Harris plant staff in the SEP fail to a ssure that these

personnel are qualified for those a ssignments.

BASIS: Table 2.2-3 of the SEP desi nates, for example, theE

benior specialist-Electrical to run the OSC, and multi-media

trained personnel to run the fire brigade. Noth$ ng but a bald

statement says that these peonle will be trained. No plan of

training, no qualification requirements, no recuirenent of when
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these personnel have received training or how well they did in it I

or how recently they have been tra$ned or re-trcined, is mentioned

in the SEP.

STATE?ENT MlY THESE CONTENTI0l!S
COULD NOT HAVE BEEN MAD 9

EADLIE9

CP&L had not made this site energency plan available until

3-31-83 Intervenors are not required to fornulate snecific

contentions on documents they have not yet seen. Further, I could

not have predicted CP&L's failures in 'this nlan based on the PSAR

or ER or other available infornation 5-11$-82 when conteations were
due in this proceeding.
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