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perfodic rather then continuous information or updates., In addition, the annue)
dissemination of besic emergency preperedness informetion will no longer be
provided under the DERP,

¢.6 Emergency Communications

The planning standard for promgt comeunications among response organizations fis
adequately addressed in the DERP

The Ticenser uses commercial telephones over dedicated microwave lines o8 the
primery communications 1ink between onsite and offsite, Severs) radio coumsuni-
catiuns systems are available in the TSC to communicate with designeted offsite
agencies. Two-way radios are used in-plent between the TSC end ineplent teams,
A Gat=""unics telephone paging system 1s o1so aveilable in<plant to Virk the
TSC, Ck and in-plant teams,

2.7 Public Educetion and Information

The planning standerd for public information 1s adequately addressed in the DERP
considering the permanent shutdown and partially defueled condition of FSV,

Under the DERP, the 1icensee will not disseminate emergency plenning informetion
in the five nile Emergency Planning Zone or maintein the emergency warning
system consisting ~f tone-alert radios and the Platteville siren,

2.6 Ermergency Fecilities and Equipment

The planning standerd for adequate emergency facilities and equipment to support
an emergency response effort is adequately addressed in the DERP considering the
shutdown and partislly defueled status of the FSV facility,

In the revised plan, offsite emergency response facilities have been deleted,
They include the Executive Command Post, Stete Emergency Operations Center,
Personne) Control Center, and Forward Command Post, The remaining emergercy
response facilitice are the TSC and the CR. Their ghysica] layout and cepabi«
1ity remains as before including personnel habitability,

2.9 pRecident Assessment

The planning stendard for methods, systems and equipment to be used in accident
essessment and radiological monitoring 1s adequately addressed in the DERP,

The onsite systems and equipment used for assessing the emergency situation
continues Lo be maintained and available for the proper assessment of an
emergency situation, Offsite radfological menitoring continues to be provided
by the Colorado State University under contiect to PSC,

2.10 Protective Reggon;e

The planning standard for protective actions is adequately addressed in the DERP
considering the reduced risk associeted with FSY partially defueled condition,
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In the early phase of the emergency, the Shift Supervisor os Emergency
Coordinator has the responsidbility to protect the station personnel, visitors
and eny contractors, Once the TSC 1s activeted, the TSC Director assumes
control of the emergency response organizaetion, Notification of the onsite
staff, accountability, classification and recommendations of protective actions
ére some of the protective response actions that cen be taken in the event of an
emergency. Based on the licensees and NRC accident analysis no offsite protece
tive actions for the public are required,

8,11 Rgdig\ggig;) Exposure Control

The planning standard requiring means to control the radiological exposure of
emergency workers 18 adequately addressed in the DERP,

The TSC Director 1s responsible for emergency team c:s!gnm&nts end may suthorize
emergency workers to receive doses in excess of 10 CFR Part 20 Yimits, This
suthorization to exceed 1imits would be made only after consultation with the
senfor HP representative in the TSC. A1) emergency workers will carry

su 1fereading dosimeters in sddition to film badges. Radiation Work Permits may
be required in radiologicel zontrol ereas.

2,12 Medica) end First Atd Support

The planning standard for medice) servives 15 adequetely addressed in the DERP,

First aid and other treatment aids ere located in severs) areas throughout the
plant, St, Luke's Hospital and/or North Colorado Medice) Center has committed
to assist FSY for more serfous injuries. Letters of agreement with these
support organizations are included in the plan,

2.13 Recovery and Reentry Planning

The planning standard for genera) plans for recovery and reentry s adequately
addressed in the DERP,

The DERP describes the recovery organization including the position/title of
esch of the key members, It also outlines & series of planning to€1cs a8
guidance during recovery operations, Measures to control personne) exposure
are 8150 addressed,

2,14 Exercises and Drills

The planning stendard for perfodic exercises end drills 1s adequately addressed
in the DERP considering the partially defueled conditior of FSV,

Annual exercises of the DERP will continue to be conducted, however, the
biennial full participation with State and local authorities will not be
performed.

2,15 Rediological Emergency Response Trafning

The standard for rediologica) response training 1s adequetely addressed in the
DERP,
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PSC maintains & training program to ensure that station personnel and participa-
ting agencies involved in emergency response are trained or retrained on an
annual basis, The training covers basic, as well as specialized trainin
including some cross-subject training to provide flexibility in staff utg11x¢-
tion, Other participating czencies include the Platteville Volunteer Fire
Department, the Weld County Ambulance Service, the Weld County Sheriff's
Department, and St. Luke's Hospital.

2,16 Plan ngologmcng and Review

The plenning standard for plan development and review 15 adequately addressed in
the DERP,

The DERP s reviewed and updated annually, The emergency response program is
independently audited annually and audit documentation 1s maintained for five
years,

2,0 ENVIKONMENTAL CONSIDERATICN

Pursvart to 10 CFR 51.21, 51.32, and 51.35, an environmenta) assessment and
finding of no significant impact has been prepared and published in the Federal
Register (55 FR 53215) on Dec, 27, 1990, The Commission determined that the
1!!uance of the exemption will not have & significant effect on the quelity of
the human environment,

4.0 CONCLUSIONS

The proposed FSV Defueling Emergency Response Plan has been reviewed by the NRC
staff against the acceptence criterfa included in 10 CFR 50.47(b), Apperdix £ to
10 CFR Part 50, and NUREG-0654 /FEMA-REP-1, Revison 1. The staff review took
into consideration the non-operating and partially defueled condition of the FSV

gIa?t including the negligible amount of decay heat being generated by the spent
u‘ .

Based on a review of PSC analysis of possible events at FSV, the staff concurs
with the analysis and concludes that there 1s no credible accident for FSV in
1ts partially defueled condition which could result in the release of radio-
active moterials to the environment in quantities that would require protective
actions for the public,

The staff concludes that the FSY DERP provides an adequate basis for an accept-
able state of emergency preparedness for FSV in 1te non-operating and partially
defueled condition, and provides reasonable assurance that adequate protective
measures cen and will be taken in the event of a radiclogical emergency at FSV,
1t is therefore concluded that FSV may cease all offsite emergency preparedness
activities, except to the extent discussed above, and implement the DERP ugon
granting of the proposed exemption from the requirements of 10 CFR 50.54(q).
This determination applies only to FSV in its partially defueled condition and
1s not considered to be an irreversible step toward decommissioning in that
emergency preparedness can be reestablished if required.
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The staff has also concluded, besed on the considerations discussed above, that
pursuant to 10 CFR §0.12, (l’ the exemption requested by the licensee's letter
dated June 15, 1990, 1s authorized by law, will not present an undue risk to the
public health and safety, and 15 consistent with the common defense and security,
and (2) specta)l circumstance 1s present as described in 10 CFR 50,12(a)(2)(11).
Therefore, the proposed exemption may be granted,

Dated: December 31, 1990

Principal Contributors: L., Cohen
P, Erickson



