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threatened by radiation doses at least as much as bus passengers
are threatened by radiation doses.

II. Inexperienced bus drivers.

LILCO's Motion, at lines 8, 9 on page 2, states that the
witnesses' testimony "discusses the training program for LERO
bus drivers." This statement is incorrect. The witnesses'

testimony on lines 14, 15 of page 11 states, "Even if this trainincg

program was acceptable in every respect,it would still result in

providing drivers who were inexperienced at best." (Emphasis added).

The remainder of the answer describes the disadvantages of using
inexper ienced bus drivers. Thus, the point of the entire answer

on pages 1l and 12 is that regardless of training, the bus drivers

are not going to have sufficient bus driving experience to

complete their assignments in a timely manner. For the reasons
elaborated upon in the answer on pages 11, 12, evacuation times
will therefore be lengthened.

This testimony is relevant to Contention 67, which focuses on
exposure of persons in buses to radiation doses as a result of
the time necessary to complete an evacuation. The fourth and sixth
sentences under "Contention 67" directly raise this issue as do
the first and tenth sentences under "Contention 67.C." The
witnesses are expressing a concern about length2ned evacuation
times due to bus delays, and accordirgly their testimony is rele-

vant to Contention 67 and should not be stricken.



Earlier in this proceeding, LILCO moved to strike testimony
abcut training. However, the Board ruled "evacuation times cannot
be estimated without some consideration of the training and
experience of the personnel who will have first-line responsibility
for maintaining traffic flow." Order Ruling on Motions to
Strike 4 (Jan. 16, 1984). Likewise, the feasibility of evacuation
by buses requires some consideration of the experience of the bus
drivers. The testimony should not be striken.

III. Availability of buses to evacuate persons without
vehicles.

LILCO's suggestion that testimony pertaining to one contention
should be stricken because it zlso happens to relate to another
contention is without basis. The testimony which LILCO seeks to
strike (answer beginning on pg. 18) is relevant to Contention 67.
The root of the concerns expressed in Contention 67 is that
persons traveling in buses may be exposed to radiation doses as
a result of the time necessary to complete an evacuation. The
answer beginning on page 18 of the testimony states that buses
may be delayed in picking up evacuees in the day due to prior
commitments to transport school children, and buses may be delayed
in picking up evacuees at night due to difficulties in getting
the buses out of the vard and onto the road. Because this testi-
mony relates to lengthened evacuation times due to bus delays,
the testimony is relevant to Contention 67 and should not be

stricken.



The fact that the State witnesses' testimony may also be
relevant to another contention does not justify striking it from

testimony relevant to Contention 67.

Respectfully submitted,

MARIO CUOMO,
Governor of the State cf New York

FABIAN G. PALOMINO, ESQ.
Special Counsel to the Governor
of the State of New York

RﬁCHARD J.
Assistant t pecial Counsel
to the Governor of the State
of New York

Albany, New York
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