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Attached is a copy of the Exercise Report oi the June 28-29, 1988, joint
exercise of the offsite radiological emergency preparedness plans for

the Seabrook Nuclear Power Station. The report dated September 1, 1988,
was prepared by Region I of the Federal Emergency Management /gency (FEMA).

As indicated in your memorandum of June 23, 1988, the Nuclear Regulatory
Cammission (NRC) agreed that the proposed Seabrook exercise objectives
as transmitted to you with my memorandum of June 22, 1988, were suffi-
cient to: 1) demonstrate the cap Wwilities of the States of New Hampshire
and Maine and the New Hampshire ‘ankee Offsite Response Organization

in a full-participation exercise; and, 2) constitute a "qualifying®
exercise under NRC's Rule 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix E, Section IV.F.l.

The State of Maine participated in the exercise. The State of New
Hampshire and eleven local cammunities within the plume erxposure emergency
planning zone (EP2) also participated in the exercise. New Hampshire, in
accordance with its plan, implemented State campensatory actions for the
six cawuni*ies within the plume EPZ which chose not to participate in
the exercise, In addition, the Cawonwealth of Mass chusetts and six
Majsachusetts cummunities within the plume EPI did pot partic.nate in

the exercise. The Seabrook Plan fo. Massachusetts Camunities (SPMC)
developec by New Hampshire Yunkee ['HY), was exercised by the NHY
Offsite Response Organization. T™e SPMC w's developed by NHY because

the Cormonwealth and local Mass. ' usetts cawn~ities are not partici-
pating in offsite radioclogical wiergency preparedness for Se\brook.
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The review and evaluation of the utility's offsite plans and preparedness
were performed using the criteria of NUREG-yS54/FOMA-REP-1, Rev. 1, Supn. 1
and the NRC assumptions upon which it is based, Those assumptions are that
in an actual radiological emergency, State and local officials that have
declined to participate in emergency planning will:

a., Exercise their Dest efforts to protect the health and safety
of the public;

b, Cooperate with the utility and follow the utility offsite plan;
and,

€. Have the resources sufficient to implement those portions of the
utility offsite plan where State and local response is necessary,

There were no deficiencies identified during the exercise; however,
areas requiring corrective actio were identified. The States of New
Hampshire and Maine, and New Hampshire .ankee have provided a schedule
of corrective artions, which are reflected in the report,

If you have any questions, please contact me at (46-2871.

Attachment
As Stated




