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Tier 2 Action

◦ NTTF Recommendation 9.3 - Emergency preparedness regulatory
actions (the remaining portions of Recommendation 9.3, with the
exception of Emergency Response Data System (ERDS) capability
addressed in Tier 3)

Tier 3 Actions

◦ NTTF Recommendations 9.1/9.2
9 1/9 2 - Emergency preparedness (EP)
enhancements for prolonged SBO and multiunit events (dependent on
availability of critical skill sets)
◦ NTTF Recommendation 9.3 – ERDS capability (related to long-term
evaluation Recommendation 10)
◦ NTTF Recommendation 10 - Additional EP topics for prolonged SBO
and multiunit events (long-term evaluation)

◦ NTTF Recommendation 11 - EP topics for decision-making, radiation
monitoring, and public education (long-term evaluation)
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NRC Staff Commitments

◦ SECY-11-137 stated that the staff will initiate the Tier 2 actions
associated with EP regulatory actions when sufficient technical
information and applicable resources become available.

◦ SECY-11-0137 stated that the staff will provide assessments of the
Tier 3 recommendations once it had completed its evaluation of the
resource impacts associated with the Tier 1 and 2 recommendations
recommendations.
◦ The staff will address the Tier 3 EP-related recommendations,
schedules, and resources in the upcoming July SECY paper to the
Commission.
◦ The staff will take regulatory action, as appropriate, after evaluating the
licensee responses to the 50.54(f) letters (staffing and communication).
◦ The staff will continue to engage with stakeholders on the Tier 2 and
Tier 3 EP-related recommendations.
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◦ The staff considers existing EP framework and regulations provide
reasonable assurance of adequate protection of public health and
safety in the event of a radiological emergency.
◦ The staff is considering an Advance Notice of Public Rulemaking
(ANPR) to be utilized to determine if a technical-basis for rulemaking
can be developed for EP-related NTTF Recommendations (9.1, 9.2, 9.3,
9.4, 10, and 11).
◦ Some of the recommendations may screen out to long-term studies.
◦ The staff would initiate the ANPR when sufficient resources become
available which would include stakeholder engagement.
◦ The staff will address the ANPR and a completed evaluation of the
resource impacts and scheduled in the upcoming July SECY paper to
the Commission.
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◦ The staff considers that the existing Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ)
size provides reasonable assurance of adequate protection of public
health and safety in the event of a radiological emergency.
◦ EPZ size re-evaluation is a longer-term action that is already being
assessed by existing activities.
◦ The staff will utilize insights from the current Level 3 Probabilistic Risk
Assessment (PRA) study results to inform the process for evaluation of
potential impact that a multi-unit event may have on the EPZ.
◦ Any changes to EPZs would be discussed with stakeholders in public
meetings.
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◦ The staff considers that the existing KI framework and regulations
provide reasonable assurance of adequate protection of public health
and safety in the event of a radiological emergency.
◦ The staff has concluded that based on available data to date, it is
unlikely that the FDA thyroid dose PAGs were exceeded beyond 10
miles as a result of the accident at Fukushima.
◦ The staff will continue to monitor and evaluate the results of the
findings by the Japanese government from studies conducted in and
around the Fukushima.
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