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Dear "r. Henry- N / ggg to
The "otice of Intent to prepare an Environrental Irpact Statement for Pevision
of the Regulations Governing tne Siting of Muclear Power Plants has been
reviewed by the Bureau of Radiological Health, Food and Drug Adeinistration.

Since this Notice is based on the July ?Q, 19F0 Advance Notice of Pulemaking
(45 FP 50350) and the August 1979, Report of the Siting Policy Task Force, our
corrents will be related to reconmendations corron to both documents.

Recorrendation 1, Seecification of "inirum Distances and Poeulation Densities

*he nurerical recuirements of rinirur axelusion distance have been devel-
oped. It is difficult to conceive that an all-inclusive distance can be
developed which could be applicable to all reactors. Such a criterion could
preclude consideration of a site even though it is core desirable from an
overall saf ety standpoint. Further, we believe that the present method of
determining an acceptable exclusion distance based on performing radiation
exposure calculations to assure that the maximur exposure at the exclusion
distance boundary meets an acceptable dose criterion should not be recoved.
This rethodology provides a needed assurance that the raxirally exposed
individual and the public health generally is adeountely protected.

ve believe that incorporating specific population density and distribution
limits outside the exclusion area that are deoendent upon average population
of the region is a desirable objective. Fowever, further study of population
in selected regional areas and estimates of risk of siting a reactor in these
areas should be undertaken before establish =ent of such a criterion. This
study could form the basis of the rationale for nunerical recuire ents given
in the discussion on page 40 of FUPFC OA25.

The "RC should adopt the emer2ency planning zone (EPZ) proposed in MUPEC-
0396. We believe that a fixed value for the EPZ should not be established by
regulations but should be suf ficiently flexible to nakq into consideration
siting characteristics and emergency plannine recuirerents. In particular,
the EP:' should accoerodate the Fogd and Drug Adrinis tration's responsibilities
for providing zuidelines and recontendations to he taken in the event of a
r ad iologic al inc id ent resulting in accidental contamination of food and aninal
feed (Prooosed Fulerakire, 43 TP SF700, Decerber if, 1078). " revision for
greater EPZ distance than about 10 miles would bereit advance planning to
identify the critical pathways that could lead to conta=1nated human food and
animal feed. Federal and State agencies would need to have olans in place
that would provide for protection of the public health and saf ety in the event
of an accident. Such plans would include establishing procedures for divertine
food products or water supplies f rom consurotion by humans or domestic animals
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; Recommendatien 2 Establish "inimum Stand-off Distances from Potential Hazards
Posed bv Man wade Activities

,

!
The concept of establishing minimum stand-off distances from airports, LNG '

terminals, gas pipelines, f aults and large quantities of explosives or toxic
: naterials does contain an adeouate basis and sufficient rationale to justify

.

! the need for the requirement. The present practice of examining specific of f- [
. site potential hazards on a site basis would appear to be a core appropriate !

methodology. I

I
Recommendation 3. Interdictive Measures to Limit Ground Water contamination r
from Class 9 Accidents I

1 !We cannot comment specifically on this recommendation. However, for* |

accidents in the immediate site area, it is important to provide reasonable
assurance that interdictive ceasures would limit ground water transport of

.

!
radioactivity and would assure protection of the public health and saf ety. '

Pecoemendation 4, Peflect Fvolvine Technoloev in Assessine Seistic Fazards

We have no specific corrents.

Recoenendation 5, Post Licensine Chances to Off-Site Activities
*

We support the proposed requirement for the FPC staf f to inform local fauthorities and other Federal agencies involved in of f-site activities.

Pecornendation 6, Continue Current Anoroach Pelative to Site Selection
l

;

Pe have no specific comments. |
i

f

! Pecoemendation 7 Specifv Site Approval at the Earliest Decision Point h
i

We support the concept that would specify that site approval is established '

at the earlies t decision point in the review.

>Pecommendation P, Provide a Final Decision Disapproving a Proposed Site Acenev
{Whose Aporoval is Fundamental to the Project and Pould Be Sufficient Basis
i

for NRC to Terminate Peview !

!

I
We have no specific comments.

'
,

Pecorrendation 0, Develen Coccon Bases for Corparine Risks f or All Fxternal [Pvents *

i

Fe believe this task should be undertaken to provide a quantitative risk
comparison of external events and natural phencrena. The examples cited in j
FUREG-062$ have shown how regulatory agencies use risk assessment to develop ;

safety crit eria. For instance, it was considered by the Food and Drug [
Administration in devloping its guidelines and reconrendations for accidental

i

radioactive certamination of human food and aninal f eeds. i
;
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,
The tentative *able of Contents (Appendix B), as shown in the subject Notice of
Intent, has adequately addressed the issues under consideration for this rule-
eaking.

Thank you for the spoortunity to review and content on this Notice of Intent.

Sincerely.
-. -,
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f hn C. VillforthJo,e

/ Dikector
Pu'reau of Radiological Fealth
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