
From: "Aubrey Godwin" <agodwin@arra.state.az.us>
To: "Lohaus" <phl@nrc.gov>
Date: Fri, Feb 13, 2004  5:46 PM
Subject: Five week training course

Paul;

I have reviewed the December 19, 2003 Memo to the Commission from William D. Travers
relating to options for providing the Five week course to Agreement States.  The second
paragraph on page 3, overlooks some very important points in responding to RDD or IND
events.

* It assumes that State Radiological Agencies are the first respondereds to such events. 
Actually they are the first support responders to these events.  The Police, Fire, Bomb or
Hazmat teams typically arrive prior to the Radiological Agency.  They will identify the possible
RDD or IND and ask for assisitance.  The Radiological Agency then supports these teams as
health physicists.  They will bring to bear isotopic identification equipment and dose
assessment expertise, not available to first responders.  I know of no statre who would want the
true first responders to go to the five week course, on the other hand, I suspect most State
Radiological Agencies would like their responding health physicts to have that type of training.
* Secondly, this paragraph fails to note how critical it is for the states to have this training.
U.S. DOE has indicated to us that if more than two major events occur at the same time, they
will not be able to fully support he response to them.  The states thus are forced to assume that
DDOE health physics support may not be availableand therefore must have some reasonable
capability in house.  The five week course is a major part of that capability that a state will need. 
The FEMA courses are geared to disaster event and the first responder level of training.  Some
are somewhat advanced but are limited to semirote response to particulare types of events. At
present, none of the training addresses some of the issues we have found working with the
Bomb Squards.  The five week course did give us the ability to understand the potential
problems related to contaimination, decontamination and plume tracking.

Attachment 3 to that paper clearly indicates that the staff was thinking of the true first
responders when they made their recommendations to the Commission.  It is regreatfull that no
one was available to point out the different response made by the Radiological Agencies and
how critical their support will be in an emergency or an RDD event.  The Radiological Agencies
will almost always be at the scene when the Federal response arrives often giving the
impression they are first responders.  They are what make first responders effective by
providing prompt effective health physics support to the event.  

I suggest a re-evaluation of this paper in light of these facts.

Aubrey Godwin

CC: <stanley_fitch@nmenv.state.nm.us>, <richard.ratliff@tdh.state.tx.us>
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