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COUNTY JUDGE OFFICE OF SECRETARY

RULEMAKINGS AND
ADJUDICATIONS STAFF

October 15, 2009

Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001
ATTN: Rulemaking and Adjudications Staff
rulemaking.comments@nrc.gov

RE: NRC Proposed Rulemaking, NRC Docket 2008-0122

Dear Sir, Madam, or Ms.:

I have been reviewing the NRC proposed rulemaking in regards to nuclear power plants with my
staff, discussing issues that may affect our emergency preparedness program. My initial
comment is that in this day of shrinking local budgets and manpower, what we need is not more
regulation or guidance, but less.

I consider the health of our emergency preparedness program to be a strong county asset and find
that our emergency preparedness program is one of the strongest in our region - because of our
local nuclear power plant and the training opportunities we undertake with them. I am not sure
increased regulation or guidance, as proposed, is going to provide the "bang for' the buck" that
we need in this challenging time.

Specifically, I am concerned about four following areas for the reasons listed.

Challenging Drills and Exercises
Implementation of all the new elements being discussed in the proposed NRC rulemaking is
going to be difficult in the current 6-year cycle. I strongly urge you and FEMA consider going
to an eight year exercise cycle. Better yet, we would actually prefer an off year every third year
so we can drill other events which are more likely to happen than a nuclear power plant event.
Most of our emergency response organization is made up of volunteers and having to do more
drills would make it even more difficult to get them to participate. We are currently expected to
participate annually in such drills as hurricane, multi agency coordination, natural gas explosion,
hazmat, etc. Adding more nuclear power plant drills, which would be necessary under the new
ruling, would not allow us to focus on other types of events.
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Licensee Coordination with Offsite Response Organizations
FEMA currently reviews our rosters during exercises and our training records through our annual
letter of certification, so this seems to be a redundant activity. Our county has the resources of
our region available through mutual aid agreements and these are not up for discussion, as these
have already been vetted by our region and our state through our council of governments. Our
state has a robust emergency management program which has been proven in numerous severe
weather events, much larger than a US nuclear power plant event could ever be, that they can
meet our unmet needs. As you can not mandate what offsite agencies do, I encourage you to
delete this proposed rule as unnecessary and not implementable.

Backup Alert and Notification System (ANS)
Not only is the wording in the proposed rule unclear, but our current system is adequate - sirens,
alert radios, route alerting and an autodialer service. We have backups to backups. Again, this is
a redundant activity to FEMA, which would cause us to duplicate what we already have with
FEMA. We do not need further regulation in this arena.

Evacuation Time Estimate (ETE) Updates
This is currently covered in the draft FEMA REP Program Manual and thus to cover it in the
NRC rulemaking appears to be redundant. Also, our 10 mile EPZ has a small population and is
rather stagnant, so to require a full ETE on a certain periodicity or. percentage is not cost
effective. We monitor our growth in the area through our 911 system and permits. In our area,
even a 10% increase in population would not affect the ETE in our community. One size does
not fit all. The current NUREG 0654 statement "should be updated as local conditions change"
is adequate to protect our citizens, and leaves our community with the option to provide for a
new ETE as we see our population needs change.

If you find true weaknesses in our programs, then address those. But do not add additional
burden to our already strapped resources unless it actually affects the safety of our citizens.

I strongly encourage you to consider the additional burden you may be placing on local
emergency management resources and cut any proposed regulations you have that may be
redundant to FEMA guidance or are not indicated by weaknesses in present programs. I do not
see the above issues as being weaknesses in our program, but merely enhancements to an already
very strong program.

Sincerely,

Nate McDonald
County Judge
Matagorda County, Texas

cc: Lurinda Barton, STP
Gary Jones, DHS-FEMA



- Rullemaking Comments

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Harriet Townsend [HTownsend@co.matagorda.tx.us]
Sunday, October 18, 2009 5:20 PM
Rulemaking Comments
NRC Proposed Rulemaking, NRC Docket 2008-0122
Itr Nuclear RegulatoryCommission.pdf

Secretary of the USNuclear Regulatory Commission,

Attached is a letter written by Judge McDonald pertaining to NRC Docket 2008-0122. Thank you for your
consideration!!
Please call with any questions!

Thank you,
Harriet Townsend
Executive Secretary to County Judge
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