From: Yawar Faraz

To: Dan Minter
Date: 1/11/05 3:46PM
Subject: Re: Question?
Dan,

If an Emergency Plan is required for a fuel cycle facility then the regulations in 10 CFR
70.22(i)(2)(viii) Notification and coordination are applicable. You can also see the Emergency
Plan acceptance criteria on Notification and coordination contained in Section 8.4.3.1.9 of
NUREG-1520 "Standard Review Plan for the Review of a License Application for a Fuel Cycle
Facility. The regulations and NUREG-1520 are available on the NRC's public and gas
centrifuge websites, respectively.

Please note that specific requirements on mutual aid and emergency response agreements
depend largely on site specific information such as the potential hazards at the facility and
whether the facility in question has its own fire department, medical facility, etc.

YaWar Faraz
301-415-8113

>>> "Dan Minter" <minterdj@zoomnet.net> 01/04/05 10:54PM >>>

What if any requirements exist either today under existing regulatory
process at Piketon or what will be required going forward regarding Mutual
Aid Agreements and or Emergency Response Agreements.

Is either current or future regulatory compliance, contingent upon
established or active mutual aid agreements for fire and rescue resources?

Please provide the exact requirements and the supporting conditions of any
mutual aid agreements by the NRC regulatory process? What if any
consequences exist if such agreements are either ended regarding existing
operations and or withheld or potentially not achievable going forward?

Dan Minter

Dan Minter

—--- Original Message -----

From: "Yawar Faraz" <YHF@nrc.gov>

To: <minterdj@zoomnet.net>

Cc: "Brian Smith" <BWS1@nrc.gov>; "Linda Marshall” <LXG3@nrc.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, January 04, 2005 11:12 AM
Subject: Re: Question?

Dan,

The extension applies to the following requesters:

(1) Geoffrey Sea;

(2) the Central Ohio Sierra Club Group, by Patricia A. Marida;

(3) the Nuclear Information and Resource Service ("NIRS"), by Michael
Mariotte; -

(4) the Portsmouth/Piketon Residents for Environmental Safety and Security
("PRESS"), by Vina K. Colley;



(5) Elisa Young; and
(6) Ewan Todd.

>>> "Dan Minter" <minterdj@zoomnet.net> 01/04/05 10.56AM >>>

McGraw-Hill Nuclear News Flashes
1/3/05

THE NRC COMMISSION WILL ALLOW MORE TIME TO FILE CHALLENGES TO USEC Inc.'s
proposed commercial American Centrifuge enrichment plant at Portsmouth,
Ohio. In an order issued late last week, the commission said it would extend

the filing date for intervention petitions until the end of February. But

the commission said that only those parties that had asked it to extend the
original filing deadline of Dec. 17 could take advantage of the newschedule.
Several individuals and interest groups had sought the extension, pointing

out that key records (e.g., USEC's application and environmental report) had
been removed from the agency's record-keeping system Oct. 25 while the NRC
staff searched for terrorist-useful information. Redacted versions of the
documents have now been restored to the NRC's record-keeping system. Among
those asking for more time were the Nuclear Information & Resource Service,
the Central Ohio Sierra Club Group, and the Portsmouth/Piketon Residents for
Environmental Safety & Security (Press).

Who is provided this extension what groups or organizations?

Dan Minter

CC: Brian Smith; Joel Klein; Linda Marshall; Michael Lamastra
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