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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGCULATORY COMMISSION

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens Board
)
1o the Matter of )
) AFFIDAVIT OF
LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY ) PHILIP MC INTIRE
) Chief, Katural and
(Shoreham Nuclear Power Station Uaic 1 J) Technological Hazards Division

Philip McIntire heredy declares:

I a= the Chief of the Natural and Technological Bazards Division of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency, Region 1I, an agency of the executive
branch of the Federal govarnment. I make this declaration in support of the
Agency's Response w Suffolk County's Discovery Request.

The purpose of this affidavit is to inform the NRC Appeals Board for
Shoreham about the impact upon the off-site emergency planning process that
will occur if the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board's (ASLB) ruling that
written reports of the individual Regional Assistance Committee (RAC) members
are allowed to be exsmined under discovery by parties to thias proceeding. The
RAC in Region II has always cperated under the management principle that the
views of the individual members would be kapt confidential. The collegial
judgment of the group is the only factor that impacts the off-site issues for
a site. This principle was upheld by the Indian Point ASLB.

If the ASLB's ruling is not revarsed, the following will occur. All RAC
activity for the five oparating sites in Mew Jersey and New York will be further
delayed. It should be pointed out that mot one of these sites has a final ap-

proval for off-site safety primarily becauss of the heavy involveuent by the

RAC for Indian Point and nov Shorsham. New procedures to ensure that indivi-
dual RAC member views will never be discoverable again will have to be devised.
Basically, these procedures will have to do away with individual reports from
the members and stress conference calls and meetings as the basis for the RAC

process.
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It is my judgment that, st & sinimm, this will double the time for the
RAC review process. This might be & consarvative astimate in view of the
tight travel budgets of most Tederasl agencias.

The impact on the RAC review of Revision & for Shoreham cannot be predicted.
However, delays will be substantial. Because of the extremely short deadline
for FEMA to file this appesal we have not been able to discuss the ASLS's ruling
in detail with the {ndividual RAC members.

From the Progras management perspective of the Shorehsm off-site safety
question, for which I am responsibls, the ruling is a disaster for the reso~
lution of the off-site safaty questions. The RAC process is by its pature an
interactive and evolving ares. Initial perce, tioms change vhen the RAC meets
and all information and evaluations are svaeilable to the entire group to discuss.
The individual written comnente are only the catalyst for the final collegial
judgment. In my best pto(ouioul judgment, the releasing of {ndividual RAC
comments, submitted early in the evaluation process, does pothing to clarify
the off-site issues at Shorebam.

From the FEMA Region 11 perspective, the sustaining of this ruling will
significantly delay and nesdlessly complicate the BAC's ability to finalize the
off-site issues at Shoreham. In addition, it will delay the issuing of final
C¥R 350 reports for tha five oparating sites in Now Jersey and New York. At
this time, without the opportunity to discuss this tuling with my nioe counter=
parts, there is no way I can astimate at this time the impact on the nuclear
industry in the rest of the coumtry.
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/A

Natural & Technological
Barzards Division

mmmwm-:ﬂ- 21 day of Mxy, 19684.

My commission expires: ?/)‘




