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Flage b gl e N

fhe;bf%fce.of'Inspettion'and Enforcement ¢oncurs with the proposed staff
responses to the recommendations made by the Sequoyah Fuels Lessons Learned
Group provided that the following changes are made in those responses:

Reference 17

We believd that licensees should be required annually to test communications
with offsite response groups. Also;*we:suggest deleting the paragraph about
possible FEMA involvement and the development of a possible "... licensee
hostage situation.” This subject w111 be cons1dered in the planned further
emergency preparedness ru]emaklng :

Reference 18

The proposed response states that the staff agrees with the recommendation

~that licensees with radiological contingency plans should be required to
establish a designated Emergency Operations Center (EOC) and a second

alternate EOC offsite, or in another onsite location which is unlikely to

be impacted by the 1nc1dent Since this requirement would apply to a variety

of licensees including some 10 CFR 30 byproduct licensees, the proposed
requirement may not be justified in all cases. Therefore, we recommend changing
the statement to say that the staff agrees "to consider the intent" of this

recommend§t1on in its emergency preparedness rulemaking (see marked up
enclosure
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Reference 50

IE has changed s]1ght]y the word1ng of 1ts response to th1s recommendation as
marked on the enclosure.
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Jamas H. Tayer

James M. Taylor, Director
O0ffice of Inspection and Enforcement.
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STAFF RESPONSES T0. THE SEQUOYAH ACCIDENT LESSONS LEARNED GROUP RECOMMENDATIONS
"NUREG -1198""
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SECTION:. 3.1.4. . RECOMMENDATION #1 - (Ref: 18)

Cons1der requ1r1ng a d951gnated Emergency 0perat1ons Center (EOC) on s1te and
an.alternate EOC either off site or in another onsite location which is unlikely
to be impacted by the incident. The EOC and alternate EOC should contain
adequate- communications. capability and accommodations to provide. for coordina-
tion, of.the onsite. emergency response act1v1t1es .and_ notifications and coordi-
nation:with offsite supporting organizations. The EOC or alternate EOC shou]d
be accessible 24 hours a day

.o e oot A S . B s

D1scuss1on; TO co'ntlch" +ke M-t'_“-t of Cohel

The staff agree wadkde this recommendat1on and w111 address 1t in the proposed
emergency preparedness rulemaking for fuel cycle and other radioactive
mater1a1 11censees -

Sequoyah Fuels has des1gnated an- onsate Emergency Operatlons Center which
contains adequate communications and accommodations for direction and contro]
of 'the onsite emergency response effort.. An offsite- Emergency Operations .- -
Center has been acquired to support an onsite emergency response activity.
Both .centers are capable of prov1d1ng notifications and coordination with
offsite support1ng org=nizations and accessible 24 hours a day.

Th1s recommendat1on applies to all fuel cycle and materials licensees that
have 2 rad1ologica1 contingency plan :

Aggroach

The staff will incorporate this recommendation into the proposed regulation.”
Other regulatory documents will be revised as appropriate following issuance of
the final rule. .

The staff are reviewing the contwngency"plans of other licensees to determine
their agreement with this recommendation. Those found to not be in agreement
will be requested to consider this recommendation 1n updatlng the1r contingency

..plan

e

, iw‘%)11 be 1ssued in ear1y 1987

:The update of other lwcensee cont1ngency plans w:ll be completed by 3/31/87

Resource Requirements:

1/2 man year

Impacts of Reprogramming Resource: -——- . -

None
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"NUREG-1198""

SECTION: 8.2.  RECOMMENDATION #1 | .__(Ref: .50)

Consideration should be given to having the IE Emergency Preparedness Brahch
review radiological contingency plans for nonreactor facilities. The use of
this group could make available the expertise developed in reviewing reactor
plans, and could enhance communications with the NRC Operaticns Center personne].

Discussion: : ¢ bﬁk

This recommendation was d1scussed between it and NMSS, and although,NMSS agreed
that it was a good recommendation for the reasons stated 1n the recommendation,
IE felt that they did notYhave either the resources or the'f xpert1se to assume
this activity. Acceptance of this recommendation.will be hgld in abeyance
pend1ng further d1scuss1o s between the D1rectors of IE an _NMSS.,




