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Gereral Interrogatories

'nterrogitory 1

¥hat is FEMA staff's reviewer's understanding of the subject matter
of this contention?

Response (EPX-2):

FEMA staff agrees that Harnett County had "insufficient telephones"
anc¢ that this communicatior deficiency revealed in the Plant Harris
exercise could have some effects in a real emergency. However, the FEMA-
identified deficiency in Harnett County's communications system was not
of sufficient maanitude to seriously affect the capability of the
emergency response organization to protect the health and safety of the
public in the event of a radiclogical emergency at Plant Harris. As
stated in the Shearcn Harris Nuclear Station Exercise report dated
Jure 28, 1985, ". . . for too few telephones (exist at the Harnett County

EOC) for a 'real-world' emergency, . . ." However, the Director of the
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Ongoing Table Top Exercises will integrate EBS
procedures whenever possible. At least one Table Top
EBS exercise will be conducted prior to each
scheduled fixed nuclear facility exercise if EBS
*procedures have not been previously integrated durino
the past 24 monthks,

(Letter, Myers to Woodard, dated Nov. 26, 1985).

The above-cited letter indicates that the "additioral training" will
be accomplished "prior to the next exercise,” and that the expansion of
“current EBS procedures"” is to be completecd by March 15, 1986.

FEMR Staff expects implementatior c¢f all the above proposed and
recommended actions; however, the Public Education and Information
deficiencies and inadeguacies cited in the Harris Exercise Report were
not of sufficient magnitude to seriously affect the capability of the
emergency response organization te protect the health and safety of the

public in the event of a2 radiological emergency at Plant Harris.

Interrogatory ?

Has FEMA staff made any analysis, ‘7quiry, study or investigation
into, (&) this contention (b) the subject matter of this contention
(c) the allegation(s) in this contention (d) the basis of this contention
(e) the information relied ugon by intervenor(s) in support of this
contention?

Response:
(a) yes (b) yes (c) yes (d) yes (e) yes

Interrogatory 3

For all perts of your response to Interrogatory 2 above for which
your answer is affirmative, please provide the following information:
1) who made the analysis, inquiry, study or investigation; (2) what was
being considered in such analycis, inquiry, study or investigation
("AISI"); (3) the content of the AISI; (4) the results of the AIS!:

(5) whether the AISI has been completed; (6) whether a date for



been established i C
documents used in the A all persons

of the AISI; (10) all documents containing
or study or information developed
.1dentify each such document and state
ains); (11) whether staff believes
further AISI needs or may need to be

whether any persons participating

nesses for the Staff in this case, and
is intended to answer and (14) what

it is not complete.

t is not complete; (7)
. [Q \ 11
I; (9) al

1S
19
4

1

arily lora, compounded, and wittout

therefore, the responder has supplied
bers for the purpose larification.
awkins, Steven

contention and correl

e report with the content

expressed in this

1986 .

's Interrogatories to FEMA S

Glenn Woodard, Cheryl Stovall, Steven Rochlis.




(12)(a): VYes.

(13)(a): Those propounded.

(14)(a): N.A.

(1)(b): Jchn Heard, Thomas Hawkins, Cheryl Stovall, Jack Glover,
Chris Saricks,

(2)(b): The adequacy of communications and of EBS during the Plant
Farris exercise.

(3)(bY: A1l facets of the Harris exercise.

(4)(b;: The Shearon Harris Nuclear Station Exercise report, dated
June 7R, 1985; the Interim Findings Report on the Adequacy of
Radiclegical Emergency Response Preparedress for Plant Harris, North
Carolina, dated August 7, 1985,

(5)(b): VYes.

(6)(b): N.A,

(7)(b): N.A,

(8)(b): Handwritten notes taken during the Harris exercise, the
Harris Plan, the Interim Findings Report, the Harris exercise report.

(9)(b): Participants and evaluators in the exercise.

(10'(b): Handwritten notes taken during the Harris exercise, the
Harris exercise report, the Interim Findings Report.

(11)(b): No.

(12)(b): Yes.

(13)(b): CQuestions propounded by intervenor.

(14)(b): N.A.
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1) through (14)(c): The oniy AISI's made by FEMA staff into the
2llegations of these contentions is the Harris Exercise report, and the
Interim Fendings Report.

(1)-(14)(d)(e): See pre-eding response.

‘nterrogatory 4

For all respcnses to parts of (2) above for which NRC staff's or
FEMA's answer is otner than affirmative, please state (a) whether NRC
Staff or FEMA plaus to perform any AISI on this contention, (b) whether
anyore on NRC Staff has stated that AISI of any kind is warranted for
this contention (even though it has not been made), (c) whether NRC Staff
plans for AISI, or FEMA's, on this contention include a date for
beginning or for endin? such AISI, (d) those dates, for all affirmative
answers to (c) above, (e) what AISI FEMA or NRC Staff will undertake on
this contention (f) what AISI NRC staff desires to undertake on this
cortention (g, all reasons why no AISI is planned on this contention if
none is planned (h) al1 reas~nrs why no AISI has been done yet on this
contention if nore has been done (i) what the responsibilities of NRC
sta“f and of FEMA with respect to this contention are.

Response:

A1 responses are in the affirmative.

Interrogatory 5

Tdertify 211 documents the FEMA or NRC Staff relied on in opposing
the admissior o€ this contention, and any specific facts not stated in
the Staff's opposition to admission of such contention (already filed in
this case) upon which Staff relied in making such opposition.

Response:

NRC Staff opposed the admission of these cortentions, EPX-2 and
EPX-8, on behalf of FFMA staff. See "NRC Staff Response for Intervenor
Wells Eddleman's Proposed Contentions Based on the Emergency Planning

Exercise" dated October 15, 1985,



Interrogatory 6

Identify all documents not identified in Staff's interrogatories to
kells Eddieman or to Joint Intervenors (to present -- a continuing inter-
recatory).upon which the Staff relied in making each such interrogatory.
Response:

Nct Applicable,

Interrogatery 7

Identify by name, personal or business address, FEMA or NRC staff
position or title (if any), and telephone number (if known) of each
person or NRC staff or consultant to NRC staff or known to MRC staff or
consulted by NRC staff in the staff's analysis of the subiect matter of
this contention prior to (a) its filing (b) its admission; state for each
such person what analysis was performed by that person.

Resporse:

(a) Jack Glover, FEMA, 1371 Peachtree Street N.E., Atlanta, Georgia
30209, Reoion IV Public Information Cfficer, (404) 347-2400; Chery)
Stovall, same as preceding address, Emergency Management Program
Specialist, (404) 347-70€8; Elliot Levine, Argonne Nationa! Laboratory,
G700 S. Cass Avenue, Building 362, Argonne, I11inois 60439, consultant
evaluator during the Harris exercise, (312) 972-6719; Chris Saricks, same
address and other information as provided immediately above; John Heard,
FEME, 1371 Peachtree Street N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30309, Technological
Hazards Eranch Chief, (404) 347-7079; Thomas Hawkins, same address as
immediately above, Emergency Management Program Specialist, (404)
347-7073; Steven Rochlis, same address as irmediately above, Regional
Counsel, (404) 347-2410.

(b) Same as "(a)"; aralvsis performed by each person named above:

Glover -- evaluator at Media Center during Harris exercise; Stovall --
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evaluator at Wake County EOC; Levine -- evaluator at Wake County EOC;
Sharicks, evaluator at Harnett County EOC; Heard, evaluator at SEOC,
reviewer of exercise report, and reviewe~ of these responses to
Interrocatories; Hawkins, compiler of Hirris exercise report and
responder to these interrogatories; Rocklis, legal counsel to Hawkins in

responcing to these interrogatories.

Interrogatory 8

State a1l professional qualifications of each person identified in
response to interrogatories 3, 4, 7.

Resporse:

See professional qualifications attachments.

Interrogatory 9

Frovide ary statements of the analysis made by persons idertified in
response to interrogatories 3, 4, or 7 above, and identify all documents
containinc such information or statements not previously identified.

Qesgonse:

A11 statements and documents have tz2en previously identified.

Interrogatory 10

Give the identifier number, date, source, and title of all documents
icentified in response to interrocatories above, which are available
through MRC PDR (Public Document Room).

Pesgonse:

Unknown. NRC has this irformation.

Interrogatory 11
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Will FEMA or NRC Staff make available copies of documents identified
in response to the above interrogatories to Wells Eddleman for inspection
and copying, for documents not availabtle through NRC's PDR?

Response: «

Yes, except for tandwritter individual notes and pre-decisional

papers.

Interrogatery 12

Identify by rare, FEMA or NRC staff position if any, address and
telephone number each person whom NRC staff intends to vse or call as a
witness in this proceeding.

Response:

Unknown at this time.

interrogatory 13

State fully the professional qualifications of each person
idertified in response to interrogatory 12 above.

ResEonse:
N.A.

Interrogatory 14

Summarize the position (or planned testimony) with respect to each
contention on which such person is expected to testify, for each person
identified in response to interrogatory 12 above.

RESEOHSE:

Unknowr: .

Inierrogatory 15

Has FEMA or NRC Staff, any witness identified in response to
interrogatory 12, or anyone acting in behalf of the Staff or such witness
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or at their direction, made any calculation or analysis (not identified
in response to interrogatories 1 through 4 above) with respect to this
contention?

Pesgonse:°
No.

Interrogatory 16

If the answer to interrcogatory 15 is yes in any case, provide the
name, business or personal aacdress, telephone number and professional
qualifications cf each person who has made such calculation or analysis,
statinc for each what contention it relates to, what person (or Staff) it
was made for or at the direction of, and identifying all documents
contzining such calculation or analysis and all documents used in making
such calculation or analysis or relied upon in it or supplying
information used in it.

Respense:

N.A

Interrogatory 17

Provide a summary of each AISI, calculation or analysis for whic”
the answer to interrogatory 15, or interrocatory 2 above, is yes.

Resgonse:
N.A.

Interrogatory 18

Please give the accessicn number, date and originator u¢ zarh
document identified in response to interrogatory 16, which is available
at the NRC PDR.

Resgonse:
N.A.

Interrogatory 19
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Will FEMA or NRC Staff make available to Wells Eddleman for
inspection and copyino all documents identified in response to
interrogatory 16 above which are not available through the PDR?

Pesgonse:-
N.A.

Interrogatory 20

Identify each person, including telephone number, address, and field
of expertise and oualifications (complete) (if any) who answered
interrogatories with respect to this contention; if more than one person
contributed to an answer, identify each such person, providing the
information requested abeve in this interrogatory for each such person,
and state what each such person's contribution to the answer was, for
each answer,

Response:

Thomas Hawkins, principal responder; Steven Rochlis, FEMA Region IV
attorney, assisted through general review and legal consultation.
Professional qualifications were furnished in the response to previous

interrogatories.

'nterrogatory 21

Identify &11 documents which the FEMA or Staff proposes or intends
to use as exhibits with respect to this contention during this
proceeding, including exhibits of Staff witnesses (identifying the
witness for each, if such a witness has been designated), and exhibits to
be usec during cross-examination of witnesses of any party (stating for
each which witress it is to be used in cross-examination of), and
identifying for each the particular pages or chapters to be used as
exhibits.

Response:
The Harris Exercise Report, the Interim Findings Repert; remainder

of interrogatory unknown.



<1

Interrogatory 22

Identify 211 documents which FEMA or NRC staff relied upon in
answering interrogatories with respect to this contention, which have not
been identified in response to interrogatories 1 through 21 above,
stating for each which answer(s) re which contention(s? it was used for,
and each specific fact and page number therein on which NRC staff relied
or which NRC staff used in anrswering such interrogatory.

Response:

None.

Interrcoatory 22

Please give the accession number, date, and originator of each
document icentified in response to interrogatories 21 or 22 above which
is available through the NRC PDR.

Response:

Unknown,

Interrogatory 24

Will FEMA or NRC Sta“f provide Wells Eddleman with copies of the
documents identified in response to interrogatory 21 or 22 above which
are not available at the PDR, for inspection and copying?

Response:

Yes.

Interrcgatory 25

Idertify any other information or source of information not
identified in response to the abcve interrogatories 1 thru 24 on which,
or upon which any member of NRC or FEMA staff relied, or which anyv such
member of staff used, in answering each interrogatory with respect to
this contention, naming the contention and response in which each such
source was used, and the location of the information used or relied on in
such source (e.g. page number, section, chapter, etc).
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Resgonse:
None.

Interrocatory 26

() Does the Staff or FEMA now agree with the contention? (b) Does
the NRC or FEMA Staff now agree with any part of the contention?

Resporse:

Interrggatory 27

If answer to (b) above is affirmative, which part(s) and why?

Response:

Please see response to Interrogatory 1 above.

Interrogatory G-EPX

Flease answer all of Applicants' and Staff's interrogatories to me
on EPX-? and EPX-8, including general interrogatories, as if the same
questions had been asked to vou as if fully set out here. Please answer
as 17 the term "your contenticn" means "Contention EPX-2 and/or Conten-
tion EPX-8" in each such question or interrogatory, and that "your
contentions” &lso means “"Contention EPX-2 or EPX-8 or both".

The answers to Spplicants' and Staff's interrogatories to Wells
Eddleman are unkrown, have been answered in this response, not applicable
or not formulated by Intervenor Eddleman for which FEMA should not be
required to respond to pursuant to 10 CFR § 2.720(h)(2)(ii).

Non-General Interrogatories
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Interrogatorv EPX-2-1

Please identify all documents related to each and every communica~
tions deficiency referred tc or described in any way in Contention EPX-2.
This includes evaluators' and others' handwritten notes, typewritten
notes, tape recorded notes, all documents concerning the admission of
contertion EPX-2, all docurents concerning actions recommended to be
taken to deal with the deficiencies mentioned or referred to in EPX-2,
actions that might be taken with respect to any matters referred to in
EPX-Z, resporses to contention EPX-2, and records or informatior relating
to any matter mentioned in Contention EPX-2.

Response:

"Shearor Harris Nuclear Station Exercise Report," dated June 28, 1985;
Memorandum, May to Krimm, Suhiect: Interim Findings Report, Plant
Harris, Nortk Carolina, dated August 7, 1985; "Interim Findings Report on
the Acenuacy of Padiologica’ Emergency Response Preparedness for Plant
Harris," North Cerolina, dated August 7, 1985; exercise notes of evaluators
Stovell, Glover and Saricks; letter, Myers to Woodard, dated November 26,
1985, cortaining "the schedule of corrective actions for the summary
Tisting of NUREG-065Z deficiencies noted during the Shearon Harris

Nuclear Power Plant Exercise on May 17-18, 1985."

Interrccatory EPX-2-2(a)

Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, all
"lack(s) of effective communications" durinc the emergency planning
exercise. [This refers, here and below, to the exercises held May 17-18,
1985, re the Shearon Harris Muclear Power Plant.)

Response:
See pages 8, 9, 11, 14, ', 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 24, 25, and 30 of
the Karris exercise report, cated June 28, 1985, See page 9 of the

Interim Findings Report for Plant Harris, dated August 7, 1985.
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Interrogatory EPX-2-2(b)

Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, all "lack
of radiation monitoring resuits" durinc the emergency planning exercise.

Resporse:

No "lack of radiation monitoring results” was reported by Federal

evaluators during the Harris exercise.

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(c)

Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, "lack of
contact with field and ground units" during the emergency planning
exercise,

Response:
Cne possible reference to a "lack of contact with field and ground
units" may be fourd on page 15 of the Harris exercise report.

Interrcocatory EPX-2-2(d)

Please describe, and identify 211 documents relating to, the
overloading of the emergency inter-syster mutual aid frequency during the
emergency planning exercise, including (i) the bandwidth of such
frequency, (ii) the frequency or freouencies in Hertz (cycles/second)
(ii11) the capacity of such frequency or trequencies in number of simul-
tanecus voice channels (iv) the number of unit(s) having access to such
frequercy (v) the number of units not involved in the emergency planning
exercise havino access to use of such frequency or frequencies (vi) the
maximur number of units or callers trying to use such frequency at the
same time (vii) the nature and extent of any misuse of such frequency or
frequencies during the exercise or at other times. Please identify all
documents relating to any of the above matters.

Response:
There 1s no reference to "the overloading of the emergency
inter-system mutual aid frequency during the emergency planning exercise"

in the FEMA Harris exercise report or related FEMA documents.

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(e)
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Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, the
communication inadequacies of the NC Highway Patrol, particularly those
related to insufficient equipment, ability to adequately handle the
number of units responding to an emergency of the (nuclear plant) types,
during the exercise or otherwise; the number of units of the Highway
Patrol that did respond to the Harris emergency planning exercise, and
the number of frequencies available to those units and their base
stations, relay stations, etc., and the capacity of each frequency for
handling communications, in the form of 2-way conversations in voice, or
other capability for communication. Please identify all documents giving
information asked for above, or relating to any such information.

Respcrse:
There is no reference to “the communications inadequacies of the NC
Highway Patrol” in the FEMA Harris exercise report or related FEMA

docurents.

Interrnoatory EPX-2-2(f)

Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, the number
of telephones évailable to the Harnett County emergency personnel during
the exercise, what a "sufficient”" number of telephones for them would be,
or is; und any insufficiencies of the telephones available to Harnett
County emergency response personnel during the exercise. Please identify
all documents giving such information or relating te any of the above
matters.

Pesponse:

The number of telephone Tines available to the Harnett County EOC
erergency personnel was “two or three", according to the Federal
evaluator present at the EOC during the Harris exercise. The exercise
report relates to the number of telephones in the Harnett County EOC in
that it describes the number of telephones as "insufficient”, A
sufficient number of telephone lines would be "four or five", according

to the Federal evaluator observing activities at the Harnett County EOC.

Interrcgatory EPX-2-2(q)
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Please describe, and identify all documenrts relating to, the amount
of radio traffic in Chatham County during the exercise, the number of
radio operators on duty in Chatham County at all times during the
exercise, the capacity of such operators/dispatchers to handle radio
traffic, the amount of radic traffic that was "extra" during the exercise
in Chatham County, and the overloading ot personnel on duty in Chatham
County due to extra radio traffic, the degree of such overloading, what
personre! were overloaded, when, and for how long. Please identify all
documents containing any of the information inquired about above, or
relating to =ny part(s) of such information, no matter how small a part
or part(s).

Response:

FEMA has no information or documents concerning radio traffic in

Chatham County during the exercise.

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(h)

Pleas= describe, and identify all documen*s relating to, delays in
Emergency Medical Services Office receiving messages from SERT (State
Emergency Resporse Team). Please identify and provide a copv of all
recsages tnat were delayed, and give the amount of time each vas delayed
and the contert of each such message. Please identify all documents
containing any of the above-recuested information, or relating to it.

Fesponse:
FEMA did not evaluate this activity and has no knowledge of the

delays alluded to in this interrogatory.

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(1)

Please describe, and identify all documents relating to,
communications paths from the mobile radiation lab to base station(s)
that involved any relay or relay(s). Please identify each such
communication, its date, time, and contents and all documents relating to
it; please also identify the specific relay(s) that were used, by unit,
location, relay method, frequencies employed, communications method
employed, time involved in relaying, and content of message as relayed as
well as content of messace sent to be relayed. Please identify all
documents or recordincs of such messages, and all documents containing
any of the information inquired about above, or relating to it.
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Response:
The only information pertaining to this item which FEMA has is found

cr page 14 of the Harris exercise report in the "Mobile Radiological
Laboratory" section which states: "A slight problem with communication
between one field team and the mobile laboratory developed during the
second day cf the e<ercise. The problem was rectified by relaying

messages through the EOF."

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(§)

Please describe the "possibility of delayed and/or incorrect
information" in relaying reports from the mobile radiation lab to base
and all documents related to this matter and the state Radiation
Protection Section evaluator's informaticon about it, opinions about it,
ard statements about it, including any communications to or from the
evaluator concerning this opinion, or the evaluator's evaluation or
statements cencerning the possibility of delayed or incorrect information
(or both) resulting from relays of information. Please alsc identify all
documents relating to any of the above matters.

Resgonse:

FEMA has no information related to this interrogatory.

Interrogatory EPX-2-2(k)

Please identify all documents sent to or from (i) evaluators
(11) other emergency planning personnel (iii) FEMA staff (iv) NRC Staff
(v) Applicants or persons working for or with them (vi) other government
officiels, concerning the matters menticrned or referred to in the above
interrogatories and parts and subparts, or concernino any matters related
to contention EPX-2 or matters mentioned or referred to in it. Please
note especially here that this interrogatory is a continuing one.

Response:
The only documents related to contention EPX-2 which FEMA has

knowledge of are the two documents already mentiored in these responses
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-- the Harris exercise report and the Harris Interim Findirgs, and their
submittal letters or memorandums and subsequent responses.

Interrogatory EPX-2-3(A)

With respect to every matter inquired about in any part of
Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above, please provide the following information and
identify all aocuments relating thereto:

(1) what action(s) have been suggested, thought of, written down,
recommended, considered or discussed concerning actions which might or
should be taken to remedy any communications deficiency identified or
alleged with regara to this matter., (Please provide ar answer to this
part separately for each matter identified in respcnse tu any part(s) of
Interrccatory EPX-2-2(a) through (k) above, and for any matter inquired
about in any of those parts.)

Pesponse:

The arswer to this interrogatory may be found by carefully reading
the Harris exercise report, the Harris Interim Findinas and their
accompanying submittal letters and memorandums, and the response by the
Stote of North Carolina Division of Emergency Management to the Harris
exercise report submittal letter in which is contained a "Schedule of
Corrective Action" for the summary listing of NUREG-0654 deficiencies
identified during the Shearon Harris Nuclecr Power Plant Exercise
corducted on May 17-18, 198F.

The documents listec in the preceding paragraph contain or represent
the actions sugcested, thought of, written down, recommended, considered
or discussed concerning actions which micht or should be taken to remedy
any communications deficiency identified or 21leged with regard to this

matter.

Interrogatory EPX-2-3(A)(ii)
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What actions have been taken to remedy any of the communication
deficiencies alleged in Contention EPX-2? Please identify for each the
action, who takes it, the schedule for its completion, any tests of the
adequacy of the remedy or action, the results and any evaluatior: of such
tests, any other evaluations positive, negative or otherwise of the
adecuacy of the remedy or action, what equipment changes are involved in
the action, the specific equipment (item, make, model, function)
involved, the degree to which the action or remedy does in fact solve the
communications problem, and please identify all documents relating to the
eabove, particularly recommendations for action, authorizations for
action, evaluation or remedies, statements concerning completion of
action, etc.

Response:

FEMA knows of no remedial actions which have been taken other thar
the North Carolina Division of Emergency Management ietter, dated
Ncvember 26, 1985, containing the "Schedule of Corrective Action,” and

the actions alluded to in that schedule.

Interrcgatory EPY-2-3(A)(ii1)

what actions were recommended or discussed or thought of, but not
takern, to remedy each deficiency alleged in EPX-2 or inquired about in
any part(s) of interrogatory EPX-2-2 above? Please describe everv such
action, ard a1l reasons why each was not taken, and identify all
documents relating to such action, and/or to the decision not to take it,
reasons why it was not tazken, and other matters relevant to the decision.

Pesponse:

None.

Interrogatory EPX-2-3(A)(iv)

What actions are still under consideration for remedying any
communications deficiencies alleoced in EPX-2 or inquired about in EPX-2-2
above or any part of EPX-2-27 Please identify each such action, all
documents relating to it, all reasons why it is still under consideration
and when or if it is to be implemented.

RGSEOHSC:
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The document referred to in (ii) above contains the only -emedial

actions under consideration of which FEMA is aware.

Interrcoatory EPX-2-3(A)(v)

what actions are yet to be completed to remecy any communications
deficiencies alleged ir Contention EPX-2 or inquired about in any part(s)
¢f interrogatory EPX-2-2 above? Please identify each such action and all
documents relating to it, tc why it is to be done, why it was recommended
and by whom, why it has not been completed yet, when it is scheduled to
be completed, who is in charge of completing it, what their authority and
powers to complete it are, and when any portion(s) of it are to be
completed. Please identify a1l documents containing any information
inquired about above, or information or opinions relating to any such
matters,

Kesponse:

See the preceding response.

Interrcgatory EPX-2-3(A)/vi)

What barriers, financial, organizational, bureaucratic, or
otherwise, exist to the completion in a 100% successful manner of any
remedy or remedies (or actions to remedy) any communications deficiency
or deficiencies alleged in Contention EPX-2 or inquired about in any
part(s) of Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above? Please identify and describe in
detail each such barrier and what will be required to overcome it,
tellino whether it wil be overcome, and if so, when, and with what
resources and actions, and on what schedule any or all of those actions
are being taken, and when and how any or all of those resources will be
evailable. For each barrier or impediment to any remedy for the
communications deficiencies inquired about above, please give a specific
description of the problem(s) the barrier or impediment causes, and the
specific personnel, material resources, financial resources, and other
resources to be used to overcome each impediment or barrier. Please give
@ schedule for the overcoming of each such barrier or impediment and
identify all barriers of impediments that have not yet been overcome.
Please identify a1l documents relating to any impediment or barrier to
implementing 100% effective remedies for every communications deficiency
mentioned or referred to in Contention EPX-2 or inquired about in any
part(s) of Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above. Please identify all documents
containing any other information inouired about above, most particularly
including the nature of the barriers or impediments, the resources to be
used to overcome them, the schedule(s) for overcoming them, and which
impediments or barriers have not been overcome.
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Response:
FEMA staff knows of no barriers or impediments to the completion in

a 100% suecessful manner of anv remedy or remedies, or actions ‘o remedy,
any communications deficiency or deficiencies alleged in Contention EPX-2

or inguired about in any part(s) of Interrogatory EPX-2-2,

Interrogatory EPX-2-23(A)(vii)

Please identify any other probiem or circumstance that

(vii-a) could, or (vii-b) would, interfere with achieving 100% remedying
of all communications deficiencies menticned cr alleged in Contention
EPX-2 or inquired ahout in Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above. Please identify
a'l documents relatirg to each such problem or circumstance and any
schedule for or means for dealing with or overcoming such prcblem or
circumstance. Please identify any documents containin? information about
problems or circumstances which (vii-c) may, or (vii-d) will, not be
overcome, and which can or do interfere with achieving 1007 effective
renedies for every communications deficiency mentioned or alleged in
ontention EPX-2 or inquired about in Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above.

Response:

FEMA Staff knows of no other problem or circumstance that cou'd, or
would, interfere with the remedy of communications deficiencies mentionea
or alleged in Contention EPX-2 or inquired about in Interrogatory EPX-2-2

above.

Interrogatory EPX-2-3(b)

Please provide the identification of all documents containing any
other information available to you that relates to remedying communica-
tions deficiencies, particularly those alleged or mentioned in Contention
EPX-2 or inquired about in any part(s) or Interrogatory EPX-2-2 above.

Response:
FEMA staff knows of no documents other than those already cited that

relate to remedying communications deficiencies.



Interrogatory EPX-8-1

Please idertify all documents related to each and every inadequacy,
incomplete use, problems with activation, inadequate coverage, or
ineffective management of the Emergency Broadcast System (ERS), including
incomplete messages and/or incomplete instructions to the public,
inadequate procedures for activetion and use of the EBS before the State
eéssumes control, inadequate coverage of the emergency area and/or the
emergencyv response area, incomplete messages and incomplete instructions
te the public, and other problems with EBS activation (e.g. those
mentiones on pages 17-18 of FEMA's draft reports on the emeragency
planning exercise at Shearon Harris.) This includes sound tapes, video
tepes, actual corntent of messages used during the exercise, transcripts
of messages used (! don't want the authentication codes, just the
messages themselves), reviewers' handwritten or other notes, note of
persons observing the exercise or participating in it, logs of EBS
stations é$ to what messaces were sent and when, drafts of the FEMA
report(s) cn the exercise, and any other document(s) or records relating
to these matters, whatsoever,

Response:

"The Skearcn Harris huclear Station Exercise Report," dated June 28,
1965; the "Interim Findings Report on the Adequacy of Radiologica’
Emergency Pesponse Preparedress for Plant Harris," North Carolina, dated
Aucust 7, 1985; the submittal letters and memorandums and responses for
the two repovts cited immediately above; the handwritten notes of federal

evaluators Jack Glover, Cheryl Stovall.

Interrogatory EPX-8-2

(2) Please describe, and identify all documents relating to,
ineffective management of the EBS during the exercise.

(b) Please describe, and identify all documents relating to, EBS
activetion inadecuacies during the exercise.

(c) Please describe in what ways and by what omissions messa?es to
the public were incomplete during the exercise. Please identify all
documents relating to such incompletenesses, for each messace.

(d) Please describe, and identify all documents relating to,
incomplete instrutions to the public during the exercise, identifying
each incomplete instruction in each message, ard telling what information
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would be required or is required to complete the instruction in each
case. Please identify all documents relating to any such incompleteness
or incompletenesses, for one message or al!l messages or any combination
of messages during the exercise.

(e) Please describe, and identify all documents relatinc to, any
problems with EBS activation during the exercise. Please identify each
such problem and separately identify all documents relating to it.

(f) Please describe, and identify all documenis relating to,
inacequate coverage of the emergency area during the exercise. Please
state what is adequate coverage of the emergency area according to
(1) applicable rules or standards (ii) your opinion, if different.
Please identify &11 documents relating to your opinion or adequate rules
or standards for adequate coverage of the emergency area.

(g) Please describe, and identify all documents relating to,
inadecuate coverage of the emeraency response area during the exercise.
Please z1so state what is adequate coverage of the emergency response
area by the EBS (i) according to applicable rules or standards (ii) in
your opinion. Please identify all documents relating to your opinion or
to adeguate rules or standards for adequate coverage of the emergency
response area.

(h) Please identify all other respects in which the use of the
emergency broadcast system (EBS) was incomplete during the exercise,
Flease identify all documents relating to each such respect in which use
cf the EBS was incomplete.

(1) Please identify all other aspects of EBS use which were
incompiete or ineffectively managed or had problems during the exercise.
Please identify all documents relating to each such problem.

(J) Please describe and identify all documents relating to
standards which the EBS must meet.

Flease see the preceding response. The above-cited documents
describe the inadequacies associated with the EBS which FEMA evaluators
identified during and after the Harris exercise. All the information
that FEMA staff has concerning Interrogatory EPX-8-2(a) through (J) is

contained in those documents.

Interrogatory EPX-8-3(a)
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Please identify every step or measure being taken to remedy each of
the problems, inadequacies, deficiencies or other defects of EBS use at
Shearon Harris described, mentioned or identified in Contention EPX-8 or
asked about in any part(s) of interrogatory EPX-8-Z above.

Response:
The steps or measures beina taken to remedy the inadequacies of the

EBS are contained in the previously-cited "Schedule of Corrective Action"
submitted by the N.C. Division of Emergency Management to FEMA Region IV,

dated November 76, 1985,

Interrogatory EPX-8-3(b)

Please identify all barriers, impediments or problems with each step
or measure being taken to remedy each problem, inadequacy, deficiency or
other defect in Harris EBS use that (i) could (ii) would prevent such
step or measure from beinc 100% effective.

Response:

FEMA staff is aware of nore.

Interroaatory EPX-8-3(c)

Please state which measures or steps to remedy any problem,
inadeguacy, deficiency or other defect in Harris EBS use have been
(1) thragh* of (ii) written down (iii) proposed (iv) accepted
(v) rejected (vi) considered (vii) completed (viii) scheduled tc be
completed, please tell when each is to be completed (ix) kept under
consideration at present. Please note that this is a continuing
interrogatory, as are all of these.

Response:

FEMA staff has stated above that the recommended remedial actions
and the measures being taken to remedy the inadequacies of the EBS are
contained in the documents listed above. These documents represent the

measures thought of, writter down, proposed, accepted, reiected,
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considered, completed, scheduled to be completed, and kept under
consideration at present.

Interrogatory EPX-£-3(d)

Please ?1ve all reasons why each step or measure as‘ed about in (c)
above was accepted (ii) rejected (iii) kept under consideration
‘iv) not consvdered

Response:
FEMA staff has no knowledge of these reé<ons.

Interrogetory EPX-£-3(e)

Please identify all documents relating to any of the information or
matters inquired about above, especially those proposing measures or
steps to remedy deficiencies, defects, problems or inadequacies with the
EBS, eveluating sucii measures or steps, deciding which to implement,
scheduling implementation, evaluating the completed measures or steps for
effectiveness, or rejecting or declining to consider any measures or
steps.

Resgonse:

Please see the Response to Interrogatory EPX-8-1, above.

Interrogatory EPX-8-3(f)

Car the remedial measures and steps so far completed assure with
10C° confidence that all defects, deficiencies, inadequacies and/or
problems alleged in Contentior FPX-8, mentioned in Contention EPX-8, or
inquired about in any part(s) of Interrogatory EPX-8-2 above, will not
occur if the EBS must be activated in a real nuclear emergency at Shearon
Harris? Please provide all reasons for your answer and identify all
documents you use or rely on in making your answer, all opirions vou use
or rely on in your answer (and whose they are), and all other information
or things you used or relied on in making your answer. Please identify
a1l documents containing any of this information or opinion, and please
also identify any documents containing information or opinions contrary
to those you used or relied on, or information or opinions that would
undermine or contradict your answer in whole or in part.
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Resgonse:
No. FEMA staff understands, from the North Carolina Division of

Emergency *Management response of November 26, 1985, that the remedial
measures are not in place or completed as of this date.

FEMA staff knows of no documents containing contrary or
centradictory information that wetld undermine its answer either in whole

or in part, or, for that matter, which would change staff's opinion.

Interrogatory EPX-8-3(g)

Please provide all other information relating to EPX-8.

Response:

FEMA staft has no other information relating to EPX-8.
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