
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTION (EPFAQ)

EPFAQ Number: 2012-001 DATE INITIATED: 06-Feb-12

ORIGINATOR: BETHANY CECERE EMAIL bethany.cecere@nrc.gov

ORGANIZATION: NSIR/DPR/EP/IRIB PHONE # 301-415-6754

RELEVANT GUIDANCE: INSPECTION PROCEDURE 71114.08 "EXERCISE EVALUATION - SCENARIO REVIEW"

APPLICABLE SECTION(S) 3.01 "NOTE"

QUESTION OR COMMENT
When I submit a scenario to the NRC by 10 CFR 50.4, how do I ensure that the scenario won't be entered into ADAMS as 
a public document until at least after the conduct of the exercise?

PROPOSED SOLUTION
{NRC staff generated EPFAQ}

NRC RESPONSE:

Any EP-related document that is submitted to the NRC’s Document Control Desk (whether in electronic or print format) 
is entered into the Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) as a non-public document.  The 
NRC maintains confidentiality of the scenario before the conduct of the exercise and does not perform a sensitive 
unclassified non-safeguards information (SUNSI) review (for purposes of making the document public) until after 
completion of the exercise.  The SUNSI review is performed by a Subject Matter Expert (i.e., a member of the NRC EP 
Staff or the Project Manager for the specific site).  

In its submittal of its exercise scenario, a licensee may include a cover page with wording similar to the following: “This 
document’s availability should be controlled as non-public to ensure confidentiality from exercise responders until the 
conduct of the exercise is concluded.”  After completion of the exercise and following a SUNSI review, the cover page 
may be removed or redacted, the file version of the document updated in ADAMS, and the document made publicly 
available, as determined by the SUNSI review.

STATUS

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD OPEN
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EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTION (EPFAQ)

EPFAQ Number: 2012-002 DATE INITIATED: 06-Feb-12

ORIGINATOR: ERIC SCHRADER EMAIL eric.schrader@nrc.gov

ORGANIZATION: NSIR/DPR/EP/IRIB PHONE # 301-415-5627

RELEVANT GUIDANCE: ISG - NSIR/DPR-ISG-01 "INTERIM STAFF GUIDANCE EMERGENCY PLANNING FOR NUCLEAR 
POWER PLANTS" 
INSPECTION PROCEDURE 71114.01 "EXERCISE EVALUATION

APPLICABLE SECTION(S) ISG - NSIR/DPR-ISG-01 SECTION IV.H "EMERGENCY DECLARATION TIMELINESS"

QUESTION OR COMMENT
Why has the NRC added inspection criteria to the offsite emergency declaration Classification/Notification process?

PROPOSED SOLUTION
{NRC staff generated EPFAQ}

NRC RESPONSE:

Criteria were added to inspection procedures to enable NRC inspectors to consistently evaluate licensees’ 
demonstration of the emergency preparedness rule change requiring licensees to have the capability to assess, classify 
and declare an emergency within 15 minutes.  Additionally, the NRC added inspection guidance to clarify how 
notification timeliness should be assessed because a licensee’s processes of declaring an emergency and notifying 
offsite response organizations of the declaration may overlap.  For the purposes of determining whether further 
assessment of a licensee’s capability to declare an emergency is necessary, the clock begins when the information that 
an emergency action level (EAL) threshold has been met or exceeded becomes available to the operator and ends when 
the declaration is made with no undue delay.  For the purposes of determining whether further assessment of a 
licensee’s notification capability is necessary, the clock begins at the time the declaration is made and ends when all 
responsible offsite authorities, as defined in the licensee’s emergency response plan, have been notified of the 
emergency declaration, including the emergency classification level (ECL).
  
A licensee’s emergency declaration and notification implementation procedures may differ from how the declaration 
and notification capabilities will be evaluated.  For example, a licensee’s classification procedure may not consider the 
emergency declaration process complete until the initial notification form is complete. However, the capability would 
be evaluated based on the declaration being made with no undue delay, which may or may not include completion of 
the notification form.  Additionally, a licensee’s assessment of a successful Drill and Exercise Performance (DEP) 
Performance Indicator (PI) notification opportunity may identify completion of the notification process when the first 
offsite authority is contacted. However, as stated previously, the clock ends when all responsible offsite authorities are 
notified of the declaration and ECL. The detail added is considered necessary, in part, to clarify the difference between 
assessing regulatory compliance with a capability requirement and assessing successful performance utilizing criteria 
per the EP DEP PI in NEI 99-02, Rev. 6, “Regulatory Assessment Performance Indicator Guideline” (ML092931123).

STATUS

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD OPEN
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EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTION (EPFAQ)

EPFAQ Number: 2012-003 DATE INITIATED: 22-Feb-12

ORIGINATOR: DON TAILLEART EMAIL don.tailleart@nrc.gov

ORGANIZATION: NSIR/DPR/EP/IRIB PHONE # (301)415-2966

RELEVANT GUIDANCE: SUPPLEMENT 3 TO NUREG-0654

APPLICABLE SECTION(S) SUPPLEMENT 3 TO NUREG-0654

QUESTION OR COMMENT
Clarify the acceptable means for documenting discussions between licensees and OROs on the development of mutually 
acceptable PAR logic using Supplement 3 to NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1.

PROPOSED SOLUTION
{NRC Staff generated EPFAQ}

NRC RESPONSE:

According to Section 2.1 of Supplement 3, the discussions between licensees and OROs regarding the development of 
mutually acceptable PAR logic should be documented in a manner available for review by the NRC and FEMA.   The 
following examples describe several ways by which this documentation could be provided.  One method is to document 
the discussions in a licensee memorandum that includes the results of the annual review of the licensee’s emergency 
plan.  The licensee may also choose to document the discussions in a separate memorandum on this specific topic.  
Another option would be for the licensee to provide input to the State annual letter of certification to FEMA 
documenting the discussions.  Other methods could be a meeting agenda with a set of meeting minutes identifying the 
discussion.  Documentation of this interaction could also be similar to what a licensee does now for reviewing the 10 
CFR 50.54(t) offsite results with governmental agencies.

No specific method is required or preferred.  The key point is that the discussions should be documented and that 
documentation of the outcome of the discussions regarding licensee PARs should be retained for review by the NRC and 
FEMA.

STATUS

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD OPEN
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