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This responds to your letter of January 8,1982 wherein you forwar (d k '"['

'

December 11~, 1981 letter from Mr. Richard G. McCollum expressing his
with the feasibility of evacuating the South Fork of Long Island in the
event of a nuclear accident at the Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, and
indicating that the Suffolk County Planning Department is developing an
evacuation plan which includes that area.

It is our understanding that the detailed evacuation plans for Suffolk
County do not include the South Fork area since it lies well beyond the
10 mile plume exposure Emergency Planning Zone (EPZ). However, some
consideration was given to the South Fork area in .that one of ths east -

west roads outside of the EPZ was " reserved" for persons Mo may wish to
leave that area. This road was excluded from the evacuation plans for use
by potential evacuees from the EPZ. As a matter of information, evacuation
is only one of the various protective action strategies that could be taken
in the event of a serious accident. In fact,. for most of tha scrious low

probability events, we envision that sheltering would be the more desirable'

action from a risk-benefit viewpoint. Even for the most serious type
release, sheltering followed by a more leisurely relocation may be the
optimum choice of protective measures. Here again, as in most disaster
situations, the actual measures to be taken at the time of the event will
be influenced by the many variables that bear on the decision-making
process. In the case of a nuclear power plant, such factors would include
the release characteristics, meteorological conditions, operational time

i constraints, and the availability of shelter facilities.

The NRC considers it highly unrikely that' evacuation wouTd be required as
'

#

a protective measure for the plume exposure pathway beyond the 10 mile
EPZ. This position is reflected in the enclosed NRC Policy Statement
published in the Federal Register on October 23,1979 (44 FR 61123),
and is discussed in detail in a joint NRC/ EPA Task Force Report (NUREG-
0396, copy enclosed) which was endorsed by the Commission for use by
State and local governments.

Experience shows that evacuations are a relatively common event in this
country. In fact, the records show, at least since 1960, that an evacuation Dg'3
takes place somewhere in the U. S. on almost a weekly basis. The number y
of people evacuated in these events has ranged from a few to hundreds
of tnousands and some have occurred in high density urban and suburban | [
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areas. One evacuation occurred in Baton Rouge, Louisiana in 1968 where
150,000 persons were evacuated in two hours. Another occurred in Wilkes-
Barre, Pennsylvania in 1972 where 75,000 persons were evacuated in five
hours. Also, the metropolitan business district of downtown Portland,
Oregon with c population of 101,000 persons and a population density
approaching that of New York City, was evacuated in less than one hour
during a Civil Defense test exercise in 1955. One of the largest
evacuations in our history took place in 1961 as a result of hurricane Carla
where over 500,000 people were evacuated from the States of Texas and
Louisiana. Even though these are just a few examples, we consider that
large scale evacuations are indeed feasible, and are a viable option depending
on the constraints imposed by the actual conditions at the time of the
emergency.

We appreciate having this opportunity to respond to the concern of
Mr. McCollum and hope that this information will be of value to him.

Sincerely,

(signed) T. A. Rehm ,

William 7.'~Dircks
~

Executive Director for Operations
. .
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