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f"%. UNITED STATES |

= % ~,,s.A:! NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
%. vff OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS, REGION I

631 Park Avenue, King of Prussia, Pa.19406.....

;0. : 1-79-101 FOR DDCDIATE RELEASE
:ontact: Karl Abraham July 20, 1979
cel.: 215-337-5330

5000

(RC CONSIDERING.. ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS ON EMERGENCY PLANS

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is considering the adoption of
tdditional regulations which would establish, as a condition of power
reactor operation, increased emergency readiness for public protection
in the vicinity of these facilities; such regulations would involve utility
Licensees as well as State and Local authorities and the hTC.

The action is one of many being taken by the Commission in response
:o the March 28 accident at the Three Mile Island Nuclear Power Station
ind also is responsive .to recommendations from the General Accounting -
)ffice and requests from a number of organizations including renewed and
supplemental petitions for rulemaking from Critical Mass and Public
Enterest Research Groups.

The Commission is seeking public cocment on the following cubj ects :
_ @ puw er m c u m. .

1. What should be the basic obiective.s, of emergency planning? .

leduce public radiation exposure?', Prevent public radiation exposures? . wnM
apability to evacuate the public?? To what extent should these obj ectives
se quantified?

~ w w, , ,

- -,1. e ic.w- a- sw,.c, m r'. m g c c m.

2. What constitutes an effective emergency response plan for State
ind local agencies and for NRC licensees? What e *-he essential elements
-hat must be included in an effective plan? Do e ing NRC requirements
tnd guidance lack any of these essential element

, , , , , , , g _; m e a

3. Should NRC concurrence in the associatu state and local
amergency response plans be a requirement for continued operation of any
luclear power plant with an existing operating license? If so, when ,

should this general requirement become effective? u _ _. A , .- m . u . '; e c m. .

4. Should prior NRC concurrence in the associated State and local
amergency response plans be a requirement for the issuance of any new
sperating license for a nuclear power plant? If so, when should this
;eneral require =ent become effective? -
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S S,
Should financial assistance be provided to State and local

governments for radiological emergency response, planning and preparedness?-5..

If so to what extent and by what means? What should be the source of
e Joy c us , ;. x ,c

the funds?- ;._. j m m t _,e;n

Should radiological emergency response drills be a requirement? E .Federal, State or local government? To6.
If so, under whose authority:
what extent should Federal, State, aH~d local governments, and licensees

s

be required to participate? 7 3 ~.y . ;g,, g c.w g.3t. ,.,,g % ,

How and to what extent should the public be informed, prior to
any : emergency, concerning emergency acti ns it might be called upon te take?

7.
em a de A, ,ctc.7.u m h canm a-:A,..wa.ma-s,:

What actions should be taken in response to the recommendations/e rA J M; 2,u

(NUREG-0396/ EPA 520/1-78-016)?8.
of the joint NRC/ EPA Task Force Report

. a & . . ~t -:ud A.9 w.:r, :.n 6 ,.a-a ,; w -; > a a e .a e a 7
Under what circumstances and using what criteria should a '

local, and Federal agencies of incidents , including9.
licensee notify State, ,

When, how, to what extent,'and by whom. should the public"c..emergencies? """ " " M '.r.''
-

be notified of these incidencs? .--- "a?'"-' " ' * '. ' '^* ~ '.

JL i ' '- -

. a _h L .e ,a . . w > u -: m i L a s .~ ~The comments received ,will be collected and evaluated by the NRC
staff, which will, in 'edrn, submit recommendations on proposed rules to the

.

Based on the comments it receives from the public and the
analysis of the problem presented by the NRC staff, the Commission willCommission.
determine whether to proceed with a proposed rule for notice and comm2ntThe Commission
and/or whether to make such rules immediately effective.
anticipates completion of this expedited rulemaking in approximately six
months. .

The NRC staff is presently conducting a comprehensive review of allTherefore,
aspects of the NRC emergency planning and preparedness program.
the Commission is also interested in receiving cocments on all other
aspects of emergency planning, including issues raised in the Critical Mass /
PIRG petition for rulemaking and questions such as the following:

How and to what extent should the concerns of State and local10. aderal radiological emergency responsegovernments be incorporated int- .

., a, .c u w, ,

P anning? 7 . ,w g, ,, , ,, x n.2 u .l

How should Federal agencies interface with State and local11.
governments and the licensee during emergencies? 6.,

* F:,; a t.o w c,v e-a v.k.. :: W. ~

Should the licensees be required to provide radiological If

emergency response training for State and local government personnel.?so, to what extent? - Should the Federal government provide such training?
12.

If so, to what extent?
'

(MORE) _

. ,

2. ac. .n .~ - .. > :w ~
.

.

b 'T ba



3
.

.

. t; a..tc 2.t, w a w ..
.

.

13. To wliat extent should reliance be placed on licensees for
the assessment of the actual or potential consequences of an accident
with regard to initiation of protective action? , To what extent should this
responsibility be borne by Federal, State or local governments? Q,,L; ,

14. Would public participation in radiological emergency response
drills, including evacuation, serve a useful purpose? . If so, what should
be the extent of the public participation?. ,,.

,a >< m a . . , .

Comments should be addressed to the Secretary of the Commission,
Nuclear Regula tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch within 45 days of publication in the Federal
Register on July 17.
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