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Subject:  Follow Up To Industry Questions On 0654 Revision 2 And Public Meeting 
                Which Occurred On June 25, 2014 
 

Section I 

1. In the ‘Forward’ of Section I, the statement “…For FEMA and its stakeholders, Revision 
2 supersedes Revision 1…”  This would appear to exclude licensees.  If Licensees do 
not implement and OROs are required to implement, how is it anticipated that the Plans 
will retain existing alignment? 

 

2. In Part C of Section I under Time Factors Associated with Releases, what is the basis for 
continuing to presume initiation of a major release within 30 minutes given industry 
experience in more extreme events where such a release did not occur? 
 

 

Section II 

1. Table B-1 seems to have a mix of functions and position titles and facilities.  Examples 
include:  

a. Core Thermal Hydraulic Engineer 
b. STA considered a function, a position or a qualification? 
c. JIC 
d. Information Technology  

What is the intent of these references?  Is the Core Thermal Hydraulics Engineer 
considered a function, a position or a qualification?  What is the function associated with 
the Information Technology reference? 

NRC agreed that it may not be clear whether a function or position is being referenced,  
NRC will see if they can make this more consistent. 

2. Table B-1 has historically been used to identify the key emergency response functions 
performed by the control room during an event.  The purpose for inclusion of 30 and 60 
minute response requirements in Revision 1 was to identify when, and to whom those 
functions would be transferred from the control room to other facilities in order to allow 
control room personnel to focus on plant issues.  Is the intent of Rev 2 to maintain this 
premise?  If so, what is the basis for the addition of the JIC and IT aspects to the Table?  
Media response and IT functions are not performed in the control room and so what 
would the basis be for determining augmentation requirements? 

3. Table B-1 has several positions with a reference to note “1” which states “Other 
personnel may be assigned this function if no collateral duties are assigned to an 
individual that are beyond the capability of that individual to perform at a given time.”  Is 
this statement referring to the specific position capability or capabilities of an individual in 
the position? 
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NRC will add clarification 

 

4. In Table B-1, Note (6) – the phrase “no credible accident scenario(s) can occur..”.  What 
is the expected scope of these scenarios? (i.e. within the DBA?) 

NRC will look at this 

5. In Table B-1, Note (7) – the phrase “ERO staffing levels should be performance-based..” 
a. Is this referring to on-shift or augmented ERO? 
NRC will look at this 
b. How does the term ‘performance-based’ relate to the evaluation required under 

Appendix E? 

NRFC will look at this 

6. In Table B-1, Note (8) – this note states that “ the normal plant operating organization 
should be described in sufficient detail to determine if adding emergency response 
functions…creates...competing priorities..”.  Can you give an example of the expected 
level of detail required in order to make such a determination?  Today, sites are 
reviewing/re-performing the on-shift staffing analysis required under Appendix E to 
evaluate proposed changes to procedures and programs which could impact on-shift 
resources.  Is this the basis for the ‘determination’ or is another process being 
referenced? 

 

7. In Table B-1, Note (9) – same question as above for Fire Brigade.   

 

8. In PS H, Information in H.4 and H.5 contain significantly more detail for the EOF, 
Alternate Facility and the JIC than the information in H.1 and H.2 for the TSC and OSC.  
Is there a reason for this? 

 

9. In PS H.5, what is the basis for now requiring a JIC?   

 

10. In PS K.1.g, discusses the process for site access and dosimetry.  This criteria is noted 
as applying to the licensee.  Is the criteria referring to dosimetry for “typical” response to 
the site for Fire Protection and not potential response in a (hh)(1) or (2) event?  (Where 
dosimetry is provided by the state) 

 

11. In PS N.4.g, what is the basis for increasing the frequency of Off-Hours Report-In Drills? 
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12. In PS N.4.h, it states that call-in drills are conducted “such that response time is 

validated”.  What does ‘validated’ mean in this context?  What is the ‘response time’ 
being measured? 

Background – Sites typically identify an individual ERO members “response time” as the 
time it would take the individual to arrive at their assigned facility from their home during 
off hours.  This time is one of the criteria used to determine whether an individual is 
eligible to be assigned as a member of the ERO.  It is understood that in a call-in drill, or 
actual event, ERO members may not be responding from their home and so individual 
response times can vary.  As a result, many sites required ERO members who are on 
“duty” (i.e., sites using a duty team process) to ensure they can respond to their facility in 
the required time frame throughout their duty week.  When a call-in drill is conducted, the 
purpose of the drill is to verify that the emergency response facilities are activated within 
the timeframe required in the emergency plan.  The statement in N.4.h reads as if the 
intent of the drill is to verify whether the response time noted by the ERO member (time 
to respond to ERF from home) is accurate.  Since the ERO member may not be 
responding from their home location, this would be a moot point.  Is the intent here to 
validate facility activation times rather than ERO response times? 

13. In PS N.4.k, what would constitute an onsite protective action drill? 

Many sites drill the process for determining onsite protective actions such as duck/cover 
or PA evacuation.  Often these determinations are done in the simulator or via table top, 
but are not physically performed by site personnel.  Does that practice meet the intent of 
this requirement? 


