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Please descride the sature of that {avolvezent up to \he present
tige, iscluding the various activities you have engaged in, pe sons
you have ccununic.ted with, tcsponsibilitico you have had.

In my capacity as a0 Epergency Management Specialist for FEMA
Region IX, I have been responsible for the review and evaluation of
California State and local planning ¢or fixed nuclear facilities in
gensrel and io pnr:iculnr have acted a8 the FEMA project representa~
tive for this gite. In w..S capacity I work clesely with State aad
County Office of Emergency services (OES) p:rson:el and Pacific Ges
and Electric Coz=pany (PGAE) representatives on the devaelopzent and
review of these plans as well as op the associated training ¢rills
and exercises. 1 also ccorcinate the activities of the Regional
Assistance Cosmittesd (RAC) for theirt reviev a=zd developmental

assistance at this sire.

In the course of your reviewv of offsite emergenty planning at Diadblo

Canvon, what documents have You reviewved, ps:ticularly those which

you view to pe of prizmaty izportance tO your evaluation?

The November 2, 1981, evaluatios and status report was based on

review of the following docuzents:

San Luis Obispe County Nuclear Power FPlant Ezergency Response Plan
(Parts 1 and 11), dated May 1981.

state cf California ruclear Power ?lant Exergency Respcnse Plam

Revised March 1981

FEMA Region 1X ‘Pvaluatic= Fiadings, piablo Cazyos Nuclear Pove” FPlant

offsite Ecergency Response Plans Exercise, August 19, 1981.
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1n additioa, I have familiarized zvself vith the plan that wes

current as of the pecember 17, 1981, piblic meeting. It should

be noted that this plan will be given a complete reviewv by FEMA

after it is submitted.

What tasks have you cozpieted, and what recaizn 0 be completed?

(relates to last question)

Under the full 44 CFR 350 process FEMA has provided assistance in

the developmest of the plazs, observed ar aexercise, and held a

public meeting. Resaicing to be dome is the applicatioz dY the

State for review and approval of the plan ané the FEMA Region and

Headquarters review process based on that request.

1n accordance with the FEMA Memoranduz of Ucderstanding wvith XRC

to provide assessdents, findings, and determinations, we have

provided a FRMA Region I3 evaluation dated November 2, 1981, When

the corrective actions discussed in tnat documant arz accomplished

to the satisfaction of FEMA Region IX, e will notify ¥NRC through

FEMA Headquarters.

what is the purpose of your testimony?

The purpose of this testimeny is to address the scatus of cffsite

planniag at the piablo Canyon site at this point in tize. State

and Ccunty emergency plans are currently undergoing revision,

sodificaticn, and upgrading pased on FEMA/RAC commeais a8 part of

the informal review and assistance prccess.
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A.
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What is the basis for the evaluation of offsite emergency planning
at Diablo Canyom which you are about to make?

The FEMA review is based on the provisions of the FEMA Proposed Rule,
vpeview and Approval of State and local Radiological Esergency Plans
and Preparedness,’’ 44 CFR Part 350 and the "Criteria for Preparation
and Zvaluation of Radiolgoical Emergency Response Plans and Nuclear

Power Plants,” NUREG-0654 /FEMA REP-1, Rev. 1.

When would you anticipate that each of the plans and s0?'s referred
to adove will de completad, approved by local authorities and
subaittad to the state?

At this time it appears that the County plan and S0P 's will de

completed and submitted to the State by zid-February 1982.

Are you familiar with the docusest emtitled, FEMA REGION IX EVALUATION
AND STATUS REPORT ON STAIE AND LOCAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS AROUND THE
DIABLO CANYON NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, dated November 2, 1981, which 1s
attached to a FEMA mesorandum of the same date from francis S. Manda,
Acticg Regional Directer for the Associate Director, Srate and Local
Prograss and Support Directorate, Attenticn: Robert T. Jaske, Acting
Chief, Technological Hazards Division, with the saxe ritle, which ip
turn is attacheé to & semorandum, dated November 17, 1981, from
24chard W. Erizm, Actisg Asaistant Associate Director, Office of

Natural and Technolegical Hazards for Briac Grimes, Director, Division
of Epergescy Preparedness, U.S5. Nuclear Regulatory Cozaission, on the

gubject, laterim Evaluation and Status Report — Diablo Canyon?

Tes,
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Q.11. What vas your tcle im the preparation of the Evaluation aad Status
Repor: itself?

A. 1 wrote it bassé on _Y anslysis of the existing information. During
that ssalysis I did paintain contact with FEMA, State OES, County QES,

and PCAE staff as is cusiomary during the placauing process.

Q.12. Are the statedents and conclusions contained therein correct?
f c— 8B
Q.13. Has ssythizg to your knowledge changed since that report was prepared

which would alter the accuracy of any of the stategents Or conclusicos

contained therein?

A. No.

Q.14. Do vou speak for FEMA today; does your opinion represent those of
TEMA; are yOu authorized to speak for FEMA?

A. Ses.

Q.15. 1s 4t correct thea to say that your testimony today reflects all the

informatiom currently ia your possession, including any such new

{aforzation?
A. Yes,
Q.16. Does the Novezber 2. 1981, FEMA REGION IX EVALUATION AND STATUS REPORT,

together with the accompanying mezorsnda represant PEMA's findiogs and
detercinaticas as to whether State and local emergency plans are adequate
and capable of being implemented, as provided for under the terms of the
November, 1987, Memorandum of Understandina between NRC and FEMA.

A. Yes.



v
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-

Is the November 2, 1981, FEMA report, 12 significant corrective
actioas are identified, which are related to 7 different planzing
chbjectives contaiped in Sectios 50.47(b) and NUREG-0654/FEYA REP-1,
Rev. 1. Apart from these actions, ara there any other deficiencies
which FEMA bhas identified which would causa you to sodify the
conclusion stated thereinm, “When these corrective actions are
accosplished to the satisfaction of FEMA Region IX, aad the Coumty

plan is completed and subsdtted to c¢he State for formal review, we

believe with reasonable assurance that an adecuate level of emergency

preparedness will exist in San Luis Cbispe County"?

No.

What is meant in the report by the phrase “when...the County Plac

is completed"?

1t 4is =v understanding that ehe County Supervisors will review the
plan for conceptual spproval and then submit it te the State OES

for review in Fedruary 1682.
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Has T2¥A d4iscussed the 12 corrective actions jdentifiad 1o the
November 2, 1981, report with the Applicant, the County, ©OF the
state in order to determine 23 schedule of actions which will satisfy
FEMA?
Yes. A schedule for accomplishing these corrective actions was
developed iz coordination witk state 0ZS, County opS, and PGSE

representatives and was subxitted to FEMA National office on

Decexber 15, 1981.

what mesns have been providcd for verifying completics of these

actions?

TEMA Region I sraff will verify the completion of each corrective
actiocs and whea all nave been completed will notify NRC through

FEMA Headauarters.

Referring t0 item 1V.E of the Novenber 2, 1981, teport, which
corresponds to planning standard II.E in NUREG-0654 /FE¥A REP-1, Rev. 1,
oz the subject of notification pethods and procedures, four corrective
acticns are specified. The first states, 'Tne technical specifications
for the design and maintepance of the proposed warning syste= ghould be
submitted for praliminary review and approval by FEMA." Have these
technical npacificozionu been received?

This material has been received by FEMA Region 1X and is presently

uncder roview.

Does FEMA anticipate that these technical npecifications. {f adequately

izplenented, will resolve the f4rst corrective action identified?

Jes.




0.24.

Q.25.

Q.26.

The second corrective action dnder item IV.E staves, '"Pagers
should be provided for alertiag key County response persomael.”
Eow many and what type of pager are recomended? Who will take

this corrective actiom? -

g %

This is a joint responsibility between the County and PGSE. The

County determines what pecple require pagers and PG&E will furnish

the equipment.

What cocmitmeats bhave been received pertaining to the above matter,

and are these satisfactory to;!m‘!
This is & joint responsibility between tha County and PGSE. The \

County deteraines what people require pagers aod PGSE will furmish

the equipment.

The third corrective actiom ,unide: itez IV.E states,

A reliable communicaticos link consistizg of both & two-way
radic capability and a dedicated telephcne line must be
established between the EOC and the two Ezergency Broadcast
Systea stations. Cosmunicatidas lices to both radio station
KVEC and radio station KSLY aze required in order to provide
§ull 24=hour coverage. Also, |en agreement between the two
radio stations and Sam Luis Olispo County regarding dissemina-
tion of emergency instructions to the public needs to be
forculated.

What cocaitments have been received pertaining to these actions,
|

g=éd are these satisfactory to FEMA?

Based o= mutual discussions i€ is oy understandizg that the County
will cttain the agreements with the radio stations and PCLE will

purchase and install the equipzent referrad to.
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Q.28.

Q.29.

5=
The fourth corrective actiom j:der item 1V.E states, "The public
-

wvarning system Dust be completed and operational in sccordance vith

the NRC established deadline.'| Of what does the public warning/
cotification system comsist?

The public waraing/notificaticn system consists of the siren system

(which includes the radio meaus to activate the system) and the 1ink
from the Ezergency Operating q.ntct to the Emergency Broadcast
Systea stations KVEC and KSLYi(thio is q!rndio link).

|
What actions tust be conplttc' on the warsing/motificaticn systea?
The review of the techmical s cifications must be completed by
FEMA Region IX and found satigfactory. lraining by PGLE and Couaty
personnel on the use of the systea should be scheduled and undervay.
The system must also be fully [installed in accordaace with tha

schedule dictated in the NRC fule.

What commitments have been teﬁaived pertaining to the completing

and making operaticnal of the systen? Are these commitxeals satisfactory

to FEMA?

The County and PGSE are addressing these actione as the schedule
gubzitted by FEMA Region IX on December 15, 1981, shows. FEMA

will verify these corrective Jctiono when they are completed.
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Ay

Q.31.
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Referring to itea 1V.F of the Novesber 2, 1981, report, which

corresponds to planning standard I1.F 1o KUREG~0654 / FEMA R=P-1,
Rev. 1, on the subject of emengency comsunications, cthe following
corrective action was identiffed by FEMA:

The County radiological monitoring tesm sembers should be supplied
with radios to establish a d ect comsunicstions 1ink to the County
Unified Dose Assessment Cante Supervisor.

Does each team member seed a radio? What sort of radio 1is neadad?
The agreemant by the County arld PGSE is that a haad-held radio om
a Couaty frequency will be pt1Vidld to each County team senter to
enable them tO talk directly the County person in charge at the
Unifisd Dose Assessment Cente (UDAC). 1o addition, PGSE will add
a repeater {astallaticn to T County frequency to provica

\
adequate COVaTage of the plunJ exposure zone. PEMA will verify \

these corrective actions when {they are completed.

Refarring to itam 1v.G of the Novenber 2, 1981, report, vhich
corresponds to planning stan d 11.G in NUREG~0654 / FE¥A REP-1, Rev. 1,
on the subject of public educ {on and information, the following
corrective action was identified by FEMA:

Tha public {aforaation prog:::,tequitnd under this planning

objective must se carried out Lo easure +hat emergency response
{nstructions are made available to both resident and transient

populations.

Have you {dentified 23y deficiency in the public information pProgram
described in any of the plans ertaining to eoergency planning at

niablo Canyon?

The County plan does comnit to| 8 public {r.formpation prograx but the
layouts and associated zater als have not veen completed 2t this point

por havethe plam and Layouts bgen reviewed by all parties {avolved.



Q.33.

Q.34.

= [

what specific actions, and by whom, 81 contecplated by this irem

Veo essure that emergency res e instructions are made available
to both resident and transien populatioas”?

The lavouts for the public in roation program snd the energency
{nstruction packet must be developad by the Courty, State, and PGAE
{n sccordance with the provisions of the County plen. The public
information material ghould be reviewed by FEMA for adequacy and
checked for comsistency with the Ccunty plan. whez that review is
completed and any zodifications sade, the County, State, and PGAE
should proceed with the diss sion to the public of these

catarials.

what schedule is anticipated pertainize to the above mattier, and

are these satisfactory 0O

Tre schedule set forth in the Region LX memorandum of December 15,
1981, shows the goal for inicial completicom of this activity. Ia
additios, an annual update and| dissemination of this inforzation 18

required by the criteria. F!H+ will verify the adequacy of contaent

and distriduticn when these acticms ate coapleted,

Referriog to item 1V.E of the Soveaber 2, 1981, report, which
corresponds to planning standatd 11.8H in NUREG-0654 /FEMA REP-1, Rev. 1,
on the subject of ezergency facilities and equipment, the followizg
three corrective actioas were identified:

1. Tre additiomal telephone € pability needed for operaticns in
the ECC should be established and those lines should be installad.

2. The EOC should have backup |power source to ensure continuing
operations under conditions of |a cormercial power failure,




Q.35.

Al

Ql36.

Q.37.

Q. 38.

-]

3, Develep and install a syst
in the plume exposure zoae to
situation from the EOC.

2=

em that will allow the cities involved
be kept informed of the develcping

4s to the first of theae corr*ctivn acticns, what specific actions

ané by whom, &re contezplated]

needed and PGSE will furpish f

The County will {dentify the puzber of additicnal telephone linas

hem in accordance with the schedule

in the FEMA Region IX pemorandum of Decexmber 15, 1981.

1s this satisfactory to FEMA?
Yes. FiMA will verify thase é

cozpleted.

Oa the secomnd of tkese corrgci
and by whom are contemplated?
The County will vaerify the naé
1f 1ighting in the EOC is thae
power, FEMA will sccept a SLOC

£1yorescent lights stored iz %

1s this satisfactory to FTEMA?
Tes. FEMA will verify when th

completed.

orrective actiozns when they are

i{ve actio=s, whbat spacific acticns

ure of the service needed iz the EOC.
only service that now needs emergency
kpile of portable battary powared

he UDAC and properly naintaized.

{s corrective action “as teex
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Q.40.

Q.41.

A,
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As the third of these corrective actions, what specific acticns are
contexplated and by whom?
It is @y understanding that tHe County and PGSE have agreed to resolve

this problen by isstalling a dedicated telephone line frowm the EOC

W e - et g

te the cities iovolved.

Is this satisfactory to FEMA?

Yes. FEMA will verify this cogrective actico when it has been

cozpleted.

Referring to item IV.K of thz November 2, 1981, report, which
corresponds to planning standapd II.K in NUREG-0854 /FEMA REP-1, Rav. 1,
on the subiect of radiulogicnl'txao-ure control, the following
cor.ective action was 1dcn:1!1[d:

Provisions must b3 made for the distribution of dosiseters, both
sclf-reading and permazent record devices, tO emergency workers,
This equipment should be permagently located in the Cc aty.

What comzitments have beec recrivod pertaining to this matter, and
are these satisfactory to ZEMA}
It is my present understandiogithat the County will provide dosizeters

through the resources of the State OES and PGSE will provide thermol-

luzinesceat dcsizeters (TLD';)1 The County will determine the

nucber veecded and select the most sultable stcorage sites. FEMA

will verify this corrective acticn when it is completed.
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Referring to item IV.K of the November 2, 1981 report, which

corresponds to planning standjrd I1.N in NUREG-0654/FDMA REP-1, Rev. 1,
on the subject of drills end éxercises the following corrective action
is identified:

The anaual drill aad training ischedule of the County should be
established and activities under that schedule begun.

What is the scopa of the dr4ll and training schedule for the County
whick 4s intended by this corﬁcctive action?

The criteria in NUE£G~06SA/FE§A REP-1, Rev. 1, provide miaimm
stancards for exercises, drills, and trainizg in Part 11, Sections N
and 0. The plasming stasdard for y states "Pericdic exercises are (will
be) conéucted to evaluate oajar portions of emargency response
capabilities, pericdic drills mre (vill ba) conducted to develop
and maistain key skills, and deficiencies icentified as a result

of exercises or drills are (will be) corracted.” The planning
standard for O states "Radiolopical ecergency response training 1&
provided to those who may de called on to assist in an exzergency.”
Additional detail 18 provided in the criteria elemsnts under each

of these headings.

Eas an annual drill and training schedule feor the County been created?
It is under development by all|parties involved and some drills have

been held for the radiological| assess=ent ard monitoring personnel.

what is the status of drills and training in tho County at thc present

tine?

An {aitial cycle of drills and| training vas completed prior to the

August 19, 1981, exercise (see attached schedule). The second annusl
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cvcle 18 ucder developnent by |County OES, State OES, sod PGAE and
the date projected on the !354 Region IX, December 15, 1981,

schedule appears reascuable.

Q.4S. when this schedule is impl ted, will it be satisfactory to FEMA?
A. Yes. FEMA will verify when this corrective actioa 1s cempletad.
Q.46. what provisions are found in County plan to ensure the abilircy of

persormel to izplement their sighed tasks?
A. The County plan must commit tg a drill gad training cycle. All pudlic
ezplovees assigned tasks under the plas will be asked to participate in

the ansual training, drill, aczd exercise process established.

Q.47. With respect to item 1IV.O which corresponds to planning standard 11.0

in NUREG~-0654/FEMA REP-1, Rev.| 1, pertaining to radiolog ~al emergency

response training, the same cortective action specified io item IV.N

is cited, i.e., establistment f anoual drill and training schedules

for the County and commencemeal of activities thereunder.

Wnat radiological emergency response traioing has already been proviced

to those who may be called upoh to assist in an emergency in the

vicinity of Diadblo Camyen?
A, An initial cycle of drills and| trainizg vas completed prior to the

August 19, 1981, exercise (see attached schedule). The second ammual

cycle is uader developzent by &ounty 0cS, State OES, and PGLE and

the date projected on the FEMA|Regivm IX, December 15, 1981, schedule

appears reesonable. padiologital traianing for the assessdent and

monitoring personnel was beguniia December 1981 under the secozd

cycle.

g
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what cosmitments or actioms ate contenplated in respense to this

corrective action, and sre

such peasures satisfactory to FEMA?

All parties {gvolved, State, Gounty, and PGAE, are developing this

schedule as iodicated by the #EMA Region 1X Decesber 15, 1981,

sc:edule. FEMA will verify when this corrective action is completed.

Are thers any Other cortcc:iv# actions pertainizg to the County

\

plan which are necessary for‘?!na to copclude that there is reasouable

assurance that an acdeguate
in Sao Luis Obispo County?

No.

What emergency placning is

level of soergency preparedoess will exist

aeJdcd in Santa Barbara County &8 it

1

pertains to an emergeacy st Déablo Canyou?

Noze. ~ta Barbara Cousty id 1a the ingestios pathway zone for

Disblo Canyom. The State is j:fponsible for ingestion pathway
t

planping and the State repres

atives should coordinate with the

County to assist in 1deatify poteantial agricultural receptors in

that srea, The result of thig coordination shouléd be raflected in

the State plas.




Q.52.

Al

Q.53.

A

Have you reviewed the San Luig Obispo County Plan insofar as it

deals with evacuation and the Feport entitled "Bvacuation Tizes

Assesszent for the Diable Canwbn Nuclear Power Plast," by

PRC Voorhees, dated September 19807

Yes.

Do these materials satisfy the guidelizes found in Appendix 4 of

NUREG-0654 /FEMA REP-1, Rev. 17

Yes. I bave conclucded that t pethods and apprcach described in
Appendix 4 were addressed. Wi h regard to the inberent technical
accuracy of transportation £ las uwsed and actual times obtained,
an NRC commissioned study sh in NUREG/CR-1856 indicates that the
technizal accuracy of this evacuation study 1s considered to be

quite good by an indepencent transportation authority.

Was the evacuation time assesspent adeguately incorporated into the
plan and SOP's s0 as to ensblel decision makers uander various emergency
conditions to make the appropriate judgzent as to whether evacuation
is the proper protective respo&se. and if so, what sort of evacuatioa

to ioplement?

Generally, yes. The evacuatiot time assessments are incorporated
into the plan showing times £ ncrmsl and heavy rain conditdcnma.
FEMA is asking that they add a column showing evacuation tize under
heavy fog. The placezent and display of this informsticn 1o the

SOP's and the EOC is cormally vorked out acd modified in the drill

and exercise cycle.
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Eave you also revieved the caﬁability of the Cousty and variou
{

local organizations and resounces O effectively implexent an
evacuation 1if required? what {is your conclusion?
\

{
The exercise evaluation indicated that the capability to effectively

|

iaplepent an evacuation does exist.

i
i

From an edergency plsnning paﬁspective, what is tha purpose of

detarzining the estimated tioe for evacusticz?

Protective action decisions are cade on the basis of what course of
|
actios will provida the lgast possible exposura to radiatioz. The

knowledge of evacuation times mllows tha decision makers tO
!
determine what course of action (shelter, evacuation, OT 60U

combination of the two) will be most effective iz limiting exposurs.

)
{

‘z
s
!
;
{
|
'.




Q.56.

A.

Q.57.

A.

A County corrective action plam vas prepared to ioplezent recomnen=

dations made in the course o&’intiquin. the Augest 1521 full field ,

exercise. This is referred ta
Evaluation and Status Report.

for coapleting them related tg

on page 2 of the November 2, 1981, FIMA
How are the actions and the schedule

FEMA's overall findings of "reascnable

assurance that an adeguate laviel of emergency preparedness will

exist?”

The County corrective action M

from the evaluaticon of the exexcise.

Jan is based or recommendations resulting

That evaluatiom includaed

recommendatiocns ranging in anf:t'».mc. from significant to conveuient

any exercise. The FEMA find

the County corrective action pilan.

acticns discussed in the FEMA
related to the corrective acti

evaluation.

of November 2, 1981, took iato account
Six of the significant corrective
ralvation and Status Report are

b 1list developed irom tha exercise

Have potential problems tclatiﬁ; to emergency response workers

experiencing role conflicts (@

}8+» mothers who are school bus drivers,

etc.) in the event of en ezergency been adequately addressed iz the

County exzergency plans?

The criteria in NURZG-0654/FEMA REP-1, Rav, 1, do not tequire the

plan to address role conflices

Hewever, FZMA's experience has

shown that adequate training for ecergency response does allow pecple

iz all valks of 1ife to take reasonable responsible actions in an

emergency situation.




Q.ss.

A,

Q.59.

A.

Q' 60.

Does the County possess all the necessary equipment for wonitoring
and commmnications, apart fr the equipment specified in the
corrective actions aoted in the Novesber 2, 1981, evaluatiocn and
status teport? If mot, what agditional equipment is needed to
provide “reasonadble assurance t an adegquaiée level of exergency
preparedness vill exisc?”

Yes.

What provision in Cocunty emer plans has Deen made for madicel
facilities for treatmant of tt? general public who may be injured

{n a radiological emergency? [o your opinion are these adequate?

Mexbers of the general public pto were injured sad contaminated in

a radiological eaergency pe treated at the same pedical
¢acilities, Fresch Hospital Sierra Vista Hospital, af PG&E

explovees.

In vour opiniom, is there adequate preparedness TO evacuate or take
other protective actions on bi:lt of persons Who maY be in ¥Yootana
de Oro State Park, Avila Beac and other downwind beach arezs bevond
Avila Beach?

Yes. State parks would be cloped at the Alert level as a courtesy

to area residents. State Pat representatives pnrucipaud in the

August 19, 1981, exercise aad gesonstrated a capability to take that

actiomn.




Q.81..

A

Q.62.

A,

Q.63.

A.

3]~

Are notification procedures adequate to provide varning for persons
located in the back couniry of Montana de Oro State Park?

Yes. Four-wheel drive vehiclds and a helicopter would be used TO
cover remote areas of Mootana de Oro Stete Park, If needed, the

Sheriff has the option of calling on the mezbers of the mounted

posse to assist in that area.

The Couaty plan provides that ithe EWS may be activared only 4o
conjunction with a Site Area rgency Or a General Esergency
classification. 1Is it a defi ¢y in the plan that it does not
provide for use of the EWS at the Alert level?

Xo.

Eas adequate planning been dmL to provide for the waraing and

evacuation, 1f necessary, of the immobile population (e.g-. oursiog
hozes, hospitals)? l |

Yes. There are no hospitals 1.1'1 the plume exposure zome and paersons
with lizited mobility will be Lud to register with the County
during the public ipformation program. This registration will
allow them to be addressad individually during the evacuation
process. Pecple who are Dot T gistered cam contact the County

phona sssistance center for traasportation during an evacuation.




Q.64.

A.

Q.65.

A.

Could you briefly descride thﬁ

conducted on August 19, 15817

pature of the emargency exercise

The August 19, 1981, exercise jvas designed to test the integrated

capability of a major portion jof the basic elemsdts in the emergency

plane and organizatioms. It included mobilization of Siate and local

personcel to verify the capability to respond to aa accident scenario.

The scenario began with an Un]suul Event and escalated to & Geperal

Emergency regquiring protectiv
by public officials.

of the Unified Dose Assvessment

acticn decisions and izplementaticn

The exerrise included staffing sod operatico

Center, the Emergeacy Operating Canter,

the Esergency Operatioms Facility, a Reception and Care Center, and

the Media Center.

evacuation, closing of State

It clcO'incLuded field moaitoring, & sazple

ks, and a hospital exercise with

injured and contaminsted patients.

Could you briefly state the results of FEMA's evaluation of the

esergency exercise?
Overall, each jurisdiction and

dynsmic and highly ectbusiasti

agency demonstrated a very active,

t level of play during the exercise.

events and challenges.

The participants demomstrated [ good capability to handle the exercise
|

All of the concerns identified
correctable through traizing,
of egquipment.

be taken as part of the ongoia

County.

in this exercise evaluation are

rills, plan revisions, or purchase

We believe that! the necessaiy corrective actioas will

L ecergency planning process in the
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The evaluation conclusion is mat due to the plasning effort 10

date and the full participatidon by all participants, the exercise

succeeded in its three basic s. First, it desonstrated 8

capability to respond to a developing emergency situatiom, second,

it served as an excellext training device, and third, it higk-

1ighted potential problez sreas to be corrected.

Q.66. Couléd you descride briefly, vith reference as appropriate, the

significact deficiencies identified ia offsite preparedness as 2

result of the exercise?

A. Six of the twelve mignificant corrective actions ideatified in the

ToMA pemoranduz of November 2,/ 1982, are related to findings fros

the August 19, 1981, exercise evaluation. The six are &% follows:

iv.r The County radiological monitoring tesm members sbould

te supplied with rafios to establish s direct comunica-

{
rions link to the County Unified Dose Assessaent Ceoter

Supervisor.

IV.H.1 The addiiional telephone capabilicy needed for operations

{n the EOC should b‘ established and those lines should

be instalied.

IV.H.3 Develop and install a system that will allow the cities

{nvolved in the pluLe exposure zone to be kept inforzed

of the developing lttuation from the EOC.

IV.K Provisions must be spede for the distritutiocn of dosimetars,

both self-resding apd permanent record devices, (o emergency

workers. This equipsest should be perzanently located in

the County.
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IV.X The annual drill sad training schedule for the County
should be establis d and activities under that

schedule begun.
.0 The annual drill training schedule for the Countly

!

shoulé be co:ablia’cd ané activities under that

acheduie bagun.




;inary Assessment Training

cop (key county pecple)
roring/ECY prill

dent Assessaent Couxso/brill

ption/Care Facility prill

cuotian/tonttol prill
1-Scale EOC prill

FIEZLD EYZRCISE
rcise critigus

ave/TEMA public Meeting

June -9

June ¥ -138
week June 22
July

July

week July 13
July 1

July 20 - 22
July °
Auqustxs
Auqﬁst 19
August 2}

sept. 10

_LOCATION
french jospitsal
sLO
sLo/San JOs®
cstt
Sheriff's/ricld
csT1
paso Robles Fairgrouncs
SLO
gherifl's office
gheriff's pffice
sheriff's pftice

SO

SLO



