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General Comment
Attached file is a suggested re-write of Section 4,
Radiological Assessment Based PAR starting on
page 12 of Supplement 3. The intent is to
provide more specific guidance on what conditions
should be considered before using a dose
assessment based PAR in place of a Fission
Product Barrier based PAR. In any case, a
paragraph is suggested that discusses the
expectation that the PAR development
process should also be discussed and
understood by EPZ Offiste Response Organizatons
and specific site characteristics should be
considered in PAR procedure development.
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4. RADIOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT BASED PAR
The Emergency Action Level (EAL) system used at nuclear power plants is designed to be
anticipatory, in that a General Emergency is expected to be declared, based on plant conditions
before a radiological release could potentially begin. The NRC expects that licensees will
perform radiological assessments throughout the emergency and notify OROs of the need to
take or expand protective actions where dose projections show that protective action criteria
could be exceeded. Dose projections based on effluent monitor data and verified by field
monitoring data would be the strongest basis for a PAR, but effluent monitor data alone can be
sufficient where other data (e.g., plant conditions, area or process monitors) verify that a
radiological release is occurring. Although verification of dose projection data is desirable,
PARs should not be delayed unduly while awaiting field monitoring data or sample analysis.
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