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ortunity to revieu yonre remoranduy of Octoloer 31, 1979,
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The 4 options identified on rPage 2 of the paper are in our view
tncaorplote, There i5 a 5th option vhich hae Leen recorr onded in thoe
keneny Cormidssion Poport .0, assiogn the onernency planning and

preparedness functions a- it relates to State and loeal anvermients
to the ney Federal tneracncy Hanagemnnt Auency (FEDA).  This option
should be included.

There are at Yeast tuo othor options
the first vould e to designate a le

having vesponsibilities to Jead the agency effort. Loqical candidatng
vould he R, 1E and 5P, Another altermative that should ho discussed
is an expanded pnle for SP vithin a statutory fraveuork such as that
svaaested in the Senate passed version of the Fy'an tpre Muthorization
Bill .0, tyino the issuance o{ OL's to concurved in State plans:
sanctions for plants in States vhich do not hava a concurred in

hicing the current voltntary ouidelines

Plan by a date cortain and ro
ation vithin a preseribed

vhich niaht Le considored:
Aad office from thosn nresently

for State and local favernments Lo a roqul
Lirefrane,

The second conplota parasraph on pane 4 yafers to
vith expanding the role af 5P to 1) option 2 {n
"conflict of Interest, Throuahout the paper (ﬁpncificnllv in the last
paraaraph conmencing on page § and the Tast paraqgraph on pane 6), no
nention is made of a possible "conflict of Interest” in having any of the
other "C offices mredovinantly associated vith the Viconsing PMrocess
baina involyed il State and loea) aoverisient omaraency planninn

A possible complication®
hal the SP vay have a

supnortive
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conflict of irtcrﬂsts. it fhould 50 adross Lhe boarft, that is wilh
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respect to all offices. Tor the record, we do not view the program or
role of this office in any promotional sense, but rather as a proqram
of cooperation and 1faison with States, local governments, interstate
organizations and Federal agencies.

The paragraph that starts at the bottom of page 4 and continues at

the top of page 5 1s confusing, This paraaraph seems to be tryina to
tie the review of cueraency plans together with some perceived notion

of weakening NIC's response to an accident. Ue do not really understand
the connection,

A new option 5, assianing the entire State/local proaram to the new
FEMA, 15 in our view the correct approach in keeping with the
recormendations of the Kemeny Commission, If this approach is rejected,
we would probably recomend the adoption of Option I,

Robert G, Pyan, Director
Office of State Programs
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