DOCKETEND
December 28, UI9H3

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 83 DEC 30 n9 59
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board

In the Matter of

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY Docket No. 50-322-CL-3
(Emergency Planning)
(Shoreham Nuclear Power Plant,
Unit 1)

B T T L A

Suffolk County Request for Board Reconsideration
of Emergency Planning fchedule

The Licensing Board has previously expressed concern about
the number of schedule-related filings that have been made in
this proceeding. Suffolk County recognizes this concern. How-
ever, after receipt of Revision 3 to LILCO's emergency plan, the
County is compelled to apprise the Board that, in the County's
view, the present schedule is not workable.

Under the present schedule, trial on Group I issues 1s to
resume January 10, 1984. With respect to Group II issues, sum-
mary disposition motions are due to be filed January 5 and testi-
mony on February 8. We summarize below the factors which render
this schedule unworkable.

X, Suffolk County's counsel received two copies of Revi-
sion 3 l:te in the day on December 22. On December 27, the

County's counsel expected to receive 28 additional copies of

8401030148 831228 o> » {\

PDR ADOCK 05000322 25° _ (et
PDR o o e o

A - o¢"

(L















to review the revised County testimony before LILCO begins its
cross-examination of the County witnesses. Under the present
schedule, however, the County's traffic witnesses on Contentions
65 and 23 may be cross-examined during the week of January 16.
It is unlikely that the revised SCPD testimony can even be com-
pleted by the week of January 16, particularly 1f the hearing
proceeds as scheduled for the week of January 10, since that will
require the SCPLU witnesses and the lawyers involved with traffic
issues to be in hearings or hearing preparation prior to and
during the week of January 10. Furthermore, it would be a waste
of time to examine the SCPD witnesses on their present testimony
which focuses solely on the now superceded Revision 1 of the
LILCO Plan.

The need for the County to have an adeguate opportunity to
supplement its traffic testimony 1is particularly acute. Insofar
as traffic issues are concerned, many of the Revision 3 changes

were made by LILCO specifically to respond to matters raised in

the testimony submitted by the County on November 18. See
December 22, 1983 letter from D. Irwin to ASLB, p. 2 and
Attachment 1, p. 1. Thus, if Revision 3 is to be received 1in
evidence, it, in essence, constitutes rebuttal testimony by
LILCO, since LILCO, after its filing of testimony on November 18,
has subm.tted additional "testimony" designed to respond to the

County's November 18 filings. For this proceeding to be fair,



the County must have an adequate opportunity to review this new
LILCO "testimony" and prepare a suitable rebuttal/supplementation
of its own.

6. Revision 3 appears to contain changes other than those
regarding schools and traffic control mentioned above that relate
to previously filed testimony on Group I issues (e.g., the sample
EBS messages discussed in the LILCO testimony on Contentions 23
and 65, and the proposed training discussed in LILCO's testimony
on Contention 25, have been changed). Revision 3 (if received in
evidence) thus, in essence, again constitutes a submission by
LILCC of supplemental testimony on the Group I issues. The
County must now review Revision 3 as it affects its own Group I
testimony and be given the opportunity to submit its own supple-
mental testimony to address the Revision 3 changes made by LILCO.

What does all the foregoing mean? The parties have received
another extensive revision of the LILCO Plan, with review re-
guired to begin on the eve of crucial milestones under the
present schedule, namely filing of Gioup II summary aisposition
motions and resumption of the Group I hearing. Revision 3 neces-
sitates careful review and consultation among counsel and
witnesses/consultants, revision or withdrawal of many Group II
contentions, revision/scrapping of draft Group II testimony to
reflect the new plan, and supplementation/revision of Group I
testimony. All this will take some time, even if everyone

remains completely dedicated to that task alone.
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