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November 15, 1988

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chairman Zech
Commissioner Roberts
Commissioner Carr

Commissioner Rogers

Commissioner Curtiss

FROM: Victor Stello, Jr., Executive Director
for Operations :

PILGRIM STATUS UPDATE

SUBJECT:

At the October 14, 19EE, Commission Meeting to discuss the Pilgrim Nuclear
Power Statfon, the staff committed toc continue to assess progress, particu-
larly in the area of emergency preparedness,

Subsequent to the meeting, the Commission has received statements from various
officifals that the staff wee not accurate regarding fts factusl represente-
tions on the status cf emergency prenaredness and that the staff had not met
with local officiele to obtain their emergercy preparedness concerrs. Enclo-
sures 1 and ? respond to these statements, Enclosure 1 s the October 14,
1988, meeting transcript pages "£-104 annotated with the clarifying remarks !
provided to the Commission on October 21, 1988 and footnotes to provide the
basis for factual infcrmation, not already supported., Enclosure 2 1dertifies
meetings where the staff and state, local officials, and/cr members of the
public were present anc at which emergency preparedness fssues were raised,
Meeting participarts and the subjects discussed are also fdentified.

In order to continue to assess progress and further ersure that the factuas!
basis cn which the staff relied irn making its recormendation was accurate,

the staff met with each of the EFZ community Civil Deferse Directors ard again
toured the local beaches this time with the responsible local official.
Enclosure 3 summarizes the staff's findings and attaches each meeting summary.
Each official has verified the accuracy of the staff's respective meeting
summary. The Commonwealth was notified regarding these meetings and had an
observer present at several of the meetings. The Commerweslth did not desire
a one-to-one technical meeting with the staff,

The staff is not aware of any rew information related to emergency
preparedness which would change 1ts recormendation ro?arding omvission
approval of a controlled and phased startup of the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Plant
over the next 4.0 months, The staff has evaluated progress for each of the
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deficier areas identified by FEMA in their self-initiatea review ang
concluce: that substantia] and significant progress has been made anc is
continuing.,

As of November 7, 198b, all restart open items are resolved and the plant s
physically ready for restart with one exception related to recently identified
loose anchor bolts for containment penetration pipe supports. The licensee is
continuing its evaluation of this problem and has indicated that they would not
restart until it is satisfactorily resolved. NRC Reqioi ! staff will indepen~
dently review this issue prior to Regional Administrator release from the first
NRC holdpoint (rod withdrawal for criticality) in the power ascension program
subject to Commission authorization to restart.

The staff's review ¢f tne Barry Report is being transmitted concurrently, Qur
review of the report has no: identified anything that would chaige the recom-

mendation,
> " -
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the off-site plans, and the NRC staff has observed the
demonstration of some key elements of the plans. We’ll discuss
those details in a mc2ent. Bouton Bdison, as you heard, has
spent $10 million already on improvements to the plans and
facilities in the local communities. They intend to spend
about $5 million more.

Nonetheless, wve recognize that there is more vork
that needs to be done before we can receive a FEMA finding of
adequacy. In some cases, Massachusetts wants to go beyond NRC
requirements. We don’t object to that, of course, but it does
delay the state in finalizing the plans. The next steps are
that the state will have to submit final plans to FEMA., FEMA
Bust review them and approve ther and schedule an exercise,.

The state and the licensee and FEMA and the NRC then
pust conduct the exercise. If there are any deficiencies, they
rust be corrected. Finally, we would get a formal report from
FEMA to the NRC of the finding of adeguacy. We escimate that it
wvould take about six months after Massachusetts submits the
final plans before we could receive such a formal FEMA finding.

In the meantime, the staff believes that we have
sufficient information to come to our ow: conclusions
concerning the significance of the outstanding issues, pending
completion of the formal FEMA process. The last full exercise,
as I mentioned, was in 1985. We have issued an exemption to

the regulation requiring a full participation exercise every




twl ‘ears.

Of course, ve cannct schedule an exercise until the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts submits revised plans to FEMA,
Ron Bellamy will now summarize the improvements that have been
made in the plans and the NRC observations of these
improvenments.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Thanxkx you very much. You w2,
proceed,

MR. BELLAMY: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am the
regional branch chief with the responsibility for the revies of
emergency preparedness issues. Next month will complete six
years that I have been charged with that responsibility. 1If
you’ll turn to the next slide, the next slide will discuss the
status of emergency preparedness.

(Slide, )

MR. BELLAMY: Although emergency preparedness was not
an issue of the Pilgrim plant shutdown in April, 1986, the NRC

staff has continuously monitored the status of emergency

preparedness. [ The Federal Emergency Management Agency begar

their selt-initiated reviev in September of 1986, due to a lack
of progress tovard resolution of doculon{jboncorns.f:The FEMA

self-initiated reviev was issued in August 1987, and identified
six specific issues: [ the lack of evacuation plans for certain

pudblic and private schools and daycare centers; the lack cf a

reception center for people evacuating to the North; the lack
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of identifiable shelters for the beach population; inadequate
planning for the evacuation of the special needs population;
inadegquate planning for the evacuation of the transportation
dependent population and an overall lack of progress and
planning and apparent diminution in emergency propurcdnocsiz

[This report was iamediately transmitted to the Boston
Edison Company by the outl]'?lnd a lwritten plan for resoclution
was received by the staff on September 17, 1“7.]4[31006 on
these FEMA identified deficiencies, FEMA in its report,
vithdrew its interim finding of ad.quacy for cff-site emergency
preparedness and concluded that there was no longer adequate
assurance that public health end safety could be prctoctod-]s
(This previous finding of adequacy was based on plans and
procodures being in place, and demonstration of the
implenertation during full-scale oxcrcilcs.fe

. n order to assess progress, the NRC ste!f has
revieved local plans and prccedures, discussed the issues with
FEMA Region I staff, Commonwvealth officials, local towr
enmergency planning officials. local residents, and Bosten
Edieon rcprountntivu.]?[\l; have attended numerous public
meetings in the area and have toured the area, with special
exphasis on the beaches and the local emergency operating
centers.)’

Tonsiderable progress tovard resolution of the issues

pertaining to the schools and daycare centers, the special



10

11

12

i3

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

2]

24

25

81l

needs population and the transportation dependent population is
evidenced by the rdrafts of plans and implementing procedures
that have been prepared. Draft plans for all five communities
with‘n che ten-mile e«mergency planning zone, as vell as plans
for the two reception communities have been sent t6 the
Commonwealth and from the Commonwealth to FEMA for a technical
review,

Irplementing procedures for three of the EPZ
comrunities and the twvo reception communities have also been
forvarded to the Commonwealth and of these, the procedures for
one of the EPZ comzunities and the two reception communities
have been forwvarded to FEMA for a technical review. The
Massachusetts Civil Defense Agency Area II Plan, which covers
the area around Pilgrim, has been sent to FEMA for technical
review and work is progrecsing on the Commonwealth statewide
plans and procadurch9

(It is noted that the statewide plans and procedures
vere denmonstrated at full-scale cxorciuiit Yankee lov: in
April, 1988, and at Vermont Yankee in August, lQllﬂquho
progress in generating revised plans and procedures is due to
the efforts of local officials, including Selec'.men, town
ranagers, civ!l defense directors, police chiefs, fire chiefs,
department of ;:::;;:;:; officials, school adrministrators,

nursing home administrators, hospital administrators, day care

center administrators, harbor masters, owners of private
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buildings identified for use as shelters and members of the
general ,ublic Qorkinq in concert with licensee employees.

As such, these individuals are thoroughly familiar
with the contents of these documents and could implement th;so

plans and procedures if necessary. [There are five procedures
Dunbury

L7!01' tve EPZ communities for Plymouth and Buekebersy that,

although propcrod&havo not yet been approved by the local
officials for forwarding to the Commonwealth for technical

revindll Xas alveads discomssd
A

[Although in draft, the revised plans and procedures

are in sufficiently final form that a training program,
approved by the Commonwealth, is being conductodJlfrho NRC
staff has audited this training program, including the
individual lesscn plans and staff from both Region I and NRR
have observed the training of bus and ambulance drivers fron
companies providing transportation for school and daycare
centers, the special needs population, and the transportation-
dependent persons.

This training includes use of route maps and travel
on the actua. routes to be used in an emergency. The staff has
audited six different training sessions and vitnessed
implementation of the training for approximately 50
transportation providers, which is 25 percent of that training
that has already been conducted.)  These limited demonstrations

provide the staff with the basis to conclude that significant
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progress has been made in improving the emergency plars and
procedures toi schools and daycare centers and for the special
nends and transportation-dependent populations in the emergency
planning zone.

[Regarding lack of a reception center for pecple
evacuating to the north, the Commonwealth has tentatively
designated a state-run facility in Wellsley as a northern
receptiol center and has conducted a feasibility study that
indicates the facility is feasible for use as a reception
contoriliboston Edison has performed an analysis which
concludes that the two reception centers that are presently in
existence at Taunton and Bridgewater, with appropriate
renovations and additional equipment, have the capability to
support an evacuation from the emergency planning zone, yet
they are supporting the po.antial for a third contor.]15

The Bridgewater State College facility is capable of
serving as a location for evacuees from the emergency planning
tone to assemble and lacks improvements ;;4 hardvare for
monitoring of radicactive material to be able to monitor the 20
percent of those arriving at the reception center within 12
houres. These modifications could be completed in a short
timefrare, and by a short timeframe I mean approximately one
ponth after approval by the Commonwealth.

The reception center at the Taunton State Hospital is

an existing structure that needs modifications including

R N Y e R
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monitoring equipment that would take three to four months to
complete aftcr.opproval by the Commonwealth. [The Taunton Civil
Defense Director has documented his belief that he would use
portions of the facility in an emergercy, even if the
renovations wvere not complete and he also stated that there are
no outstanding program issues that wvould interfere with
implementation of workable plans and procoduroa.lle

(Regarding a lack of identifiable beach shalters for
the beach population, Boston Edison corpleted @& shelter aurvoy]17
and [developed a shelter implementation program, including
shelter identification, letters of agreement vith the providers
and shelter prccodurchlfrtnA'- position, which the KRC stalf
supports, is that a range of protective actions are regquired
and that sheltering is only one protective acticn to be
considered and is not, in and of itself, @ requirement,

Therefore, FEMA has removed this issue ar a ccmc:o:-n.Ji9
Nonetheless, a shelter program for the beach population is
continulnq.jafho datiziency regarding an overall lack of
progress and support in emergency preparedness is being
resclved by tlie progress teing made {n correcting the other
specific FEMA-identified {ssues, incluZing the development of
revised state plans.

1'd like to quickly summavize the {nformaticn aiready

provided for the FEMA self-initisted deficiencies and the sub-

{ssues. The next slide.
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|élide.)

MR. BELLAMY: The next slide shows the status for
resclution of a school c¢hildren concern and the third reception
center, and I have hard copies of this slide if you'd like to
see then.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Yes. You’d .etter give us copies of
to explain it. Do you have that passed out for the audience or
not'

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Chairman, this is an abbreviated
fore of the materials that were available in the room when
people came in. It was in the memorandum that the staff has
forvarded to you.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Well, explain it first.

MR, BELLAMY: This first slide shows the status for
vesolution of the school children concern and the third
reception center. It is evident that the tequired information
has been included in the draft plans and procedures and that
spproval by the Commonwealth is still reguired for other
issues,

py complete on this slide, I mean that if the
{infermati. - .as supposed to be included in the plans and
procedures, it is now in those draft plans and procedures.

(Slide.)

MR. BELLAMY: The next slide shows the status of

resolution for the beach sheltering issue and the concerns with
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the mobility lmpaired. The shelter program is cngoing, even
though vholtorinq is not specifically required. The
information has, again, been provided in the &' ift plans and
procedures.

(Slide.)

MR. BELLAMY: The naxt slide shows the _.atus for the
concerns for the transportatica-dependent population and the
overall lack of progress. Once again, information has been
included in the draft plans and procedures with, anain, cer*sin
issues needing approval by the Commonwealth.

In conclusion, the NRC reviev of the status of
emergency preparedness of Pilgrim indicates tha® while all
tasks have not been completed, progress is being made toward
resols ing the issues /dentified by FEMA in their August 1987
repcct. In particular, siygnificant progress has been made in
isproving the emergency plans and procedures for schools and
daycare centers and for the special needs and transportation-
dependent populatisns in the emergency planning zone.

The developmant of these plans and procedures, in
conjunction with the training progranm directed toward the
transportatior providers responsible for evacuating school
children and the special needs and transportation-dependent
populations, indicates that the of f~site respons . ulans include
peasure: to protect these Groups.

The NRC staf! will continue o assess the pro, "ess
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peing made for fully resolving the PEMA-idantified issues in
off-site emergency preparedness.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Thank you very puch.

MR. MURLEY: Our tindings then on emergency
preparedness at Pilgrim are the folloving. rirst, based on
several previous successful exercises at Pilgrim over the yi
vhere FEMA has tound the plans to be adequate, the
{nfrastructure to handle emergency preparedness is still
largely in place. Most of the local {ndividuals vho would
part in emergency actions, that is civil defense authoritie
pelice authorities, school authorities, have been working
closely with Boston gdison in developing the revised plans,
Dr. Bellary described.

Therefore, it is logical to conclude that those
individuals can and would implement the revised plans, eve
though the plans are still in draft and even though there
not been a full scale exercise with the revised plans. (<}
six major deficiencies tdentified by FEMA, the NRC staff !
revieved improvements in the plans and observed some
demonstrations of these jmprovements and we have conclude
sdequate progress has been made on the deficiencirs.

Based on successful exercises at Yankee Rowe ar
Vermont Yankee within the past year, the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts has demonstrated cnpubility to manage an

emergency at the stace level. pased oa the tindings abo
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then, we believe there is reasons/>le assurance that even with
the lack of a recent exercise adeguate protective actions can
and will be taken in the event of an emergency tt the Pilgrir
Plant.

Furthermore, ve expect that tha status of emergency
preparedness will continue to improve in the coming wveeks as
Mrssachusetts and local officials continue to i1inalize thu
plane in preparation for a full scale axercise. In summary
then, our overall conclusions with regard to Pilgrim are that
the staff believes the Pilgrim Plant is substantially safer
today than at the time of the shutdown in April of 198s.

There are pore licensed operators and they are better
trained, a greater depth of management experience. There are
improved emergency operating procedures in place. There are
improved safety attitudes among the plant workers. There are
irproved ccnditions of plant equipment and there have been
safety enhancerment improvements made. We further believe that
eme:  ency preparedness is in better shape today than it was in
April 1986,

We believe that the Pillgrinm Plant i{s ready to restart
and can and will be operated safely. We also believe, however,
that there must be continued progress in finalizing the
resolution of outstanding emergency prepar~dness issues. In
light of the extenled shutdown ct-‘to-plnnt. ve will closely

observe the plant and the operating staff performance as vell
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as the expected continuing progress in emergency planning tec
assure ourselves that our findings resain valid.
MR. STELLO: We are through, Mr. Chairman,
CHAIRMAN ZECH: All right, thank you very much.
Questions from my fellow Commissioners? Comaissiomer Roberts?
COMMI: . SIONER ROBERTS: Two quick ones. The increased

NRC ciersight, {f I’ve got the numbers the right, an average

plan would be 2,500 to 3,000 up to 11,000, vhere is that conming

from, out of Region I or from Weshington?

MR, RUSSELL: It has principally thus far come fronr
Rejion I, although we have had substantial support from NRR and
also ve have had commitments from NRR to provide additional
support from both NRR and/or the other regions to support the
augmented inspection activities during pover ascension.

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Second question. 1Is Plligrir
the only Mark I BWR to affect the torus venting?

MR. RUSSELL: No, sir. There are other facilities
which ' ve that capability, but not hardened. That has been in
existence since Revision 2 of the Emergency Operating
Procedures for General Electric and the change in this instance
is piping systems which are designed to handle the elevated
pressure rather than using installed duct work associated with
standb; gas treatment systams, wvhich would likely fail unde:
the increased pressures. Nine Mile Point 1, for example, has 2

hasdened vent that is similar. Paach Bottor has a venting




10

11

12

13

14

1%

1€

17

18

1s

20

21

22

2]

4

25

$0
capability. BSome vent paths are capable of handling the higher
pressures.

This is one that is designed specifically for that
purpose. It does inc’ e a rupture disk in the design. So
even though it is a ver , it would not be used until you got to
elevated pressure so t. : there is not a otential for an
inadvertent release th ough that path.

COMMISSIONER ROBERTS: Thank you. That’s all 1 have.

MR, STELLO: I might add, Commissioner Roberts, that
that’s the best one ve've seen,

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Mr, Carr?

COMMISSIONER CARR: [Yes. I would like to ask ebout
the Area 2 state plan. You said it wvas submitted to FEMA fur a
technical review. My understanding is it was just going down
there for information and comment rather than for any +fficial
reviewv. Is that right?

MR. BELLAMY: Sir, I think that’s a ternm that wve've
used a great deal over the last couple of months in our
discussions with both FEMA and the Comaon.ealth of
Massachusetts.

COMMISSIONER CARR: It wasn’t down there for
approval, I guess, is wvhat I’‘m told.

MK. BELTAMY: The plans and procedures and the
Massachusetts Civil Defense Agency Area 2 plan have been

forwarded with documpentation firor Massachuse*ts Civil Defense
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Agency to FEMA for what they term a technical review. It does
not imply that the Commonwealth has approved those plans and
that caveat is in each transmittal 1.&:0:.]21

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Commissioner Rogers.

COMMISSIONER ROGERS: Well, I’ve heard a number of
presentations here today, people from Massachusetts and pecple
from the staff and ve’'ve been asked to consider therm all very
carefully and to wveigh therm in making a decision. I'm trying
to sort out in my own mind wvhether I’m hearing the same things
from everybody.

I heard that there are no plans for dealing with an
energency at Pilgrim in place and that none of the local
agencies are ready to deal with any of this., I first wonder
whether Massachusetts seems to be in that happy circumstance
that it never has any natural disasters or it can anticipate no
natural disasters and {f it does face Lhe reality of those, how
does it do it if there are no plans in place.

(1 wonder, Dr. Bellamy, if you could just say a few
vords to try to put into some context your views and statemen's
wvith respect to the cooperation of local officials and their
ability to deal with an emergency plan with the statements that
ve heard from other folks from Massachusetts earlier before the
NRC and licensee presentations.

MR, BELLAMY: Yes, Mr. Commissioner, 1'd be glacd to.

I think the caveat that you heard earlier today a number of



times that there are no plans and procedures in place
specifically implies or specifically states that the
Commonwealth has not officially approved those plans and
procedures and sent them to FEMA with that approval and until
the Commonwvealth gives those plants and procedures that
official approval, they will continue to state that there are
no plans and procedures in pluco.fL

I have been intimately involve” in this review for
six years. As I’ve indicated, the last three years have been -
- 8 lot of time spent on Pilgrim. I have personally met with
sore of t! « local planning officials in the Plymouth area. 1

2ux® VA

have toured the Duxbury beaches. .I have visited thoflocnl

energency operating contcrf'nnd those facilities are there and

they are ready to be used in an emergency.

The people that are generating the procedures and the
people that have generated the plans are the specific
individuals, the local emergency planning officials, the select
men, the mayors, fire chiefs, the civil defense directory whe
vould be charged to use those plans arnd procedures in the event
of an emergency.

$0, they are avare of the information in those
procedures and vould be prepared to use them if necessary.

COMMISSIONER CARR: Do they have copies of then?

MR. BELLAMY: The individuals who have been preparing

srocedures at the administration level «-- yes, sir. They do.
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COMMISSIONER ROGERS: [ Just with respect to another
statement that wvas made, 1 guess by Senator Kennedy, Dr.

Murley, I wonder if you could comment o) his statement that yc

- -

had made a comzitment that emergency preparation plans

including a demonstration exercise of such plans would be held
before restart.

MR. MURLEY: Yes. That vas =~ what he vas referring
to was in my testimony in Plymouth in January of this year,
What 7 3aid was that ve vould expect to see progress in
improving the plans and that ve would expect to have =-- to
cbserve a linmited dexonstration of those improvements.

What Dr. Sellanmy Aescribed =~ what his staff and my
staff have done over the last I believe month or two have beenr
in fact the dermonstrations that ve mentioned. The school bus
drivers and that sort of activity.

COMMISSIONER ROGERS: 1In other words, you feel you

MR, MURLEY: We did not say == we never had an
intention that there would be an exercise or a limited
exercise. Of course, that can only happen once the state
submits pla.s to FEMA and that gets scheduled. We did have 1"
ind and ve have completed our observation to our satisfactior
that the key elements necessary to implement this plan, that
is, bus drivers and routes and ambulance drivers have taker

place and we have observed that,
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COMMISSIONER ROGERS: 1Is that in fact what you were
talking about when you made that statement?

MR. MURLEY: Absclutely, yon.]zs

MR. RUSSELL: Mr. Commissioner, if I could expand on
that because I had a meeting in Region I with various
representatives foom the Commonwealth including the Governcr's
office, the l7jislature, the Attorney General and others and I
described quite clearly at that meeting that there are a range
of ways that the staff can evaluate deficiencies. It can be
from a tabletop exercise. It can be from a review of the
plans, It can be from a limited demonstration with staff
penbers riding buses with bus drivers.

§o, ve made it quite clear in each case that the
standard wve vould use for judging is that wvhich is necessary
for the staff to get the information it needs to reach its
conclusion. 1In each case, the Commonverlth has taken the
position that they, the Cowmonwealth, would only be satisfied
with a full-scale exercise.

COMMISSIONER ROGERS: I think I heard something that
I1'd 1ike you to repeat just once again, Dr. Murley, if you
could. Did I hear you say correctly, emergency procedures are
in better shape nov than they wvere in 19867

MR. MURLEY: That is our conclusion. Yes.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Dr. Bellamy, it sounds to me like

frorm what you're telling us is that you've received a fair
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amount of cooperation from the state and local officials; is
that correct?

'MR. BELLAMY: Mr. Chairman, the cooperation that I
have received is in the lines of making sure t it I’'m avare of
the status of the information and the cooperation in making
sure that I know exactly who has done what, wvhat plans and
procedures have been written, vhere they stand in the review
and the fact that they are going to FEMA now for a technical
reviev without the ~-

CHAIRMAN Z2ECH: But you’ve had a fair amount of
interface with the local officials.

MR. BELLAMY: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: And they seem to be conversing with
you and working with you: is that correct?

MR, BELLANY: Pretty much so. I have a number of the
public that call me quite regularly, that are here today and we
converse probably on a daily basis. Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Do you have any difficulty as far as
the local officials are concerned vith a.*iculating the federal
responsibilities as they might be in working with the state and
local responsibilities?

MR, BELLAMY: No, sir. There's been no problem in
that area. We have held a number of public neetings up in that
area and I have in any number of occasions been up in front of

a large number of members of the public and elected officials
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to make sure that they understand the responsibilities of the
federal community, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the
Commonwealth and the local officials. 3Some of these meetings
have dragged on till 1:30 in the morning, sir. ¢
CHAIRMMM ZECH: Could you talk to me a little bit
about the training and perhaps vhen do you think that the
treining might be completed and could you talk a little bit
about any other plans and procedures that should be exercised
at least to the extent that you might have satisfacticn that in
a real emergency, the public health and safety would be
Todirgeig rtvem By The local glannwe boards of

protected. [ Plineth asd Purbury . No im plemes tivg™ procedvres
(./ "1-..ﬂl and bvl bu";

MR. BELLAMY: Yes, sir. There are gspproximately 300

as & round number of reguired implementing procedures and as I

indicated, there are five of those procedures eﬂ::fhavc yet 4o
Geew

“»e sent tc the COI'OHV.’lth vith any type of approval from the
local ofticials. rhoo::;}ocoduroo deal specifically with the
schoolchildren and some of the special needs populations in
Plymouth which is the town that the Pilgrim Station is in and
in Duxbury which is also in the Emergency Planning Zone.

The == to use the term, training is complete, I think
is misleading. You will never complete the training for
ezergency preparedness. Emergency preparedness is a living
area and you always will be training nev people and you always

have nev pecple beconing invelved in the process.

I would think that by the end of the year, there will
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be the overvhelming majority of the 6,000 pecple trained that
have been npccitiod in the Commonvealth-approved training
progras.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: How about some of these areas that
are difficult to evacuate in the area. Could you discuss that
a little bit?

MR. BELLAMY: Yes, sir. I think the two specific
concerns that come up =~ one is for the schoolchildren and I'd
like to comment on that first., The draft plans and
implementing procedures novw indicate that at the alert stage of
a8 nuclear emergency, they will begin to assemble the necessary
transportation for evacuation of the schoolchildren and at the
site area emergency stage, they wou.d implement that
evacuation.

That's n(Eé;?;;:::::::;_:;zzncodod and far-reaching
improvement over what’'s been seen in the past vhereas you could
wait until that general emergency stage to actually consider
that evacuation. The schoolchi! ‘ren will be moved out long
before that stage.

[The beach population area == I have toured that beach
population == it is required to get on and off that beach with
a four-vheel drive vehicle. You could not take your car on it,
S0, there is some limited access. There are a fair number of

permits that are issued to those four-vheel drive vehicles.

The number is in the several thousands and they have
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made sure that the plans and procedures indicate that those
beaches will be closed at an early stage so that you would not
put more pecple on those beaches i{f there is any type of event
at the Pilgrim Station, )

COMMISSIONER CARR: Do they overnight on those
beaches?

MR. BELLAMY: No, sir. They do not.

COMMISSIONER CARR: S0 they must clear out between
high tides.

MR, BELLAMY: [The high tide iasue is for a very small
section of tha. beach and there are approximately 2,000 to

pecple at the most that would be there during a bright

sunny, sumnmer weekend,

COMMISSIONER CARR: No, but I mean if they can’t stay
overn.ght, it’s only twelve hours betwveen low tides. They must
come off in 12 hours.

Wiah

M., BELLAMY: The 4ov tide issue is not for every

tide. That is only for flood tide type conditions. 8o, if you

got the perception from some of our esrlier speakers that every
twelve hours that beach is isclated, I think that's a
misconception,
COMMISSIONER CARR: Weli, even {f it is shorter than
that vould be the longest if they have to clear out b)

“ | @ ted

sir, and those beaches are = oni
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approximately four hours a month.

MR, MURLEY: Mr. Chairman, there is one .hing that I
would like to add that might help to clarify. The deficiencies
that were found by FEMA wvere planning type deficiencies, not
execution deficiencies. Generally, as I said, there have been
many exercises up there, both full and partial. I mentioned
that I persona.ly observed one.

The authorities knov how to do their job. Bus
drivers know how to drive buses. Ambulance drivers know how to
drive svbulances. The problems have Leen that not all the
places vere accounted for in the plans that they had to go to
and so forth. That is what wve have been focusing on, to make
sure that those plans are in draft form have been updated.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: All right. To =-

A VOICE: Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Dr. Bellanmy.

A VOICE: Mr. Chajrman.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Dr. Bellanmy.

A VOICE: I wish to challenge that this presentation
has Leen made, and it’s full of half-truths. I’‘m not going to
stand here and listen to this, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: You don’t have to stund here.

Dr. Bellamy, you have told us that you believe they

wave made considerable progress and there has been a fuir

apount of interface, at least I would consider a lot of good
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vorking relationship betveen you and the pecple that are doing
the job in that area: is that correct?

MR, BELLAMY: VYes, sir; it is.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: On the other hand, hov long would it
take you do you think or hov much time would we need to make
the progress that perhaps would be necessary for a little more
confidence that all of the emergency planning procedures could
be satisfied and in your interfaces, can you give us any
estimate of hov long it would be before the state, for exarnle,
vould be satisfied that their procedures are in place to the
point where they could submit ther to FEMA and ve would have
vhat I would tere a closure on this? Can you give any estimate
at all?

MR. STELLO: Mr. Chairman, we talked about the issue
of the amount of time, the schedule it will take to complete
it. In my opening comments I saiu we talked about whether wve
could make that estimate., We can’t., We don’t have that
schedule. Dr. Murley has indicated that once the plans have
been submitted to FEMA, our estimate, with no extra eff./t, in
order to get the plans revieved, the exercise planned for and
conducted, would be about six months. Hov long it will be
before the Commonwealth will submit the plans, Dr. Murley has
indicated in our conversations when I have asked the question
that he has been unab e to get that schedule., We will continue

to try to qet it. The candid ansvers, ve don’t know.
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COMMISSIONER CARR: Bix months after submission of
the plans by the state bafore the exercise could be scheduled’

MR. STELLO: VWithout deoing unything unusual think
if ve tried, ve could do better,

COMMISSIONER CARR: Naormsal.

MR, RUSSELL: I might point out, Mr. Chairsan, that
issue has been reguested several times in correspondence fror
FEMA to the Commonwealth regquestirg the schedule and the
Commonvealth has not responded to that. We specifically
requested that of the Commonwealth on the October S5th meeting
ard they would not give us a schedule at that time as to when
they wvould be willing to commit to submitting plans.

CHAIRMAN Z2ECH: Are you telling us, is it the staff’'s
cenclusion that in your considered opinion that the Pilgrim
plant is ready to re-start in viev of whit we have nheard
regarding exergency planning and all other issues?

MR. ITELLO: Yes, sir.

CHAIRMAN ZECH: Any other comments from my fellow
Commissioners?

[NO responsa.)

CHAIRMAM ZECH: Let me just say first that I would

like to thank the Boston Edison Company for their participation

here toaay and for their addressing these issues over the past
ponths and yesrs. It looks like progress has been made,

significant efforts have gone into 1it, mpanagement efforts as
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vell as equiprent improvements. I’d also like to commend the
staff for their very close and extensive wvork in this area on
the Pillgrim plant. I know an avful lo'. of effort has gcne into
it, in Region I as wvell as Headgquarters.

I believe that the earlier presentations we heayd
today are important for us to consider, too. Certainly it
would appear from what we have heard I believe that protection
of the public health and safety at the Pilgris plant has been
substantially enhanced by the corroczivc‘nettonc that have been
taken since the plant was shut down,

I1'd also like to commend the continuing efforts of
the state and local officials for their work especially in the
area of emergency plans for the Pilgrie facility. The states’
ability co part - ipste in and Lxecute emergency planning
resporsibilities has been demonstrated repeatedly at various
nuclear facilities within and bordering the State of
Massachusetts.

1 would encourage continued efforts of the state and
local governments in corder to complete the work on the proposed
improvenents to the Massachusetts’ portion of the r_ ogrs-
erpergency plans.

I would like to thank Senator Kennedy, Senator Yerry
for his efforts to bc here today also, Lieutenant Governor
Murphy for coming to appear before us today as vell as

Representative Studds.
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Frankly, from what I’ve heard today and given the
information we have heard, I would propose to my fellow
Comnissioners that ve not make a re-start vote today but 1
vould ask my fellow Commissioners to carefully consider all
that has baen si1id towards reaching a conclusion considering
re~start of tne Pilgriw facility. 7 hope we can come to a
tizely conclusion.

On the other hand, 1 do believe ve need time to
reflect on what we have heard today and perhaps a little more
time %¢ make more progress to enhance what we have done already
tovards emergency planning.

The Commission does indeed have to have the
confidence that eamergency plans could be executed i{f necessary.

1'd ask 2y fellovw Commissioners if they would asi e
with me that ve not hold 3 vote today. Any opposed to that?

[Commissioners nodding in agreement.)

CHAIRMAN ZECH: I see none opposed. The decision is
that we not have a re-start vote today. I would ask Doston
Edison, the state and local official’s with the involvement of
the NRC staff and FEMA as necessary, I would encourage you and
commend you to continue wvorking together on this emergency
planning issue at the Pilgrim site so that the Commission can
be confident that wve will be making a proper decision. »r  .@
time to reflect on this. That is the decision of the

Commission today. I would ask those who are invelved in this
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very important matter to continue their efforts and in the
meantime the Commission will reflect on this issue and we will
expect to be hearing from the staff as progress continues in
the future.

Anything else to come before us?

[No response.)

CHAIRMAN ZECH: 1If not, we stand adjourred. Thank
you very wsuch.

(Wnereupon, the meeting wvas adjourned.)
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The Corronwealth of Massachusetts
Nre Ashburton Flace

Boster, Massachusetts 02108

Cear Mr, Agres:

In response to your recuest of Octcter 17, 1988, | am enclosing
2 ccty of the transcript of the Octcter 14, 1988 Cormission
meetirg cn the Pilgrim Nuclesr Power Station., The KRC staff
ras ‘centifiec statermerts rade At the meating that they believe
rey reea clarification, A copy of thefr suggested clarifi-
cations 1§ alsc enclesed,

Sincerely,

A
M Mle .
Lande ¥, 2

Erncicsures:
‘a) Ceommission MPeeting Transcript
‘b)) Staff Proposec Claryficatilons,

cc: The Honorable Evelyn Murphy

Originated: NRR: Wessman




Federal Emergency Mariagement Agency
Washington, D C 20472

AL 6198

MEMORMN DM FOR: Frark J, Congel, Director
Division of Radiation Protection
ard Emergency Prepacedness
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

¢. 8 lomm Cammiss ion
i ﬁgd 4 P

Assistant Associate Director
Offix of Natural and Techvological
Hazards Projrars

SUBJECT: Offsite Brergency Planning at Pilgrin

In my merorandar to you on July 13, 1987, 1 stated the Faderal Brergency
Mardument Agensy TEMA) would deliver to the Nuclear ' ulatory Camission
() a8 finding on the adeguacy of the of fsite emergency gupandmu plans
for the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station on or about August 15, 1987, This is
an update of aur previaus interim finding which was transnmitted to the NR.

or Novercer 2, 1981, alang with & copy of the exercise report evaluating

L initial oint State and local offsite radiological emergency preparecness
exercise. These reports were provided to the NRU pursuant to the NRC /F BMA
Meorandes of Understanding of Novemder 1980, and in resjorse to the NRC's
reguest for assistance QUNCRIMING EMErQency preparedness issues at Pilgrir
datel Sepiancur 6, 1983, 1In addition, in 8 memc-andum to NRC ¢n Mareh 31,
1987, FEN: indizated that the res;onse to the .. ‘ted 2,206 petition wold

w avsolidater with the results of FINA's sell-initiated review of the

ove 1L state of offs.te eergency prejaredtess and other relevant information.

FEMA's reoort, entitled *Self-Initiste! Resiew And Interir Finding for the
Pilgrir Nuclear Power Station® dated hajust 4, 1987, s atiached, Included

a3 ALLASAENLS Lo the report ere *FEU Covents o the Report to the Gowe mor
or Drergency Preparedness for an Asciisni at the Pilgris Nuclesy Power Station®
dated July 29, 1987 flocsted at Tab 1 in e attached binder), and FDMA'S
*Aralysis of Erergency Preparedness Isoues at Pilgrim Nocleir Power Station
Raised in & Petition to the NRC dated July 1f, 1986°. FDMA's analysis of

Lhe iss.es raised in the 2,206 putition is cated July 25, 1% , and is locate?
at Tas 2 of the attachec binder.

Basad on e Self-lritiated Review and Irterirm Finding, FE ‘a3 concluded
that Massachusetts offsite radiological erergency planing a . - Mparedness
are inadeguate to pyr.ect the pudlic health and safety in the event of an
accident at the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Siatinn, Because of U changed cire-
astances dissusser in the report, the finding of adequacy contained in
FEMA's previous interim finding no longer applies and that ircerim finding
is herely superseded.

s
1f you have any Questions, please concact e @t 6462871,

Attachients '
As S.atet

gFoEbeirt 1))




1. SUMMARY
On Septasber 5, 1986, the Federal Esergency Management Agency
(FEMA) informed the Commonwesnlth of Massachusetts that (it was
undertaking & review of its September 29§, 1982 Interin
Finding for the Pilgris Nuclear Power Station because of
concerns raised during wseetings in the Spring of 1986 and
information received subsequent to those seetings fros local
efficials, the Cocamonwealth, and other interested pariies.

FEMA identified six issves during the course cf that review:

- Lack of evacustion plans for public and privete
schoo.s and daycare centers.

. Lack of a reception center for people evacuating to
the north.

- Lack of identifiable public shelters [for the beach
population,

- Inadeguste plenning for the evacuation cof the
specia. needs population,

- Inadeguate planning for the evacuation of the
transport dependent population,

- Overall lack of progress in planning and apparent
diginuticn in emsergency preparedness.

FEMA has aralyzed these issues pertaining to the radioclogical
esergency response plan and hes reviewed the plan and
exercise reports in conforsance with applicable standards,

FEMA concludes that the plan and preparedness for the state




and local governments within the plume exposure pathway for
the Pilgrie Nuclear Power Station are not adequate to protect
the heslth and safety of the public in the event of an
sccident  at the PFilgris Nuclear Power Station. This
Interin Finding sup~rcedes the Interim Finding of Septesber

29, 1982,

I11. BACECROUND

On Jude 16, 1981, the Director of the Massachusetts Civil
Defernse Agency and Office of Esergency Preparedness (MCDA)
subr.tted tc the Federal Esergency Managesent Agency (FEMA ),
or tena.f of the Governor, the State Coaprehensive Esergency
Respernse FPlan, together with its Annexes, for Massachusetts
and the locel cosmunities within the Pluse Exposure
‘tnerncn:) Planning 2one (EPZ) for the Pilgries Nuclear Power
Station located in Plysmouth, Massachusetts. In his letter of
transgittal which accompanied this plan he ostated, as
required by Federal Regulation [(See, 44 CFR 350.7), that

"this plan is, in the opinien of the Massachusetty Civil

Deferse Agency, oedequate to protect the public health and

safety of the Cosacneealth's citizens within the cdesignated

erergency planning 2ones of the Pilgrim Station and provides




for appropriate protective measures Lo be taken by the State
ana local governsents (n the event of & radiviogical

emergercy at the Pilgrim Station”,

FEMA and the Regionsl Assistance Committee (RAC) reviewed
this plan and issued & report of its review in October, 1981,
is 8 consequence of this report the Cossonwealth revised the
plan. FEMA and the RAC reviewed Lthis revision and issued a
second report containing an analysis of areas where the plan
“as weak in September, 1981, FEMA has received no response
from the CJosmcnwealth regarding further revision of its

plan.

In the .nterim, FEMA sponscred & public seeting, held on June
3., 1982, to discuss the Commonwealth's Radicleogical Emergency
Resporse Plan for the Pilgris Nuclesr Power Station, The

follewing issues were raised by the public at the meeting:

- The ability te evacuate coasunities within the
10-m1le EPZ.

- The ability to evacuate Cape Cod beyond the 10-mile
2.

- Reliavility and effectiveness of the sirens.

- Training and educetion of teachers, schoel bus
drivers, and hospital personnel.

- tnformsation brochures for the public, including
transients,
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- Folicy on the use of radioprotective drugs.

. Protection of the elderly and others with special
needs .’

The Commonwesalth responded to all these concerns, stating
that Lhe plan “provide(s) adequately for safe and corderly
evacustion of communities within the 10-mile EPZ™' and

pledging *'c work toward further i(mprovement of the plan.

FEMA then issued an Interim Finding for the Pilgrim Nuclear
Power Station on September 29, 1982 It found that although
there were probless with the plan, “the state plan and local
plans together are adeguate to protect the health and safety

of the public.™?

Exercises testing this plan were conducted on March 3, 1982,
June 29, 1982, und September 5, 1985, a Remedial Exercise was
conducted on October 29, 1985: and FEMA observed a Drill on
August 18, 1984, “Deficiencies”, "aress requiring

corrective actien”, ond “"aress recossended for isprovesent’

\ Followsup to the June 2, 1982 Public Meeting, FEMA, p. !
! 1bid.., p. 1
! Interis Findings Joint State and Local Radiclogical Emsergency

Response Capabilities for the Pilgrie Nuclear Power Station
Plymouth, Massachusetts, FEMA, Septesber 29, 1982, p. .




were .dentified. is FEMA now uses the ters, “deficiencies’
are probless identified in plen implesentation which preclude
« finding that a plan is adequate to protect the health and
safety of the public. "Areas requiring corrective action”

are defined as inadegquacies in State and local government

performance observed during an exercise; although their
correctivn is required, they are not considered, by
themsel ey, te so adversely ispact public health and
safety, as to preciude o finding that the plans and

preparedness are adegquate to protect public health and
safet). “Areas recczaended for isprovesment” are defined as
probies areas observed during an exercise that are not
consicdered to adversely ispact public health and safety. Neo
deficiencies remain outstanding fres FEMA's evaluation eof
these erercises. Many “"areas requiring correstive action and
“areas recompended for .improvesent’, however, have not been

addressed to date.

By March, 1985, status of off-site radiclogical esergency

response planning for the Pilgries Nuclear Power Station

wAS ! (1) woany planning probless resained unresolved frons
the Octecber, 1981 RAC Review; (2) the Coasonwealth had not
respornded to the September, 1982 RAC Review; and (3) it

had not provided FEMA with schedules of corrective

actions for the problems .dentified in the 1982 and 1383



exercis?s, which 'as required by FEMA guidance had been
due within 30 days following the iasuance of the exercise
reports. On March 6, 1985 FEMA, therefore, informed the
Commonwealth by letter that, because of unresolved emergency
planning issues, it was osuspending processing of the
Massachusetts request for forsal emer_.ency plan approval made
pursuant to 44 CFR 280, On June 20, 1983 the Commonwealth
sernt FEMA & schedule, both of actions it had taken and
specific measures il was planning to take, te correct the
probless identified in the 158] exercise; plus genersl steps
taken to correct probless identified in the 1580 exercise.
However, the plan improvements the State promised have not

yet been delivered to FEMA.

In its evaluation of the September £, 1988 Pilgrim cxercise
FEMA found that many of the previously identified problems
had been corrected, but it identified new problems and four
"deficiercies”. The Commcnwealth corrected the "deficien-
cies”, a9 evidenced in an October 29, 1985 Remedial Exercise.
It has not yet, however, provided FEMA a schedule of
corrective actions for the 1985 erercise. FEMA guidance

requires the submittal of a schedule of corrective actions

within 20 days of the issuance of the exercise report.




On October 30, 1983, FEMA ageain informed the Commcnweal'h by
letter that the processing of the ~ 350" regquest was not
progressing because of the many, unresclved issues identifled
in the 198! and 1982 RAC Review, and observed Jduring the
exercises. FEMA alsc regquested copies of the 1985 version of
the local plans, which were provided in June 1986, The
Cosmonwenlth replied to FEMA's letter on June 6, 1986,
at which timse it outlined the initistives it was taking in
order to resolie the outstanding issues, and indicated the
aress in which isprovezents had been wmade in the state plan
and procedures. Thie reply did not, however, constitute a
schedule of corrective actions because it did not provide a
date By which pian isprovesents were to be completed. In sum,
the Self-Initinted Review was based on the 1980 Massachusetts
Rad.iclogicel Ezergency Response Plan and the [98f version of

the local plans.

FEMA first becaze aware of potentially serious problems with
the Ccosmonwealth's plan during a series of meetings with the
Comsnonwealth and local cossunities in the Spring of 1586,
lssues raised at these meetings, and information received
subsequently, indicated that FEMA should review its Interis

Finding concerning the emergency response plan for the

Pilgrie Nuclear Power Station. Based on the information it

R T




rece.ved, FEMA decided to conduct & review of the esergency
response plan and preparedness for the Pilgrie Nuclear Power
Station and so informed the Cosmonwealth in & letter to MCDA

on September £, 1586,

On December 22, 1986, the Secretary of Public Safety, Charles
Barry, forvarded to FEMA a copy of the “Report to the
Governor on Emergency Preparedness for an Accident at the
Filgrim Nuclear Power Station” (hereinafter called the Barry
Report). This report stated that the Massachusetts plan and
(ts preparedness are insdequate to protect the health and
safety of the public in the event of an accident et the
Pilgrin Nuclear Power Station, FEMA was subseguently
nforned that the GCovernort and the Directeor of the
Vassachusetts Tivili lDefense Agency' hed endorsed the Barr
Report. In the course cf its self-initiated revies, FEMA has
Lrest v this report as the authoritative and current positicn

cof the Cosmcnwenlith,

‘.

Letter from Charles Barry, Secretary of Public Safety to
fdward A. Thoras, December 22, 1986.

Letter from Robert J. Boulay, Director MCDA, to Edward A Thomas,
Aapral 10, 198°7.
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NUCLEAR REQULATORY COMM SSI1ON
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Avgust 18, 1987

Docket No, 50.29)

Mr, Ralph 6, Birg

Senfor Yice PresidenteNuclear
Boylston Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02199

SURJECT: Fpwa REPORT ON OFFSITE EMERGENCY PLANNING FOR PILGRIN

Dear Mr, Birg:

Enclosec 15 the Feders! Emmrgency Manpgement Apency (FEMA) report titled,
"Self.lnittates Review and Interie Finding for the Pilgrim Nuclear Power
Statfon,* which was transmitted to the Nuclear Regulatory Commissior (NRC) by
FRRCFancur cotel August 6, 1887, Based on 4 review of the overall state of
0ffsite emergency Preparecness for Pligrim, FEMA hes concluded that
Messachusetts offsite Fadiclogieal emergency Planaing and preparedness are
fragequate to protect the publfc health ane ety 1n the event of " accident
0t the Piigrie Nuclear Power Statfon, Ty finding by Fiwu Supersedes FiW 'y
:rov;m‘.s frtenie finding of ddequacy regarding offsite e RNy preparedness
or Pilgrie,

FEMA has feenti?ied gix fasues during the course of 1ty review:

1. Lack of evacuation plans for pudite NC private schools ang Cayctare
centery,

2. Lack of o reception center for people eVituatiIng to the north.

Y. Lack ot fdentifeable publtc shelters for the beach population,

Inadequate planning for the Evacuation of the specta) needs popylation,

§.  Iradequate plamatng for the evacuation of the transportation dependent
population,

€. Overa)) lack of progress in planning and
preparedress,

iRarent diminytion 1n er@rgency




e

The FEMA report 8150 addressed the sevenr nlo'od Se'icioncies 1n eme nc‘
lannfig fdentified 1n Williew P, Golden's Oy y 15, 986 Petition “.-g' RC,
found that while these Areas of plar weakness wore Aot suffictent to
SVstatn the contentions reised 1n the Petition, resciution of these weaknesses

would enhance the ftate s 1ty to prutect the pubite,

¥e view the emergency planning fesues fdentified by FEMA to be  natter of
berfous concem. The determination to restart the Pilgrim plant win favolve,
In part, consideration of the FEMA fdantifie¢ mrrncy plamning fssues, We
™ awire that you are providing assfstance ane 1n ormation to the Commonwea!th
Of Massachusetts POrtaining to severa) of these fasues, We requet that you
FRIPONE te us with am gctior Plan ang schedyle for 05518ting the State ane
;uc;' Overmments 1n ade=essing the FEMA fdentifiec emergency plarning 1ssues
or §rim,

Please contact the Prefect Mangger 17 You have questions.
Stincarely,

s,

’ ]
Pivisior of Peact rJects « /11t
0ff1ce of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Enclosure:
Ay stated
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8O0 Boyron Strn'
Bos1on Massachusens 02199

Ralph G Bird
$en 0t vice Presdent — Nucks:

September 17, 1987
BECo Ltr.#87-148

V.S Nuclear lo'ulnory Commission
Document Control Desk
Mashington, D.C. 20888

Docket $0-293

SUBJECT: Boston Edison Company Action
Plan and Schedule for ’rov1d1n?
Assistance in Addressing “EMA Issues

Dear Sir:

As regquestec by Mr. Varga's letter of August 18, 1987, transmitting a copy of
the FIMA report entitled *Self Inttiated Review and Interis Finding of the
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Statfon®, we are enclosing an action plan and schecyle
for assisting the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and loca! governments in
dcdressing the FEMA fdentifies emergency planning Yssues for Piigrim Nuclear
Power Station.  The Commonweath has reviewed ang concurs with our assessments
&5 presented ir the action plan ang schedule.

The encloses action plan ane schedule Ydent!fies vartous *subdlssues® dertves
from the FEMA report and sets forth the current Status, the planmed assistarnce
tc be provigec by Boston £dison to the Commonwealtr ane loca) povernments, the
target schedules for resolution, and as necessary, an o-plcnaQor‘ comment. Ag
explatned more fully in the introduction, the action Plar and schedyle 13 part
of & comprerensive prograr of assistance by Bostor E3ison to the Commenwealts
ang local goveraments In upgrading the offsite emergenty response programs
relating to the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station.
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Page 2

Flease do not hesftate to contact efther myze)f or Mr. Ron Varley at (617)
T47-8544 11 any additions) Information 15 required.

) :
Ralph . Birg

RGEB/d)w
Enclosure

€c: Mr. Steven A. Varga, Director
Division of Reactor Projects - 1/11
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
V.S Nuclear l.nulotorg Comission
Nashington, D.C. 2088

Mro R. M. Nessman, Project Manager
Division of Reactor Projects - 1/11
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
7920 Norfolk Avenve

Bethesca, M0 20814

:E. Richard Krimm, Assistant Assoctate Director
mi

S0C C Street - Federa) Plaza

Kashington, D.C. 20472

Mr. Ecdward Thomas

FEMA ~ Reglon )

J. h. McCormack Post Office and Court Mouse
Bostor, WA 02105

Mr. Peter Agnes, Jr,

Commorwealth of M

Assistant Secretary of Public Safety
1 Ashbyrtor Place - Room 2133
Bostor, M2 02108

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Reglon 1 « 63) Park Avenue
King of Prussta, PA 19406

Sentor NRC Restdent Inspector
Filgrim Nuclear Puwer Station
Rocky Mi11 Read

Plymouth, WA 02360

Fenry Vickers, Regional Director

FEMA - Region )

J.W, McCormack Post Office and Court House
Boston, MA 02109




