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{RC CONSIDERING ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS ON EMERGENCY PLANS

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is considering the adoption of
idditional 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 NRC.

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

The Commission is seeking public comment on the following ubjects
Preve X Lo

1. What should be the basic objectives of emergercy planning’

leduce public radiation exposure?  Prevent public radiation exposures’?  “frosc ©

lapability to evacuate the public’ To what extent should these objectives
>e quantified? N ueg,
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2. What cous:itutes an e‘fective emergency response plan for State
ind local agencies and for NRC licensees? What ¢ *he essential elements
chat must be included in an effective plan? Do ¢ - Ing NRC requirements
ind guidance lack any of these essential element :

3. Should NRC concurrence in the associateu state and local
mergency response plans be a requirement for continued operation of any
weclear power plant with an existing operating license? If so, when
should this general requirement beccme effective? g L2 st 20 et

4. Should prior NRC concurrence in the associated State and local
mmergency response plans be 2 requirement for the issuance of any new
perating license for a nuclear power plant? If so, when should this
jeneral requirement become effective?
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s, Should financial assistance be provided to State and local
overnments for radiological emergency response, planning and preparedness?"
f so, to what extent and by what means? What should be the source of
the t“nd'? ’ . A4l LS fr PPt Aot mrt Letar Jlepaly pak
6. Should radiological emergency response drills be a re juirement?
1f so, under whose authority: Federal, State or local government? To
what extent should Federal, State, and local governments, and licensees

be required to participa:e?— p L mn d oA B CrdAl s

7. How and to what extent should the public be informed, prior to
any emergency, concerning emergency acti.as it might be called upon tc take?
/ a7 . ('(‘; s el Al = fat DNl d AL Aal Con L&LKLL) Ste gl O irtaang FPo; DHAD By S0, N
8. What actions should be taken in response to the recommendations
of the joint NRC/EPA Task Force Report (NUREG-0396/EFA 520/1-78-016)?
“t MR A Al TV 7 A sony o & T 1 TS B G R P
9. Under what circumstances and using what criteria should a
licensee notify State, local, and Federal agencies of incidents, including
emergencies? When, how, to what extent, and by whom . should the public .. ‘7™~
be'nocified of these iqcidencs? Foape s e A el t Py, e t

The comments received will be collected and evaluated by the NRC
staff, which will, in turn, submit recommendations on proposed rules to thHe
Commission. Based on the comments it receives from the public and the
analysis of the problem presented by the NRC staff, the Commission will
determine whether to proceed wicth a proposed rule for notice and commant
and/or whether to make such rules immediately effective. The Commission

anticipates completion of this expedited rulemaking in approximately six
months. .

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

10. How and to what extent should the concerns of State and local
governments be incorporated int" sderal radiological emergency response
Phnnins? ey e Ao s A€ ol _’(.‘z(.»(.' G el " Z B lo ) 55

11. How should Federal agencies interface with State and local
govermments and the licensee during emergencies?

;4 WP A A ¢ oy T LM . Pl va-,"-".—,

12. Should the licensees be required to provide radiological
emergency response training for State and local government personnel? If
so, to what extent? Should the Federal government provide such training?
1f so, to what extent?
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13. To what 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 borme by Federal, State or local governments? - P o

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

Comments should be addressed to the Secretary of the Commission,
Nuclear Regulatory 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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