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-.. SP ACTION PU.N FOR E"ERGE::CY FREPAREDNESS
_

.:;;;;;. . .
I. INTRODUCTION-

-
.

'The Offi~ce ~of State Programs is respcasible for two elements of the NRC'

emergency preparedness program: assisting State and local governments''

in radiological emergency responsa planning along with other Federal

agencies; ccordinating the 'iRC activities for responding to national
_

emergency conditions, kncwn as the national emergency preparedness program.

Both of these activities have been essertially outside the licensing

process and outside the NRC Incident Response Program.

II. SUM'4ARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This SP Action Plan addresses the major work remaining in the two SP'

-

emergency preparedness activities ard the resources neededs It emphasizes

-M. the cemands that are likely to be plced on SP (and other NRC offices)
% .. ..:g

as a result of legislative initiatives. The action plan, along with those

of NRR, IE and HMSS, reflect sigaificant involvement of State and local

government emergency planning in the NRC licensing process.

III. OFFICE OF STATE PROGRAMS RESPONSIBILITIES RELATIVE TO EMERGENCY
. PREPARED. NESS

A. Radiciegical Emergency Resconse Planning.

The Office of State Programs carries out the NRC's " lead agency"

responsibilities among involved Fedtral agencies for assisting

the States and local governments in develeping radiological

emergency response plans supportive of fixed nuclear facilities -

and for transportation accidents involving radioactive =aterials.

NRC's responsibilities, and the responsibilities of other involved

Federal agencies, are assigned in a Federal Register Notice of
~ December 24,1975 (40 FR 59494) and in NRC Manual Chapter 0141.

1072~0!4
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r B. Coordination of National Emergency Precaredness Activities of the*

14RC. .

-
,.

1. SECY-76-133, dated March 5, lg7G, assigned responsibility to
S

Office of State Programs.

2. Basic authority for program is .beo Executive Orders: E.O. 114g0,

as amended, and E.O.12148. -

3. NRC Manual Chapter 0141.
.

IV. CURRE'lT OFFICE OF STATE PROGRAMS PROGRAM AND CAPABILITIES
.

A. Procram

1. Radiolacical Emergency Resconse Planning.

The current program is designe 'o carry out NRC's assigned-

.

responsibilities and consists of:

P{cviding guidance to other Federal agencies wha have an.-qga a.
,

as'figned role to assist the States and local governments in

r.atters under che purview and responsibi.litias of these

other Federal agencies,

b. Providing and coordinating guidance to the States an~d local

governments.

Providing trainirg (in cooperation with other Federal agencies)ca.

to the States and local governments.
,

*
d. Providing field assistance to the' States and local

.

governments in developing emergency plans.

e. Reviewing and concur. ring in State and local government

radiological emergency response plans.

f. Observing and evaluatina (along with other Federal ager.cies)

exercises that test emergency plans.

1072 0i5
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2. National Emercency Precaredness Procram.

This prcgram consists of the following-
- -

.

Identification of NRC energency functions to be performeda.

during any national emergency condition.

b. Identification of NRC essential, uninterruptible functioris
-

..

to be performed Juring a nuclear war emergency.

Development of plans and procedures for carrying out thesec.

functions.
~

,

d. Development of lines of succession within NRC.

e. Designation of Emergency Executive Teams to carry out emergency
. .

,

and essential functions during national energencies.
.

f. Provide for delegation of authority to Successors and
=.

__ ,

=-- - Efeicutive Teams.

g. Identify and ecufp, as needed, emergency cperating facilities

for Executive Teams.
.

h. Identify records vital to carrying out NRC's emergency and
,

essential functions; arrange for storage and updating at

emergency operating facilities.-
..

.
'

i. Issuance of guidance to NRC Regicns concerning their role in

National Emergency Preparedness and review resulting plans,

procedures and arrangements.

j. Preparation of a Manual Chapter and associated handbook to

include most of above items.

k. Participation in interagency national emergency preparedness

exercis es.
..

1. Conduction of internal NRC exercises and tests.

1072 0t6
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B. Cacabilities (Resources)="'

'

l. Radiological Emercency Resconse Planning. '

~

a. Current staffing for this program consists of 3' professionals

and one clerical .splayee, all permanant staff.

b. FY 79 budget for this program is $6!s,000.
. -

National 'mercency Precaredness.E2.

a. Personnel - Two professionals and one clerical (part time)

in SF. Contacts for program designated in NRR, IE, NMSS,

SD, RES, ADM, and ELD.

b. Resources'- $40,000 line item in SP FY-79 budget, primarily for
.

renting and equipping an emergency operating facility (E07),

for one of 3 NRC Executive Teams.(NRC Incident Response Center

antJEMA Special Facility serve as the two other EOFs needed-

fo'r.NRC Executive Teams)

Note: As of June 1979, the SP National Emergency Preparedness staff, two pt.mancnt
.-

technical assistants to the Office Director, and 3 pemanent NRR_ employees
..

have been detailed to the Radiological Emergency Response Planning Staff.
.

This arrangement was directed by the EDO to be effective until October 1, ige-

V. OFFICE OF STATE PROGRAMS REOUIREMENTS AND NEEDS

A. Radiolacical Emergency Resconse Planning Piocram.

1. Procram Deficiencies
.

The following program deficiencies or weaknesses haye been

identified:

a Guidance for radiological emergency response planning.and

preparedness although relatively extensive is incomplete.

1&72'0!7
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The main deficiencies exist in areas of guidance to be developed
,

'

by other Federal agencies. Deficiencies are as follows:
t

(1) Prot -tive Action Guides (PAqs) for radiological exposure

to humans have bee,n developed by EPA but currently

only exist as EPA " Agency Guidance. ' EPA needs to
'

, ,

convert these PAGs to " Federal Guidance." Protective

Action Guides for foods and animal feeds have been developed

by HEW-FDA-BRH, but exist only E.s a proposed rule '

(43 FR 5879C, December 15, 1978) as proposed guidance.

HEW needs to convert these PAGs to " Federal Guidenca ''.

,

(Ref: December 24,1975 (40 FR 59494}}.

(2) There are no Federal colicy and cefinitive guidance,==-
4 ::

M cn the administration of a thyroid blocking agent (KI)

" ah a protective maasure. This is a responsibility of.

HEW-FDA-BRH. HEW work in this area currently consists

of a December 15,1978, " Request for Submis,sion of New.

Drug Applications'," (43 FR $8798) to manufacturers for*

KI tablets. National Council on Radiation Protection
,

and Measurements (NCRP) Recort No. 55 of August 1978, is

a definitive work validating the efficiency of thyroid

blocking as a valid protective measure under some

situations, but the report itself does not constitute

official " Federal Guidance." HEW needs to develop Federal

policy and guidance on this matter, including authorizing

manufactures responding to the Dec. 15, 1978 Federal

Register Notice to proc.ed with manufacture of the XI

1072 018
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tablets in proper dosage. Federal government decisions

must be made as to who will pay for these drugs (Fedt.ral,
.

.

State, local governments or licensees) and policy should

' ' be developed concerning how and where the drug is to be

stered and made available when needed. (Ref: December 24,
-

. .

1975 (40 FR 59494))

(3) Guidance for medical and para-medical emergency personnel
.

needs to be developed in the radiological emergency response

area. This is an HEW responsibility. (Ref: December 24,

1975 (40 FR 59494))
-

,

(4) Guidance, on the types of emergenc3 instrumentation

that may be useful to assess accident consequences off-
. . . . . .7==

_

* site, needs to be develcped. Guidance on accident=== _. .

.

a'ssessment te:5niques needs to be developed for Stater,~

and local governments, ERC, EPA, HEW, and DCPA have these
. .

responsibilities. (Ref. December 24,1975, (40 FR 59494).
'

(5) The emergency planning basis (in tems of scoping

adequate planning) needs to.be stablished for States
_

and local governments, and for the Federal effort as

well. The NRC/ EPA Task Force. on Emergency Phnning

has addressed this matter in its December 1978 report

(NUREG-0396/ EPA 520/1-78-016). Task Force recc=endations

concerning this reporc have been sent to the Comission

).and the EPA Administrator. (SECY- -

..
(6) Standardized accident exercise scenarios need to be develope

to test licensee, State, local an:1 Federal emergency

plans. NRC, (SP and SD) has ass ==ed this responsibility.

1072 019
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b. Trainina-for radiological emergency response planning and

preparedness, although relatively extensive, needs to be
-

'

refined ind expanded. The main deficiencies exist in the~

following areas: ,

(1) Training programs for medical and para-medical emergency
-

'

personnel need to be develo;:ed in the .. ologicai emer-

gency response area. This is an HEW responsibility.

(Ref: December 24,1975, (40 FR 59494)).

(2) Training in the imp'ementation of the use of planning

zanes'as reccmended by :he NRC/EFA Task .rorce en Emergency
.

,

Planning needs. to be developed if the Cc=ission and EFA

Management adapt rec:mmendations. NRC, EPA, HEW and the
;:f -7
:mm "new FEMA should assume this responsibility. .4:+:=

c. Fierd' Assistance to States and local scrernments needs to be

expanded. Curruntly, Federal Interagency Regional Advisory

Comittees (with headquarters support), exist in all of the 10

Standard Federal Regions, to assist States in these regions in
.

their planning effort. This comittee arrangement was estab-
.

lished by NUREG-00g3/1 (June 1976', revised January 1,1979).

Supporting Federal agencies need to renew their ccmaitment

to continue support of this interagency effort to assist in

development of States and local radiological emergency respense
'

plans, the review and concurrence in these plans, and the

critiging of exercises that test the pTans. NRC offices

currently supporting the field assistance effort with the

States and locals are SP and IE. NRR's action plan for improving

10/2 CZO
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emergency planning on the part of licensees is to be coor-

dinated with the established program to assist the States -

.

and local governments in their emergency planning efforts.

2. Cacabilities (Resources) Deficiencies.

The following capabilities (resources) . deficiencies have been
~

,
.,

'

identified: .

.

a. Staffino.

The current Sp staff assigned to this effort, is t$o

small to do the job w'.th the 40 Stat and several hundred

local goveinments that now n7ed or will need smpport in
..

this area. An increase in Staff of about 8 prc2fessionals

g.g. has been proposed by the Office Director and EIso be pending
-

--

# Cong~ressional legislation. Some of these perscannel need to

be a'ssi~gned to the NRC Regional Offices which c)versee the

bulk of nuclear power activities in this count:ry, namely

NRC Regions I, II and III. This proposed stam ,1ncrease is

reiated to the steppe [ up State plan concurrenc:e activity and

did not contemplate OSF converting our present emergency,
..

planning guidelines into Regulation. If S-562 becomes law,

we will have 6 months to accomplish this task Additionally,

no consideration has been given to nucicar faciilities in the

Construction pemit (CP) stage. If S-56Z becrmes law, each

OL applicaton must contain a copy of a concurred-in State plan.

The Office must also plan for the task of obserrving and

critiging annual tests and exercises of State and local govern .en*

1072 021
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radiological emergency response plans in the 12 States whare

concurrence has been achieved. This is a first crder task i.f
' plans are to be periodically tested (which they cust be).

Exercises are to be evaluated, and emergency plans updated,

improved, and maintained. Several hundred local covernments-
_

wil'1 need clans, in the 40 States that will ultimately require

plans. The Hart Bill (S-561) talks of site specific plans.

Local government emergency planning is sita specific and will

require much needed attention.

If the NRC/ EPA task force reccmmendations are put into pla .e..

(as they probably will be within the next year) Statt., will

*5h have to provide for emergency planning zones of about 10 mile 2
,::e_ _ _ _ _ .

around each reactor site for the plume exposur' pathway and

about 50 miles for the food ingestion pathway. The States will

need constant help and encouragement for this work. This assis-

tance will stretch out over a period of many months. We will

need staff to support this effort. This effort will involve

counties that to date have had no experience in radiological

emergency planning.
.

Over the long haul to run the program properly, something in

the neighborhood of about 6_ more positions, over and above

the 8 originally now under consideration will probably be

required. This would mean a staff increase of about 11 during

& FY 1980.

} Q / 2 '.O
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b. Badcet.
'

The current propcsed budget (as marked) for SF for FY 80 -

' (less the requested supplemental) is inadequate to continue-

the level of :;upport in guidance development, t: raining and

field assistance that is necessary. The Sp Supplemental

request to FY 80 identifies a number of areas where funding

is required to support the development of Em,ergency instrument-

ation guidance, procurement of special inexpensive radiological

instrumentation and sampling devices (radioicdine) for the
~

States and* local govern =ents and grant funds to assist those
'

States and local governments that have acute emergency'

_

planning problems because of power plant sitingis in high.

m =.

= = = . =
density population areas. Additionally, the SP hT 80 Supple-

-

men'tal request includes funds for the continued study of LLL's

ARAC system for potential use by States and local governments.
.-

B. NATIONAL EMERGENCY PREPAREONESS PROGRAM (DEFICIENCIES ATO CAPABILITIES)

1. Reletionship to Incident Rzsponse program needs furber ci:rification

2. Craft Manual Chapter 0601 not acceptable to all Offi' es, parti-

cularly those partions that call for office plans an:d procedures

for carrying out assigned emergercy and essential fcnctions. This

has stymied development of much of the Handbook to Mhnual Chapter.

3. There is difficulty in generating interest in this p:rogram because

of its remoteness from every day activities and the'; presumption,

by many, that a nuclear war emergency will not happen or if it

does NRC will be out of business." Further, the NRC -cle in other

types of national emergencies is difficult to visuaI5:e.
l O [ 2_ U b
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. - - 4. The EDO has instructed the Director. ;P, to use the personnel~

..__

resources normally involved in national emergency preparedness:n- - .

. in the. program of assistance to State and local governments in
RERP.

5. The recently established Federal Emergency Management agency*

could give the program a boost.
6. Greater recognition on the part of all offices within NRC that

this is an activity that involves the entire agency is needed.
i -

VI. OFFICE OF STATE PROGRAMS ACTION PLAN (by problem topic)

A-1 Federal Resoonse Plan for Pea:etime Nuclear Emercencies (FRPPNE),*
,

or its successor) shoulo ce clarified witn resoect to NRC's
statutory resconsioilltles.

1. Immediate Actions,

a. Query FEMA on status of FRPPNE. If document is no longer

operative, dismiss problem as it relates to the FRPPNE
.

and turn to possible successor.
b. If document still operative:

BI:. (1) get FEMA statement of exact status;
-$EF 1 ''* ( 2 ) perform detailed review of FRPPNE and Atomic Energy

-

_

.-

Act and list potential conflicts;~~-- .. .

(3) propose changes based on (1) and (2) above.
If FRPPNE is not operative, use results of b(2) and (3)- c.
inNRCcontributiontoanysuccessortoFRFPfjE.

2. Lonc-rance action and Tentative Schedule (acolicable only to
successor to FRPPNE),

a. Work with FEttA in the development of the President's " National

* The FRPPNE was promulgated by the Federal Preparedness Agency (now part of
FEMA) in April 1977 as interim guidance to Federal agency in the revision
of existing plans and the oreparation of any required new plans. It is

guidance for peacetime nuclear emergency response planning. It is not a

Federal response plan, pr se. It has not been issued as permanent guid-
ance. With one exceptica, the planning called for by NRC in the rRPPNE
has been done or continues to be done. The exception calls for ar, NRC
plan to respond to a Category III incident where there is wides:reac
radioactive contamination at a licensed nuclear facility in a remote area
with limited casualties but significant property damage.

m

10/2 024

..



*

.

.

- 12 -
. . . _ .

, ,

2:.--
-

.
~

Contingency Plan" called for in the Senate NRC Authorization
,

~ ~ ~

Bill (Early 1980) -

'

b. Ass =e .esults of b(2) and (3) above are included in the

" National Contingency Plan;"
'

c. Take position with FEMA that the " National Contingency Plan" _

'

replace FRPPNE* and that its relatier. ship to IRAP -be carefully

. considered with one alternative bei.m to replace IRAP (Early 1980)

Notes:' 1) Language of Senate NRC Authorization Eill requires that " National

Contingency Plan" be developed with 120 days of date of enactment.

2) Resolution of this problem is contingent upon the determination,
.. . . . . .

by legislation, interagency agreement or otherwise, of NRC's response __

role at an accident at a licensee facility;=__.:.
- 33 -

.= 2- A-2! Formal a'rrancements are ill defined for interacency coordination
includine Federal, State anc local: tne crocess currently is on a
voluntary t' sis.a

1. Irnediate Actions.
.

a. ,0utline NRC view of what agencies shoul( be involved in

Federal coordinated radiological emergency response and how

coordination should take placa.- Seek other agencies' agreement.

b. Outline NRC view of how Federal agencies should relate to

and coordinate with State and local government agencies ir.

such an emergency response. Seek other agencies' agreement.

Note: C.. and b . above would bec=e part of NRC plan called for in Senate

NRC Authorization Bill which in turn would become part of " National

Contingency Plan."

* See footnote on page 11.

10/2~025
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Use co=lents on advanced notice c# rulemaking for other ideas- c.

on respective roles of' Federal, State and local gov'ernmentr.
.; ..

and coordination amongsi,,them.
,

2. Lone-rance Actions an'd Tentative Schedule

a. Complete NRC agency plan for responding to ricelear accidents
,,

(March 1980).

b. Stake out prominent role for NRC in ' development of the National

Contingency Plan under FEM leadership (Late 1979 - Early 1980).

c. Work with FEM to seek a consensus among States concerning the

proper.rol'es for State and local goterr.ments in radiological
,

'

emergency response and include this consensus in NRC and '
.

-- q.. National Contingency Plan (Early 1980).
'

- d. Include appropriate language in NRC regulations related to State
.

. 4
andr1o' cal radiological emergency response plans on coordination

among the various levels of goverraent both in the planning

and response periods (March 1980).
.

A-3 There is no intecrated Federal mechanism for the fundinc of State and
local Acencies to succorc raciolacical emercency resconse ciannino
ano or arecness.

1. Innediate Actions.

_ _
Complete the NRC Funding Sttdy, (The Salemon Report, NUREG-0555).a.

b. Bring the report forward to the Cc=2ission and to FEM, as a

"first-look" at the funding problem. Outline options for fQture

action by NRC and FEM.

c. NRC request FY SO budget supplemental to assist States and

locals with pressing emergency planning problems via contractual

route.

1072 026-
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.' 2. Loria-rance Actions and Tentative Schedule."T '

.

a. fiRC with FEMA develop preposed rulemaking or legislation to-

resolve the funding problem'(December 1980).'

344 The NRC rescensibili' 'es delineated in FRPPNE have not been' imolementedt

within NRC tar most c:her Feceral acencies). .

1. Immediate Actions -.

a. Query FEMA on status of FRPPNE.* Determine if FD'A expect

NRC and other Federal agencies to do planning outlined in
. . . -

FRPPNE.

b. Take position with FEMA that " National Contingency Plan"

-
referred to in NRC Senate Authorization Bill should be under its-

s

leadership and should replace FRPPNE*ard perhaps IRAP.

.g4 c. uetermine which NRC office should take the lead in preparing
.255 --

NRC agency plan and.in working with FEM on the " National

Contingency Plar.."

, d. Start work on NRC agency respense plan and the "Nacional

Centingency Plan" callec for in the Senate NRC Authorization

Bill.

2. Lone-range Actions and Tentative Schedule

a. Ccaplete NRC agency response plan taking into account respcnsi-

bilities outlined in FRPPNE*(March 1980).
~

b. Assist FEMA in completing the " National Contingency Plani"

assuring that the NRC agency plan is cc=patible and is an

appropriate part of the national plan (Early 1980).

* See footnote on page 11.
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* B-5 The nee'd for research or studies in the einerr.- ency clannino and crecaredne'

==~

area nas net ceen co orenensiveiy evaluatecl ~'

.
-

.

1. Ic=ediate Actions ,

,

List cnmpleted and on-going research and studies in the emdr-a.
'

gency planning and preparedness area conducted in and for NRC.

b. Sehd 1.etters to other involved Federal agencies to detemine what'

research and studies they have ce=pleted and have on-going in

. . the emergency planning and preparedness relavant to radiological

emergencies.

'c. Circulate ,results of a. and b. within NRC and seek prcposals
'

for additional research studies.*

-

2. Long-range Actions and Teastive Sciledules.

prepare resea,rch study proposals basad on results of ic..
~

4% a.
. . - . . .

= =:

(Siptamber 1980).=~~

b. Ifiequired, prepare additional resea:rch and study proposals

on emergency planning and preparedness problem areas as
.

identified by the varicus TMI investigative grcups (Cc=ence
'

December 1079 through one year after completien of last report

,

of any TMI investigative group)J

B-6 NRC has no centrol over other agency resources assigned to the Regional
Acvisory Cemittees (RACs)"

.

1. Ir=ediate Actions.

a. Send letters to all Federal agencies supporting the RCs to

recomit regional rascurces in terms of people and funds for

RACs.

1072 CZ8
.



.

. .

- 16 -

%5=- .

2. Lone-range Actions and tentative Schedule.- *==-

Have FEI' possibly re-establish the RACs on a for .ai basis fora.

all-hazards emergency planning. FEMA to possibly chair.the-

RACs in each region. tiRC to be a " member" Federal agency

on the RACs (June 1980). .
,

~

b. If effdtts la. and 2a. above do not result in improving the

control situation, consider legislative remedy.

* Note: Federal Interagency Regional Advisory C=.ittees (RACs) were established

in each of the 10 Standard Federal Regions, to assist States and local

governments in the development of their radioicgical emergency response
,

- plans. Membership on the RACs is composed of all Federal agencies

assigned responsibilities for assisting the States in radiological emergency
::_

5=.}} response planni.ng in 40 ER 59494 of December 24,197,.E. The RACs aise review
. _ . . ..

and evaluate p]ans submitted by the States in their respective regions

and recc::>end that NRC concur in plans when the plans satisfy the

voluntary guideline standards. The RACs also observe and evaluate

exercises testing these plans. (Ref: NUREG-0093/1, June 1975 (Revised

January 1979)).

. . .

.

.

.

.

.=4
+ + ~

. . .
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C-1 f;RC recr9encv olanninc and crocoredn?ss cuidance to others is

inaceauate. TState and Local Governmentsl.
.

-g
-

,.
-

.

1. Immediate Actions-

,

.

a. Develop acceptance criteria for existing State and local
7

*

govern =ent emergency planning guidance.
.

b. Provide standardized scenarios to test licensee, State
.

,

and local government energency clans.- ~

*

Prepare letters to other Federal agencies. encouragingc.

them to complete their guidance documents.
.

2. Long-Range Actions and Tentative Schedule -

Ca,rry over the acceptance criteria concapt into regulationsa.

in accordance with expected legislative =andate (June 1980)-

b. Work with FEMA to develop improved handbook of guidance for

j$$_ Federal agency assistance activities with 'the States (June 1980) '
ey -

We,rk wi,th FEMA to prepare an irdproved emergency planningc.
,

guidance document for the States -and local govarnments
.

(June 1980)

C-3 Protective Action Guides (PAGs) have not 'been cromulgated as
offical Feceral cuicance.

1. Immadiate Actions

a. Prepare letters for NRC Chairman to send to EPA and HEW

urging prompt action on converting "igency guidance"

PAGs to official Federal guidance PAGs.

Note: Actual time to accomplish this depends upon actions of EPA and HEW,

which are the Federal agencies responsible for PAGs.

.

1072 030
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D-2 The "T.C "C_ncurrence" crocess rela ted to State olans is not
ly;25 *

;; direcciv related to the licensine orocess.
__

;
-

. . -

'

l. Iemediate Actions -
-

a. Push for concurrences in plans in States that have operating,

nuclear pcwer plants using existing guidance and procedures.

Present legislation proposes this. -

_

b. Begin codifying existing guidance into regulations in'
.

' '

accordance with expected 1,egislative mandates. ,

'
' 2. Long'-Renge Actions and Tentati.ve Schedule'

.

Ccaplete 1. and 2. above,in accordance with time framesa.

specified in expected legislation (June 1930)

b. Shift from a concurrence process to an approval process-

,
using the new tegulations (June 1980 on). -

f.ig.;. .
,

'

==4 ;, a D,-3 The assistance to States is not formally couoled to the licensinc
Dracess. /

.

1. Immediate lction Plai.

2. Long-Range Action Plan -

..

Note:

There does not seem to be a net to ccuple the emerg'ency planning ar.d

preparedness assistance crocran to' the licensing process. Assis tance

as uied here, encompasses trainir.g programs and field'assictance visits
,

to help States and local governments develop emergency plans.

E-1 Insufficient NRC attention has been aiven to coordinatino the
Federal rescense arfectino licensec facilities.

See i tens A-1, A-2 and B-4.

,
Action on this problem area seems to,be tied to the other ones dealing with

FRPP"E and IRAF and with NRC's incident response prgrc=. The fixes are,
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.

thcrcfcrc, to b2 found in the plans and related procedures that are
'

.=--- .
'

~~}-~ , requi, red by pending legislaticn, e.g. , the Sena te NRC Authorization Bill.

'. Filling these requirements will bring all involved Federal agencies together-

on this matter and force decisions on eccedination, cs well as responsibilities,_

commitments and other things.
- F-3 There is no effective NRC mechanism for continual evaluation of the

train 1nc inc cualification of key State and local emercency resconsepersonne ,. -
.

'

l. Immediate Actions

. a. .lnquire of the States and local governments as to the

attrition of NRC trained emergency response personnel since

the inception of the NRC's emergency preparedness training

program in March of 1975.
.,

b. Detarmine training and replacement training needs of States
_

, and local governments for the next five years. *

,

djsf 2. Long-Range ~ Actions and Tentative Schedules
~

.

a. Wonk with ' FEM to establish some Federal mechani.sm to

"diplema" or certifying emergency planning and rescense
,

persennel (June 1980)
..

b. Work with FEMA to establish re-training programs (Scpt. 1980]

Werk with FE.MA and other Feceril agencies tn 4stablishc.

additienal required training programs (December 1980)
.

e
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