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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20555-0001

March 31, 1994

Docket No. 50-289

(10 CFR 2.206)

Mr. Robert Gary

Pennisylvania Institute for Clean Air
2211 Washington Avenue, #301

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Mr. Gary:

I am responding to a Petition dated July 10, 1992, that you submitted on
behalf of the Pennsylvania Institute for Clean Air (petitioner) to the
Chairman of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) pursuant to Section

2.206 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR 2.206).

The Petition alleced a number of deficiencios with offsite emergency planning
for the Three Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 1 (TMI-1) that in your view,
rendered evacuat on plants "essentially non-operational.” You requested that
after the Federa\ Emergency Management Agencv (FEMA) verified these
deficiencies, the NRC issue an order to thz GPU Nuclear Corporation (licensee)
to "power down" ThI-1 and not perrmit rower operations until the discrepancies
are corrected and a valid, work2ole emergency evacuation plan is in place.

Our office ackrowledged receipt »f your Petition by letter dated August 5,
1992, and indicated that we wouid respond in detail to the specific issues
raised by the Petition within a reasonable time. Because the issues elate to
offsite emergency planning, the NRC sought the assistance of FEMA to evaluate
your concerns. FEMA is the lead Federal agency for evaluating offsite
emergency planning and preparedness around commercial nuclear power plants.
Additional information th«t you submitted in subsequent correspondence to the
NRC was also forwarded to FEMA for consideration. In a letter to the NRC
dated December 16, 1993, FEMA submitted its findings on the issues that you
raised. The staff has completed its review of the issues, including a review
of FEMA’s findings, the comments you submitted on thcse findings in a letter
te the NRC dated January 6, 1994, and your presentation to the staff on
February 2, 1994. Final conclusions have been reached and are discussed in
the enclosed Director’s Decision.

For the reasons discussed in the Director’s Decision, the staff has concluded
that the offsite emergency response plans for TMI-1 continue to meet the
standards set forth in NRC regulations and that there is reasonable assurance
that adequate protective measures can and will be taken in the event of
radiological emergency at TMI-1. You have not provided a basis that would
warrant the suspension of operations at TMI-1 and, therefore, the Petition is
denied.
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Mr. Robert Gary -2 - March 31, 1994

As required by 10 CFR 2.206(c), a copy of the Director’s Decision will be
filed with the Secretary of the Commission for the Commission’s review. As
stated in 10 CFR 2.206(c), the Decision will become the final action of the
Commission 25 days after the date of issuance of the Decision unless the
Commission, on its own motion, institutes a review of the Decision within that
time. 1 have also enclosed a copy of the notice that is being filed with the
Office of the Federal Register for publication.

Although the concerns you raised did not warrant the action requested in the
Petition, your initiative has led to some improvements in the offsite
emergency response plans around the Tmi-1. We appreciate your interest in
emergency planning around TMI-1 and hope that the information provided is
useful to you.

Sincerely,

Criginal 8igned By
FILLTAX T, RUSSELL

William T. Russell, Director
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosures:
1. Director’s Decision 94-03

2. Federal Register Notice

cc w/enclosures:
See next page
*See grevious concurrence
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