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From: Diane Jackson 
To: Daniel Barss, Falk Kantor, Glenn Kelly, James 0... fJ}-V • 
Date: Tue, Sep 7,1999 12:24 PM 
Subject: Re: Maryland State and Local Evacuation Plans 

Sorry if Tanya's e-mail caused some confusion. from our meeting last Wednesday on consequences that 
involved Jim, Glenn, Tanya, Bill, and myself, one of the actions SPLB walked away with is to scope the 
questions that EP really has to answer for the EP exemption.  

My ultimate question is: what technical information will EP need from the TWG to make the risk-informed 
EP exemption/rulemaking determination? The TWG effort will not be very successful if you have 
unanswered questions at rulemaking time. This is were we need your help to be able to help you in the 
future.  

I am trying to pin that generic question down to more specific, helpful questions. The Thursday e-mail 
that Tanya referenced and included, in part, in the e-mail was to DSSA members on the draft questions 
for you. I will send that out to you in a separate e-mail.  

In our last few meetings, Jim had mentioned that resources may be difficult. Without asking the correct 
questions, we would waste resources. Certainly nobody wants that. Since in Wednesday's meeting and 
previous meetings, we talked abstractly about what local emergency response plans were, but no one 
could really say anything particular. I asked Tanya to look into what she could find about federal, state or 
local responses to non-nuclear threats. so we could at least get an idea of the scope of information.  

The goal of the Tanya's fact finding was to help focus on what can we rely on for non-nuclear EP and what 
technical information would be needed beyond what the TWG is already doing. The TWG is on a short 
schedule if more work needs to be done. We are just looking ways to expedite the process. I will send 
along the e-mail that I think will help focus any unplanned (at this point in time) TWG work. Perhaps, no 
additional work is needed. I just want to make sure now that the TWG provides sufficient techncial 
information, so there will not be any surprises when rulemaking time comes. To do this, we need to look 
forward to see what is need for your review. This work has to be a combined effort from the TWG, 
projects, and EP for the EP rule. I have similar concerns for the insurance determination. Please look 
over my next e-mail to see if it captures questions to answer for our near-term planning. I would like your 
feedback and we can formalize any work to be done by EP as needed.  

Thanks and sorry for any confusion, 
Diane 

From: James O'Brien 
To: Diane Jackson 
Date: Tue, Sep 7, 1999 11:19 AM 
Subject: EP for Decommission Plants 

Diane, 

Although Tanya's work may be benificial to the effort, I think we should be very carefull in how we 
coordinate work in this area.  

I was not aware that Tanya was looking at this issue. It could make us look stupid to FEMA if they find out 
what we are doing through State contacts rather than through the NRC. Furthermore, we should be 
involved in evaluating what the information means. I recommend we meet to discuss this.

Jim
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p.s I never got your Thursday email.  

CC: Daniel Barss, Falk Kantor, Thomas Essig 

>>> Daniel Barss 09/07 10:53 AM >>> 
Tanya, 

The Incident Response Center, 4th Floor of TWFN, has a library which contains most State Emergency 
Plans that are effected by a nuclear power plant. That would be a good source of information for you.  
One caution though, many of these plans may not be up to date, since States are not required to send us 
revisions.  

It would also be prudent for FEMA to be involved as you attempt to determine any level of emergency 
planning that will include offsite agencies.

GTH, Richard Dudley, William HuffmanCC:


