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In the Matter of Docket No. 50-361-0L
50-362-0L
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPAN',
ET AL. (ASLBP No. 87-538-06-"LR)

(San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station,

Units 2 and 3) May 9, 1988

(Resolving Remandodg;%%§cal Services Issue)

The Board has reviewed and considered the Interim Findings issued
by FEMA on or about November 19, 1987, Said findings evaluated medica)
arrangements at San Onofre 2 and 3 in conformance with FEMA guidance set
forth in Guidance Memorandum MS-1, Medical Services. The Board has also
considered the tindings of reasonable assurance of adequate safety set
forth in NRC Staff Memorandum of November 19, 1987 issued by the
Director, Division cf Radiation Protection and Emergency Preparedness,
0ffice of Nuclear Reactor Pegulation. Finally, the Board has considernd
and approved the Stipulation (the attached copy excludes the parties’
proposed order) of the parties, including Intervenor GUARD, wherein
GLARD declines to request a hearing following the Commission's Remand

Order of September 12, 1986,
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FINDINGS OF FACT

On the basis of the foregoing, this Board finds that:

The purposes of the Conmission's Remand Order have been
fulfilled and further proceedings on the medical services issue are not
necessary; and

(2) Based or the Board's review of Licensee's submittals and the

&) vy

evaluations of FEMA and NRC Staff, the Licensees have satisfied the

requirements of 10 C.f 5C. 12) and there exists reasonable

assurance that, with respect to emergency medical arrangements, adequate
protective measures to protect the public in the event of a radiological

-

emergency at San Onofre 2 and 5 have been taken.
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measures to protect the pudlic in the event of a radiological emergency

at San Onofre 2 and 2 have Leen taken,
THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING ROARD
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ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland
this 9th day of May, 1988.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMFANY, et al.
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STIPULATION ANB=PROPOSED-ORDER NI
REMAND OF MEDICAL SERVICES ISSUE

DAVID R. PICOTT

CATHERINE K. O'CONNELL

ORRICK, HERRINCTON & SUTCLIFFE
600 Montgomery Street

San Francisco, California 94111
Telephone: (415) 392-1122

CHARLES P. KOCHER

JAMES A. BEOLETTO

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMPANY

P.O. Box 800

2244 Walnut GCrove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone: (818) 302-1212

Attorneys for Licensees

Southern California Edison
Company,

San Diego GCas & Electric Company

City of Anaheim, California and

City of Riverside, California

Dated: March 22, 1988
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STIFULATION AND=PROPOSED:=ORTER RE
REMAND OF MEDICAL SERVICES ISSUE
1. BACKSROUND

During the course of the operating license
proceeding for the above-capticned power plant, San Onofre
Nuclear Cenerating Station, Units I! and I!!! (San Onofre 24&3)
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (Commission) was called upeon
to interpret 10 C.F.R. S0.47(b)(12) relating to arrangemerts
for medical services as applied to individuals, including
members of the general public. In CLI-83-10, 17 N.R.C. 528
(1983) the Commission determined that the "arrangements .
for redical services”" requirement was satisfied by the
development of an inventory of medical facilities available in
the area of the plant. In CUARD v. NRC, 753 F.2d 1144 (D.C.
Cir. 1985) the court found the Commission's interpretation of
the regulation was not reascnable and remanded tr<~ iscue to
the Commission for further proceedings.

The Commission, in turn, issued its Remand Order of
September 12, 1986, turning the preceeding to this Ateomic
Safety and Licensing Board (Board). The Commission directed
further proceedings be held once the NRC Staff had developed a
detailed generic guidance with respect to 10 C.F.R.
50.47(k)(12).

Subseguent to the Commission's Remand Order of

September 12, 1986, the Federal Emergency Management Agency

(FEMA), in coordination with the NRC sStaff issued Cuidance
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Memorandum MS-1l, Medical Scrvices (MS-1). That document
provided interpretation and clarification ¢of requirements
contained in 10 C.F.R. 50.47(b)(12) and the then existing
associated guidance found in NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1, revision 1
relating to medicel services for members of the general public
in the event of an emergency.

On January 13, 1987 the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board 1ssued i1ts Order reguiring Licensees to submit their
showing of implementation of the upgrided emergency medical
requirements to the Board, parties and FEMA by July 1, 1987.

On or about June 29, 1987 there was submitted to the
Board and served on all parties "Licensees' Submittal re
Emergency Medical Services (10 C.F.R. 850.47(b)(12)".

Subsequently, on or about November 19, 1987 FEMA
issued its Inter:m Finding which reviewed Licensees'
implementation of MS-l at San Onofre 2 & 3. The FEMA
conclusion stated

"There is reasonable assurance that the plans

for medical services for members of the general

public whe may be contaminated/injured as a

result of a radiological emergency at the San

Onef.e Nuclear Cenerating Station are adéguate

ars can be implemented as demonstrated in the

exercise. ”

In a memorandum of November 19, 1987 by Frank J.
Congel, Directer, Division of Radiaticn Frotection and
Emergency Preparedness, Office of Nuclear FReactor Regulation,
the NRC Staff issued i1ts finding that " . . . regarding

offsite medical services at San Onofre, the Staff finds that
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there i1s reascnablile assurance that adegquate protective
measures can and will be taken in the event of a radioclogical
emergency.”

The FEMA and NRC Staff evaluations were distributed
to the Board and all parties by letter to the Board of
November 23, 1987 from Benjamin H. Vogler, Senior Supervisory
Trial Attorney within the Commission.

On December 12, 1987 the Board conducted a telephone
conference with all pacties, specifically including the
attorney for Intervenor CUARD, Charles E. McClung, Jr.

Mr. McClung advised the Board that based on
Licensees' submittal and the results of NRC Staff and FEMA
appraisals, Intervencrs do not desire to raise any further
issues with respect to Licensees' compliance with 10 CFR
50.47(k)(12).

I1. STIFULATICN

Based on the foregoing facts, it is hereby
stipulated, by and between the parties hereto, through their
respective undersigned attorneys, that:

1. The Parties hereto have reviewid the relevant
documentation submitted on this record concerning Licensees'
compliance with 10 CFR 50.47(b)(12) including Licensees'
submittal of June 29, 1987 and FEMA's Interim Finding of

November 19, 1987,
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2. Intervenors GUARD, et al. do not reguest a
hearing on the issue of whether Licensees have met the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.47(b)(32).

3. The Board may issue its decision on whether
Licensees have complied with 10 CFR 50.47(b)(12) based on the
existing record, including prior submittals of Licensees and
NRC Staff /FEMA.

Dated: M 2y ¥ DAVID R. PIGOTT
. CATHERINE K. O'CONNELL
ORRICK, HERRINGCTON & SUTCLIFFE

600 Mor*gomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94111

CHARLES R. KOCHER

JAMES A. BEOLETTO

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
COMFPANY

P.O. Box 800

2244 wWalnut Crove Avenue

Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone: (818) 302-1212

/] s,
By: f\;MP‘/ ‘ M
David R. Pigalt

Attorney for Licensees
Southern Cali‘ornia Edison Company
San Diego Cas & Electric Compan)
City of Anaheim, California
City of Riverside, California

Dated: 7)/4‘?44( JL'_/7” NUCLEAR RECULATORY

COMMISSION STAFF

@q{ow% -1/ %LJ;L._.___[_

Berjamin H. vghler
Senior Supervisory Trlial Attorrey
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CHARLES E. McCLUNG, JR.
FLEMING, ANDERSON, Mc::..'rw & FINCH
24012 Calle de la Plata, Suite 330
Laguna Hills, CA 92653

Clet 5 M/Q

Charles .McClur Jr
Attorney for Interv
CUARD, et al




