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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Gilbert Millman
Michael B. Rubin
12/28/01 10:41AM
Re: Criteria for NUREG-IA publication

Michael, There are more than just the 6 criteria. I believe Ann Beranek is creating a composite file for
all the criteria, which may be done at this time. In the meantime, the original six draft criteria are
attached. In addition, there are supplemental criteria from the EDO which can be obtained in ADAMS at
MLO013390038.

>>> Michael B. Rubin 12/27/01 02:42PM >>>
Gil,

Can you sent me the 6 criteria for the above? Thanks.

Mike

CC: Ann Beranek
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General recently issued a new policy indicating that the Department of Justice will defend
agency decisions to withhold records that rest on a sound factual and legal footing.

CRITERIA TO BE USED WHEN DECIDING TO MAKE A DISCRETIONARY RELEASE OF
INFORMATION TO THE PUBLIC

In addition to withholding information properly determined to be exempt from disclosure, such as
classified, proprietary, privacy or safeguards information, you should consider not releasing a
document if it contains:

1. A consolidation or collection of plant-specific information that might be used to exploit
site-specific features including equipment and specific facility locations. Examples would
include Final Safety Analysis Reports (FSARs), Plant Information Books, Emergency Plans,
Individual Plant Examination for External Event (IPEEE) material, risk-informed inspection
notebooks, and other risk and facility vulnerability information.

2. Specific locations of the facility site. For information that is posted to the web, limit these
descriptions to city and state. Geospatial coordinates should not be made public through any
means. As a practical matter, addresses on licensee correspondence can still be made public
via ADAMS. Staff should seek alternatives to holding public meetings at licensee sites and
avoid posting precise site addresses on the public meeting web site.

3. Physical vulnerabilities or weaknesses, or potential weaknesses of nuclear facilities that could
be useful to terrorists, such as site specific security measures, access controls, or personnel
clearance procedures.

4. Construction details of specific facilities, such as wall thicknesses or specific barrier
dimensions, detailed diagrams, schematics, or cutaways of specific plant designs. Where
appropriate, general descriptions instead of exact numbers (i.e. "several feet, several inches,
layers of concrete") should be used for general public information.

5. Information which could be useful to defeat or breach any barriers at nuclear facilities.

6. Details regarding quantities of radioactive material present or authorized.
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