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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCIL.LEAR REGCULATORY COMMISION UQ('KETED
v'ﬁv,’"q:
Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 84 M1
iy -2 A;'O,’]’

In the Matter of ) TS s,
Philadelphia Eleclric Company ) Docket Nos, 50=352 OL »
(Limerick Generating Station, ) 50-353 oL
Units 1 and 2) )

OBJECTIONS AND REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION BY THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA REGARDING SPECIAL PREHEARING
CONFERENCE ORDER RULINGC ON ADMISSIBILITY OF OFFSITE
EMERGENCY PLANNING CONTENTIONS

Pursuant to 10 C.F.R.!i2751a(d), the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania hereby files objections to the Licensing
Board's special prehearing conference order concerning

offsite emergency planning contentions, LBP-84=-18, 19 NRC

(Apr. 20, 1984). The Commonwealtn reguests thal the Board

reconsider its ruling thal denied admission of that part of
Commonwealth-1 concerning arrangements for procurement and
distribution of permanent record (thermoluminescent)

dosimeters.

The Commonwealth believes Lhe Board incorrectly

applied ALAB-698 to preclude litigation of an otherwise

admissible issue of concern, The Board shoulu admit

Commonwealth-1 in ils original form s0o that a complete

record may be developed on the issue of whether Lhere i3

reasonahle assurance Lhat adequabe proesblive measures (or
|

offsite energency wurkers ab Limerick <canh and will be

Laken,
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The standard by which the admissibility of the
Commonwealth's issues of concern should be judged is that
set forth in 10 C.l".l(.s}?.‘lﬂl(b)-—tnat is, the basis for
the issue must be sel forth wilh reasonable specificity.

See Houston Lighting & Power Co. (Allens Creek Nuclear

Generating Station, Unit 1), ALAB=%90, 11 NRC 542 (1980).
The Board, on the other hand, applies a standard that is
more akin to summary disposition--that is, based on the TMI
record, there 15 no genuine issue of material fact
regarding permanent record dosimeters as means [or
protecling emergency workers at Limerick. 1In light of the
standard for admissibility prescribed by NHC regulations
and the inadequacy of Lhe TMI record on this issue, the

Board should reconsider its ruling on Commonwealth 1.

Commonwealth - 1 states:

I. No operating license for the Limerick Generating
Station, Units 1 and 2, should be authorized until
arrangements are in place for procurement, and
distribution to all offsite emergency workers
identified in Lhe state, county and municipal
emergency plans as requiring dosimetry, of adequate
numbers of self-reading (0=20R and 0-200R) and
permanent record (Lhermoluminescent) dosimeters. 10
C.F.R. S50.47CL)10), (11); NUREG=-0654, Rev. 1,
"Criteria for Preparation and Evaluation of
Radiological iKmergency Response Plans and
Preparedness in Support of Nuelear Power Plants®

(November 1980), Crilerion K. §; FEMA=REP=2,
"Guidance on OFFsiLe Emerpgenay Radiation Measurewceni
Systems, Phaso | Aierborne Release” (Seoptember
1980) .

‘he Licenasainy UBoard admitbed Commonwealthn-! as (L
applies Lo sell-reading dosimelers, The Board culed Lhat

the Limerick emerygency plans "must§row either Lhat Lhe



necessary subplies [of self-reading dosimeters] are in
place, or that the mechanism for acquiring and placing them
exists." LBP-84-18, 19 NRC at (slip opinion at 23=24),
The Board went on to rule that the offsite emerpency plans
"need not include arrangements for the procurement and
distribution of permanent record dosimeters." Id. at
(slip opinion at 22)., [n support of its ruling the Board
cited the Appeal Board's decision in Metropolitan Edison
Lo. (Three Mile Island, Unit 1), ALAB-698, 16 NRC 1290
(1982). In its view, that decision "compels" this
Licensing Board to rule, as a matter of law, that offsite
emergency planning need not include permanent record
devices for emergency workers and that an issue of concern
asking that an adequate supply of such devices be assured
is not litigable.

The Commonwealth's emergency plan provides with
regard to dosimetry (in pertinent part):

Each emergency worker will be provided twe
self-reading dosimeters (one CD V-730 or one DCA-622
and one CD V=7H42) and one thermoluminescent dosimeter
(TLD). The self-reading dosimeters enable the worker
to monitor himself at the Lime of the emergency for
total radiation dosc received; the TLD is an
independently read (by tLhe TLD service contractor)
device that is pgenerally considered Lo be more
dependable, accurale and precise Lhan the sell=reading
dosimeters. Each cumergency worker is responsible (or
following the dosimetry procedures, including
recordkeeping.

Appendix 10, Annex E. (¢t should be noted that the
relevant language in Lhe state's plan has been revised

since ALAB=698; however Lhe Lhrust of thal section

regarding need for and propar use of wvach Lype of



dosimeter ts'not materially different.

The Commonwealth's plan regarding dosimeters is based
on well-established federal guidance. NUREG=-0654
oontemplates.that emergency plans shall provide for
distribution of dosimelers to offsiLe cmergency workers,
"both self-reading and permanent record devices.,"
Criterion K.3a. FEMA-REP-2, which is sLill effective
guidance, also recommends use of both self-reading and
permanent record dosimeters. FEMA-REP-2 at 5-8 through
5-9, 7-5. Adherence %0 such regulatory guidance, absent
other evidence, "may be sufficent to demenstralLe compliance
with regulatory requirements." ALAB-698, 16 NRC at 1299,
While alternative means for controlling emergency workers'
exposure may be available, it is the applicant's burden to
demonstrate the adequacy of such alternatives and whether

they can be implemented. See 10 C.F.R.’2.732.

In ALAB-698, all parties agreed Lhal adequate supplies
of two types of self=-reading dosimelers--low=range ChOV=730s
(0=20R) and highe-range CDV=7TU25 (0=200i)==were available
for TMI. 1d. at 1295. ‘That assumption was cssential to
Lthe Appeal Board's delbermination cegarding proLection [or
emergency workers., The Appeal Baarad sbated ibs belief thal
"the distribution i Lhe wwo sell=reading dosimeters, under
Lhe specific insbruction. given Lo cngrgensy workers in the

cemergency plans, 1o sul'licienl Lo assure reasonable



protcctioﬁ for emergency workers." Id. at 1299. Thus in
TMI, it was possible Lo delermine that an alternative means
of protecting emergency workers existed. 1In the instant
proceeding, there s ao record as Lo what dosimeiry exisLs
for workers at Limerick. The Board's ruling on
Commonwealth-1 relieves the Applicant of its burden to

establish adequate means lor protecling emergency workers.

The Board also fails to recognize fully the context in
which the issue of provision for permanent record dosimetry
was considered in ALAB-098. The issue of dosimetry for
emergency workers arose late in the TMI-Restarl proceeding,
and was not the subject of an individual contention. As
the Appeal Board noted, "the issue therefore was not
subject to the normal process of discovery, nor was it
dealt with in prefiled direct testimony." 16 NRC at 1300
n. 22. The virtues of permanent record dosimelers were
therefore not fully explored on the record of the TMI
Restart proceeding. Further, the little record evidence
that was presented in Lhe TMI proceeding was dealt with
primarily in the context of a request by PEMA to FEMA for
additional dosimelers, Sec¢ AtLachments 1, 2. Only in
August 1982 did FEMA nobLily the Commonwealth that it would
not be making additional TLDs available Lo the state., See
Attachment 3. The Bourd should also be aware Lhat the
Commonwealth liled a petition for review of ALAB=098 wilh

the Commission, bul decided to withdraw Lhe petition in



view of the Settlement reached with the TMI utility,
whereby that utility, inter alia, will supply TLDs for

offsite emergency workers for the life of that facility.

Permanent record dosimeters are, in the Commonwealth's
view, extremely important in ensuring an emergency worker
has an accurate and reliable, and legally defensible,
measurement of the actual radiological dose received by
that individual over the course of a nuclear incident,.
Unlike self-reading dosimeters, TLDs are read by the
instrument vendor, nol by tLhe individual worker, the
utility or the state. The professional training and
detachment of the TLD recader assures an accurale dose
measurement for each worker, Self-reading dosimeters are
also easily tampered with and accidental discharges from
impact are possible, Therefore inaccurate readouts are
quite likely. TLDs are not nearly as susceptible to such
faulty measurements., In FEMA's view, it is "highly
desirable that [a TLD rceading for each emergency worker) be
incorporated as part ol Lhe exposure cecord docomentation,”
FEMA-REP=2 at 7-5. Sec also Attachment 3 at p. 2., [t is
therefore in the Applicant's intereslL as well as Lhe
State's that TLDs be provided lor emergency workers,
Further, as the Appeal Board noked, the Lwo seltl=reading
dosimeters cannob wmeasure doses less Lhan O,UK or grealoer
than 200R. 16 NRC at 1295. The Appeal Board accordingly

recognized the value ol permanent record dosimelers, It



stated that permanent record dosimelers Mpeepresent a useful

added measure of protection flor emerygency workers," and

nglearly would facilitate more accurate permanent
recordkeeping, as well as diagnosis in special cases." 1d.
at 1301. The Appeal Board urged the TMI parties to "work
together to make reasonable provision for distribution of
TLDs for all offsite emergency workers in the event of an
emergency. "lIbid. Should the BDoard reconsider and admit
this issue, the Commonwealth proposes to proffer evidence
concerning the need for permanent record dosimelers, an
issue that was not squarely addressed in the TMI

proceeding.

The Commonwealth did not raise dosimetry as an issue
of concern in this proceeding merely to have the Board
determine who will pay for these devices, as the Board
anparently believes. See 19 NRC at — (slip opinion at
21), Offsite emergency workers who agree to respond in a
nuclear incident are taking a caleulated personal risk for
the benefit of their community. These workers have a right
to a definitive measurement of their actual radiological
exposure during an emerpency . In the case of Limerick,
Jhere we have no knowledge (and indeed, are being allowed
vo Litigate) whether Lhere are adequate supplies of
self=reading dosimeters ror offsite workers, TLDs may well
be necessary Lo provide roasonable assdarange that emergenay

Jorkers will be proteated, Yoo ALADB=-DOB, 16 NRC at 1299,




It is the Commonwcalth's position that it is Applicant's
burden to demonstrate an alternative to NRC and FEMA
guidance is available for Limerick offsite workers,!

As this Board recognized in admitting Commonwealth=-1
as to self-reading dosimeters, planning alone is not
enough; rather, the issue is whether dosimeter supplies are
in place, or the necessary arrangements have been made for
their acquisition and distribution. The Commonwealth has
demonstrated the requisite basis for its issue of concern
regarding dosimetry for emergency workers at Limerick. The
Commonwealth Lherefore urges Lhe Board Lo reconsider iLls
ruling denying admission of Commonwealth-1 as il concerns
permanent record dosimeters, and admit Commonwealth-1 in
its original form.

Resq’ctrully aubmittog,

Zori G. Ferkin

Assistant Counsel
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
P. 0, Box 8010

1625 North Front
Harrisburg, Pa. 17105

vate: Riperil B0, 140y

llndccd, by noting the Commonwealth's pavecicipation in the litigation

underlying ALAB=698 (19 NRC at (slip opinion at 21), ithe Board
seems to imply that that decision is binding Tor these purposes undo v
res Judicata principles,  Res Judicata necessitates bdenbity ol parviies

ng well as of identity ol jesues between two proveedings, Sueu

Montana v. United States, 440 U,8, 147(1979) Alabama Power Cu.
(Joseph M, Farley Nuclear Plant, Units | aund” 2)Y, ALAB=IRY, 7 AKE 210,
remanded on other prounds, CLi=74=12, /7 AKC JONCI974)Y,  Nedither o Lhen

prerequilsites s present fo Lhis cane,
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WFFILE op o.
Mr. Robert Adamcik HO0A NG % SEA TA
Acting Reglonal Director kahcg‘"‘

Federal Emevgency
Management Apency
Region III, Curtis Building
6th and Walnut Streets
Philadelphia, Pennsylvauin 19106

Dear Mr. Adamcik:

During the final development of the Commonvealth of
Pennsylvania Radiological Emergency Response Plan fov Fised Nueleat
Facility Incidents, we identified in our Aupust 31, 1981 letter Lo
Mr. Adler tvo major shortfalls in requisite dosimetry for emerioney
workers pursuant to Fedeval plauning standardy and evaluatron errber .
At that time we requested TEMA to provide, or arvange for the provision
of, the following dosimetry requirements for emergency workers concerned
with the Three Mile Island Noelear Station, Susquehanny Steam Flaciv
Stat ton, Peach Bottom Atomic Power Statien and the Beaver Valley Poise
Station.

QUANTITY DESCRLIPTION
x 5,054 CD V 730 Dusimeter (0-20r)
11,184 TLD (Thevwoluwmineseont _l‘.mimm.m";

The following important conslderiations velative Lo the reguest
- were also cited:

a. During the inicial plaaning ¢llort we vpted for
distribution of desimetry at the time of emevpency
gince fower total resomrves vonkd by Fogeat ted el

NUREG=0654 does not specify the type of distiibution,

b, The curvent plan was chapnged (o predistoibul o
of dosimetry before the esorgeney on the basin
of Federal observat fong amd recowsembal fon s
cited dn (1) Review and (2) Exgreire ol
Pennsylvanta KEP Site=Spee i0iv 1o Theee Mide
faland Fixed Hueloar Fael Lity




Mr. Robert Adameik
Janvavy 7, 1982
Page Two

¢. The rationale for FEMA to identify the
€D V 730 as a possible national resource
to meet State RERDP dosimetry uecds,

d. The ratfonale for Federal procurement
of all TLD RERP dosimetry needs.

In the State Plan we have specified that a sulficient supply
of personal dosimetty will be issued to each risk county to pevmit pre-
distribution of two self-reading and one permanent-record dosimeter
each emergency worker. While we have enough CD V 742 Dosimeters (0-200r) ,
there is the shortage of €D V 730s and TLDs indicated also. Our decision
to opt for Lhree dosimeters for cach emerpency worker is basced on
pavagraph 7.3h, page 7-5 of the FEMA document ent it led "Guidanee on
Offsite Emergency Radiation Measuvewent Systems, Phase 1, Alrborue
Relecase," dated September 1980, short title, FEMA-REP-2. While it is
indicated in the abstract that the document 'provides interim puidance
to State and local agencius,” we have reccived wo official notilication
that the guidance has beun cancelled, modified or superseded.

During the October JYBL ASLE llearings for Lhe Susguehannag
Steam Lleectric Plant, TEMA testified that Jt would not supply the unmet
dosimetry nceds of the State. Tt was further indicated Lhat eifhoer
the State or the utility should finance the purchase of this desinelry.
In view of FEMA's strong recommendation fov predisteibution of dodimety,
this dogmatic position was swrprising sloce an answer Lo our August 1
letter has never been received. 1In response to another question, TEHA
tostified there was no vequirement in NUREC=0654 for two sell=veading
dosimeters as called for in the State Plan. Duriag suboequent croucns
examination, however, TEN\ was questioned vepgarding FEIA-REP=2 and
testified that this docwacnt was not hednpg continued, thouph in fact
it had not been cancelled.

While the sworn statements made by VEHA ot the refevenced
ASLE Hearings may not be conclusive, they are a matter of public vecord
and in the absence of any other statewments from FEMA ve of voncern o
us. To clarify these matters 1 ask that the [ollowing be provided by
your office or FENA National:

a. A formal reply to our Jetter of August 31, T8l
to Vernon Adler, then Region HEL, Divector,
Plans and Preparcdncss Divigion,

b A delinitive wiitten statement an boo whel
the gutdanee Lo VEMA=REP=2 relative 1o the
gel f=reading and permanent <record dosimetorn
{as still walid,




Mr. Robert Adamecik
January 7, 1982

Page Three

.

DCS fsam (Tel:

10 the FEMA=REF-2 guidance is no longer o
be followed, then what specifically is Lhe
FEMA requirement for predistributed dosimetry
to offsite emergency workers.

Sincervely,

Qe Awtl

DeWitt €. Smith, Jr,
Director

717-783-8150)



Federal Eimmergency Management Ageacy
Region I Gth & Walnut Streets Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 191006 |

~

vON
JAN 18 1982 ) .
Lt. Cen. DeWitt C. Smith, Jr. My <,
Director '0"’ 1
Pennsylvania EBmergency Hanagoegent 9{ L8 ap .
Agency T TG & S
P.0. Box 3321 SRANCSERV I

Harrisburg, PA 17105
Dear General Smith:

We have received your letter of January 7, 1962 in wiieh you vequestad FLHA
asslstance in the provision of dosimetry for energency workers located around
four (4) nuclear power plant sites in Pennuylv nin., In the same letter you
also inquired as to whether the guidance on dosimetry contained in the
publication entitled "Cuidance on Offsite Fmergency Radiation Measurcaent
Systews, Phase | = Adrborne Lelease,” also known as VEMA-REP=2 still is valud
or 4f it has been superseded by some other guidance.

Your questions reflect issues which ave of vational wnterest and policy, There=
fore, as your letter sugyests, and as ve did with your letter of August 31,
1981, we are forwarding your letter to our central office with the request that
they reply direcctly to you. You should recolve theiv veply shortly,
let us know if you do_nat.

P,

We look forward to continulng our mutual efforts in dmproving ovr radiological
energency preparedness capabilities. Please contact me if we can be of addi-

tional assistance.




Fed _rai wauergency Malageuient Agoicy
Washiagton, D.C. 20472

AUG 21 1982 a
MEMORANOUM FOR: Walter P. Pierson ' ?‘:Z{,,tfn
Chief
Natucael and Technological Hazards Division B4 M
R IIT (Philade hia) ¥ =2 A0 -
. . - .’,
FROMs - KE CCAE 1 SE it
Assistant Associate Director ERANNSER
: Office of Natural and Technological t g "
Hazards ’.',*
SUBJECT: Request by the Comsonwealth of Pennsylvania for Radiological

tntgoncy Preparedness (REP) Dosimetry Equipment Assistance
and Guicance on FEMA-REP-Z.

This is in reply to your memorandum, subject as above.

Federal Enrgsm;_’ummnt Agency (FEMA) Hesdquarters recognizes the scuto
shortage of «730 dosimeters in a number of the States. for use in supporting
the REP program. Based upon a recent survey of all States by the Emergency
Management Programs 0ffice, there are no known surplus COV=730's in any
State. ' Alsc, has no plans to procure additional quantities. for
either. Civil Deflense- or REP. , r

¢ 8 . . ‘ -
It is important to note that the COV-74Z dosimeter L= recommended for use
in conjunction with the-CDV=730 dosimeters in order-ta provide a redundent
self-reading capsbility and am adequate reed-out range extending above the
emergency worker PAG's for whole body gamma radiation exposure., The CDV=742
dosimeter can be substituted for the COV-730 dosimeter where there are
shortages. The primary advantage of the COV=730 dosimeter is thet a more
accurate reading can be made for low exposures. However, if the dosimeter
is assigned to an individual and remains with himr throughout the duration of
the emergency, then the CDV-742 lis adequate for a self-read dosimetric device.
We note that the State of Pennsylvania has an inventory of 112,872 COvV-742
dosimeters. The quantity in the State appears to be more than sufficient so
thot the nusber required to meet the REP requirements should be available within

the State.

In developing radietion measurement and dosiswtry systems. FEMA-REP-2 guidance
encouraged States to use existing instrumentation and rescurces wherever

possible. This. document alse {ndicated that the higher radiation levels are of
mote concern. Therefore, the use of two COV~-742's, Af necessary, is o very

\ogical cholce to provide inatrumentation for the potentially higher exposurvs

chat emergency workers could possible accrue. However, the COV-742 can be accuraile
rend in the dose range far below Lhe maximua emergency vorker PAG. 1 LHA
Headquartery concurs with Lthe Regional position that gnlfl vesding dusimetry devices
should be distributed, at least to county and or local levels. This is considered
essentisl so that ropid Final dists ibution ta individual emergency workers can

be made in a timely manner.




-z-

Inersoluninescent dosimeters (TLD) have not snd will not be made ovellable
by FEXA for Stote and local use. The Interagency Taskforce on Offaite E e rancy
Inetrusentation for Nuclear Incidents, in exsmining the requirements fov
doaistsy, tvcosmend a TLD systow ovex other swssurement systoms such os
fils badges, for eduinistrative dacusentation of sech individusls exposure ts
rodlstion. Flle bedoe doulsclocy wuy ousve s @ substitute for therao
doslseturs, asmuming fila badoe services imcluding calibration and resding cn
be satisfactorily provided. The self-reding doaluetera were rocosaended o
that Lndividusls could keep track, on @ current besis, o8 their radiation

vas being received. The discussica regarding the nwved for non-ge L=
resding devices r«wmrmmmns-aws-oorrwn-z.
mmmmmw—mmmwhs-mmum
- forwmﬂm&s&mfadlww workers. FEMA odill
conelders this s Rignly mumwuummuwxu

Although the FEOAA-REF-2 docusent dated Septssber 1980 ontitled, "Guldsey

on of feits Emergency fModiation Mewsurssent Systows, Phase I, Alrborme Relewes™
ia being coswidared for rovialon, prisarily ln terss of updat ing avallable
inforastion regarding pluse airberme rodisicdine montoring owthods, this docuswunt
ummuummuu‘mdpmxmm

hmnv‘lﬁummat thonotfnﬂpoluybpuumuuqmt
e rGency mz-mmrumum.'m.mmm
tatlon exiots for civil delenes purposws, Lt uay be used also fox REP prowidisg
its sesilaeility for Clwil Defonew Lla not adversely of lected.

— — . TGS EIINS & W o ot —— - - — . - - . wre s e —— —— . - —
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of "Objections and Request for
Reconsideration by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania" in the
above-captioned proceeding have been served on the following by deposit
in the United States mail, first class, or, as indicated by an asterisk
through deposit in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's internal mail

system, this 30th day of April 1984:

Lawrence Brenner (2)
Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C, 20555

Richard F. Cole
Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Peter A. Morris
Administrative Judge

Atomic Safety and Licensing
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Docketing and Service Section

Office of the Secretary

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Mark J. Wetterhahn, Esq.
Conner and Wetterhahn

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20006

Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

washington, D.C, 20555

Ann P. Hodgdon, Esq.

Benjamin H. Vogler, Esq.

Counsel for NRC Staff

Office of the Executive Legal
Director

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555



Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Panel

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 2055%

Frank R. Romano
61 Forest Avenue
Ambler, Pa. 19002

Robert L. Anthony
Friends of the Earth of
the Delaware Valley

P. O. Box 186

103 Vernon Lane

Moylan, Pa. 19065

Marvian 1. Lewis
6504 Bradford Terrace
Pniladelphia, Pa. 19107

Joseph H. wWhite, III
15 Ardmore Avenue
Ardmore, Pa. 19003

Charles W. Elliott, Esq.
Brose and Postwistilo
1101 Building

11th & Northampton Sts.
Easton, Pa. 18042

Jacqueline I. Ruttenberg
Keystone Alliance

3700 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, Pa. 19104

Philadelphia Electric Company

ATTN: Edward G. Bauer, Jr.
Vice President &
General Counsel

2301 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pa. 19101

*David Wersan, Esq.
Assistant Consumer Advocate
Office of Consumer Advocate
1425 Strawberry Square
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

Steven P. Hershey, Esq.
Community Legal Services, Inc.
Law Center West

5219 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, Pa. 19139

Angus Love, Esq.
101 East Main Street
Norristown, Pa. 19104

Pnyllis Zitzer

Limerick Ecology Action
P. O. Box 761
Pottstown, Pa. 19464

Sugarman, Denworth & Hellegers
16th Floor Center Plaza

101 North Broad Street
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107

®Director, Pennsylvania
Emergency Management Agency
B=151, Transportation and
Safety Building
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120




*Thomas ‘Gerusky, ULirector

Bureau of Radiation
Protection

Department of Environmental
Resources

5th Floor, Fulton Bank Bldg.

Third and Locust Streets

Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

Jay M, Gutierrez, Esq.
U. S. Nuclear Hegulatory
Commission

Region I

631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pa. 19406

Timothy R. S. Campbell

Pirector

Department of Emergency Services
14 East Biddle Street

west Chester, Pa. 19380
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Martha W. bBush, Esq.

Kathryn S. Lewis, Esqg.

City of Philadelphia

Municipal Services Bldg.

15th and JFK Blvd. |
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107 |

Spence W. Perry, Esq.
Associate General Counsel

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

500 C Street, S.W., Rm. 840
Washington, D.C. 20472

Gregory Minor

MHB Technical Associates
1723 Hamilton Avenue

San Jose, CA 95125
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Assistant Counsel
Governor's Energy Council
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