UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WAGHINGTON, 2, C. 20855

SEP 17 Isay

Jorket No. 50-344

Mr. C. Goodwin, Jr.

Assistant Vice President

Thermal Plant Operations aad Maintenance
Portland General £lectric Company

121 S.X. Salmon Street

Portland, Oregon 97204

Oear Mr. Gooagwin:

Tne staff has completed its review of the Trojan Radiological Emergency Plan,
M2y 1980. As you are awars, new acceptances criteria for evaluating licensee,
State and local emergency plans have been jointly deveicped by NRC and FEMA.
These criteria are contained in NUREG-0654, "Criteria for Preparation and
Svaluation of Radiological Emergency Response Plans and Preparedness in Supoore
cf Nuclear Power Plants”. Accordingly, your smercenCy olan was reviewed against
the provisions ccntained in that document. Our review icertified adgitional
information and commitments thas are reguirec before we are ahle %o cenclude
that your emgrgency preparadness program is acceptable.

ncloszc are the staff comments generated as 2 result of our review and the
July 28, 1930, site visit. Your emergency plan should be revised tc address

these comments anc a revision should be submitted to us within 80 days.

Sincerely,

/") g
eI L
Calue i
obert A. Clark, Chief
Operating xeactors Zranch #3
Civisien of Licensing
inciosure: Staff Comments

Cc w/enclosure: See next page
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‘Mr. Charles Goodwin, Jr.
Poertland General Electric Comoany

cc:

¥r. J. W. Durham, Esquire

Vice Presicent and Corporate Counsel
Fortland General Electric Company
121 S.W. Seimon Street

Pertland, Oregon 57204

Columbia County Courthouse
Law Library, Circuit Court Reom
t. He ens, Oregen 97301

chae] M2lmros, Resident
U. S \.c1=ar Regulatory

[nspector
Cormission

T ojen Nucl ear Plant

« 0. Box

a infer, urecon 87043
Robert M. Hunt, Chairman
Boars ¢f Counmty Cormissionars
Columbia County
St. Helens, Oregon 87051
Director, Technical Assessment Civision
0ffice cf Regiasion Programs nn-4.9}
U. S. Snvironmental Protection Agency
Cryszal Mall #2
Arlington, Virginia 20450

U. S. tnvironmental Protecticn Agency
Region X QOffice

ATTN: EIS COORDINATOR

1200 6%h Avenue
Seastle, Washington 98101

Donald W. Godard, Sumervisecr
Siting and Regulation

Oregon Department of Erergy
Labor and Industries Suilding
room 111

Saiem, Oregon §7210



Enclosure

REVIEW CUMMENTS - TROJAN RADIOLOGICAL EMERGENCY PLAN

Docket No. 50-344

The following staff comments and requests for clarification require resolution:

Chapter 1!, Overview of Manual

Seciion Fage Comment
s 1.6-8 Revise to indicate tha: NRC

inspectors are to be provided by

*Pe regional office.

PO i T4 -¢¥Tribe the previcions for a

2:12722" Lo assure there is a
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y for 15 minutes
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attivation of the alerting
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the capadilities of the
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system in terms of cesigr
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parameters.



Section Page Comment

How was it assured that KEX
(1180 AM) can be received (day &

night throughcut the plume EPZ)?

11.0 1:11-1 The provisions for public

information must include:

3 infgrmasisn availagle for
reacy reference during an
emergens)

2. infermstior for transie~ts
(e.g., bozte~s, hotels!

3 The action which parents
are t¢c take if chilcren
are at schoo!

Indicate when tne initial pudlic

egucation brechure will be

SUCTILlES 1o the hRC

Tacies 1:8<2, 3, " Provice fer clcseouts

<3 ritten & verse') in accorgance
wis= “_:‘:..—‘*:" .:"“\.' ce € m -



Section Page Comment

prompt (2 hours not acceptable)
notification of offsite officials

of unusual events.

Appendix 1-A Revise to indicate that
recommendation of plume pro-
tective actions bevend 10 miles
mz2y be required.

Tetle 1:A-] of : . .
— scw will failure of containment

to isolate be detecteZ? If gut-
side monitoring is to be performe?
st3te the criterie uses to dis-
patch the monitering individuals

(ses Comment on Seztion 6.2.2.1,1),

How will release duraticn (long-

or short-term) be cetermined?

1 S - - - - " % "
Cleariy incicate that "shelter

agciies to entire piume EPZ.

why is evacuation phase bases on

< - &
wing cirection?



Section

Comments

How were the shelter factors

of local buildings considered?

How will evacuation time
estimates be used and when . i11
the time estimates be

incorporated into the plan?

An implementation schedule for

iren system must De provided

vha

wr

9 include sstimates:

Y

Cad
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order date,

celivery date,

o

3. installation date, and

s test date.



Section

Comment

Chapter 2, PGE Radiological Emergency Response Plan for the Trojan Nuclear Plant

o

What is the basis for the
assumptions used in the calcula-
ticn of jodine doses? How will
the iodine levels be confirmed
guring an event? (See Comments

on Section €.2.2.1.1.)

Incicate that an emergency will

te ceclared if 2 condition exists
that corresponds tc the NURZG-0610
class descripticn even if an AL
has not beer established for that
specific conditicn. This could be
accomplished by adcressing the fol-

Towing NURZG-0610 example initiasing
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Alert #£2, and
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Section

-4
o

éble 2:4,1-1

Comment

Oescribe how the submitted EALs
are being revised and improved
and specify when they will be
resubmittec to the '2C,

Cesz=ibe =2 %he EAL: and their

“w

recegnition will be incorporated

into plant procedures.

Ingicats a"x tre Londisien 11 a1

11 occur=ences analyZed in the

P T
nos spacitically coversel

F34% ar

o

the EALs,

How were NURIG-081C Unusual E.ent, Example

b ]

Initiating Conditions 2, 11, 13 and 15

adcressed?
How w@§ honIl<0310, Alert
Congisicn #.2 gdzrasses
How was U323+ 2%10, Size

Crandisijmn 277 3mdpascpi
~ ags

Ve wisle T Sewe S2o0Fe

N

or



Section Page Comment

Why is 30 minutes specified for
conditions 5 and 6 vs. 15 minutes

as specified in NUREG 0610?

Table 2:4.1-4 Conzition 1 - Include results of

field menitoring.

5.2.2.5 :3.2537 Clarify who will recommend
protective measures (ECC or
Emergency Coorcinator in TSC)
once the TSC and ECC have heen
activated,

£.2.3(6.4.1.1) 2:5.2-24 Make provision to assure thas

plant evacuess will not pe
requirec to wait at the £CC for
an excessive amount of time
before monitoring and cecon-
taminaticn during the backshift.

Igertify the provisions fer

“on
L)
~
w
e
'
=
‘
L

health pnvsics
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6.2.2.1.1 Table 2:5.2-1 2:6.2-3

O

Comment

“ow will it be determined when
the following personnel actions
(tasks), required immediately teo
classify an event as part of

the EALs, will de performec?

4

- tak’ﬂg Teasyu=ementc c,‘::s:de

containment,

Z. determiration of iccéfé
fraction in a release.

- ‘_lx (e Ct v:_!:o Sa_:.es
anc

4 exclusien :cug:apy

monitoring.

Assure that there zres adezuztie
qualified personnel availasle
during the balksrift tc perform

the above tasks in 2 timely

marner, Aevise Tasle 2:5.2s°
- n ] .."I' rfrpm *mge o
.O S-CW wWhe wl . ;- "aan 2931
tasks during the Sacughi®:



Section Page Comment

What assumptions will be used
concerning the jodine levels if
gress containment radiation
Tevels and leak rates are ysed

to project offsite doses.

s.c.2.1.2 2:8.2-4 Savice the methold of deter~iring
meteorological parameters to

reoresent current ¢onditions.

€.a.¢.3.2 2:€.2-% RE&visé 7@ mEInCC uses, if
metsi~clogica’ inetrumenis are
ia2zerable, tc be more repre-
serntative of current conciticns

6e.4:-5.3 88, 2.2.1.4 2:8.2-587 Provice tne assumptions uses %o
deveicy the equations specifiec.

.5.6.4.9 2:8.2-3 Revise the system outlined ¢o
es°7T2%e Zloses insize the exzlusier
are: sc that it will nge reguls in

O
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Section Page Comrent

6:4.1.1 2:6.4-1 Provide the capadbility for
personnel aczounting within
30 minutes ¢ declaration of the
emergency. Nescribe the
provisicns for continuing

accountability.

6.4.1.2 2:6.4-1 Provice for evacuation of
nonessential perscnnel from
exclusicn area upon ceclaration

of a "site” cr "genera, "

£.4.3.2 2:6.8-3 Provisions o ¢i-ect evacues: &~
offsite monitering points (i<
necessa~y) must te providec.

€.5.1 2:6,5+1 Clarify how the tota! dose
received &y slant personne) g--
nen=giant perscnnel will be
recorgec

£.8.2 2:5.5%5.3 ne seconc OIS 1818 sertence

-
L



Section

~

B g

Comment

will be taken by the Radiation
Protection Emergency Team. With
respect to action Nos. 2 and 2,
how can the Team request tne Leanm

tC survey

the patient or direct

the team to decontaminate?

A% the top of this pace it states
that curing the time required to
set uc the alternate ECL, the

Marager, Oparations and Mainte-

& 2%, &33uT%s Lhe réci oF
imergency Cosrdinator ire
€825 SF NS raniieanany i ece
clear tecause both the Plant
Gere-al *anager, whs is usualiy
tte Emergency Cocrdinster, ang

32°e3Ts 2 D2 no longer necessar:
Seétiuss ¢ the essaz’lishmerc o°



Section Page Comment

temporarily transfer the duties
and responsibilities of the ECC
during the mcve tc an alternate
ECC site. The plan does not
presently provide for such

transfer,

7.2.4 2:7.1-2 Soecify the expected travel time
between the interium TSC and
control room.

£.1.7 2:7.1-4 How will the Il receive the
meteoroiogical cata reguirec to
perfcerm its functions?

7.2 Lo Specify the range of the field
monitoring tear racdios.

Fode 3.l &:7.3%1 wrere do instruments on the 32 €+
tower digalayw?

- - - &:7.5=7 Faciiities anc rescorse tipes 7:-

an alternative lacoratory to

anaiyze samcles containing large

-n



Section Page

Table 2:7.3-9
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Aczengix A
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Commert
| —— .

amounts of activity (primary

water samples) must be specified.

An instrument for use in very
high radiation field should be

assigned to the rescue tes~/g),

Describe how personne! will

demonsirate the adbility to

An annuz’l test of tae puzlic

waraing sysiem nust de provided.

The raciological monitering dril)

must De revised to inciugs

“w

ccllecticn of al! samole media.

Yame? - ~ «
2C2i glvernments and Cosst Guard
- < - . -

mas8C D¢ revised to endcrse the

.
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whnern rguisel asrssmenie ans
ra CaS goRen awn Yas e «’smas
z sRe J.8.8 Qliw --- - la 3
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Section Page Comment

Appendix C Procedures do not need to be
included if described and the
relationship between the plan and

procedure specified.

GCenera) The plan submitted to the NRC
should not include specific
individuals' names or phone

numbers.

Provide an updated submitta)
schecule for those items not

contained in the Mayv 1687 gdrafs.
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F 2, UNITED STATES
ik NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION ok 40 d
z WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555
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September 8, 1980

Docket No. 50-344

Lr{s‘?o
MEMORANDUM FOR: Robert A. Clark, Chief# 4
Operating Reactors Branch #3
Division of Licensing

FROM: Frank G. Pagano, Chief
Emergency Preparedness Licensing Branch

SUBJECT: TRANSMITTAL OF TROJAN QUESTIONS ON EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS

We have completed our initial review of the May 1980 version of the Trojan
Nuclear Plant Radiological Emergency Plan. The plan was reviewed against
the provisions and guidance contained in NUREG-0654, “Criteria for Prepara-
tion and Evaluation of Radiological Emergency Response Plans and Prepared-
ness in Support of Nuclear Power Plants". However, satisfactory responses
to the attached issues must be obtained before we can make a final con-
clusion as to the acceptability of the plan. We suggest trat a forwarding
letter similar to the ‘raft attached be used. The questions should be
transmitted to the applicant in their entirety.

Should you or the applicant have any agrestions, please feel free to contact
Mr. Tom McKenna (492-7939) of my bra:ch.

L, - S
-
#rank G. Pagan jef

Emergency Pr edness Licensing Branch



