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UNITED STATES COAST GUARD v coasT suaro G=CPE/TP-23
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3441

« 4r. Ralph Birkel 5O - '437

Nuclear Regulatory Comaission
Office of Niclear Reactor RrRegulation
washington, D.C. 20555

vear Mr. Birkel:

Pursuant to tne USCG/USAEC memorandum of understanding

of January 4, 1974 for RrRegulation of Floating iWuclear
Power Plants, the comments contained in enclosure (1) are
forwarded in response to Offshore Power Systems letter
SE-79-022 of July 39, 1979.

Sincerely,

et Ui uxa!..l.
gncl: (1) USCG Response to OPS ltr SE=79-022 of July 9, 1379
(2) Copy of OPS 1ltr SE-79-022 of July 9, 1379
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Je3e S0ast Suard louoments in -feszens2 O Jfdsaora
SCwer 3ystens latter sc=ii=Jae 2 July 2, 1272

Ine cfrsoore l2ower cystaae (WF2) Inc. iacuiry solicited infor.ation
rezaraing sooilization and Jezloywent of Zoast Cuard vessels in
response to an ereriency at a floating .wuci2ar Plant (f.F). Far-
ticular concern 4as excrassed for tae lojistics of transaorting tae
larje iaflux of peozl2 in tne event of an accident at toe (ir.

.ne Coast Juard Jdoes nave the responsicility for oroviling search
and rescue 2assistance to vessel:z and aircrait in Jdistress on or over
Jaters Jof the U.3. coasts. In recent years, toe iacrease of oflsnore
activicias outsile of tie field of transcortacicn aas created new
Jenands on Coast suarc services.

In the event of 2 nucizar acci.ent at an 02, in acuition to assuring
tiat exerzency assistance is crovilec Zor tae cerconnel at tae laci-
lity, tne Coast Suard woull crogacly estavlisa a “"safety zone", in
accordance Wit the Ports and .atarways 3afety ict, 2as auended, around
toe f.¥. e enforcament of tae safety zone .oulu oe to zrovice increased
serisater security for tne @ froa the influx of spectators, facilitate
the wovasent of iazortant service vessel traffic in anc out of tnae .2,
anc raduce tne safaty hazarl to vessels and ctaer facilities in the
ar2a not involveu with tae F.2, It is anticizatea taat tne Coast Guard
would c2 called ucon wy .RC or otner federal agencies to assist ia
transporting initizl investisatin; t2ans to an P acciuent site,

ne nature of CToast Guaru vessel anc aircralt cesloywent on .wlti=crograa
Alssions Jreclude the camudtient of sgecifiic tyves, sizes, or auwer

of units for F.& continsency wlanning. activitias sucn 25 tae Jrisuore
0il inucustry orovide ror cota the routine anu erergency transgortation
necus Of taeir cersonnel. For exacle, eitaer coantracteu Or Soxany
owneu heliconter or vessel anculance services are arrangjed 2y tne
industry. It is recoanendad tnat 2 continsency rawuirsnent ¢o cover &
s03sicle acciuent at an ©r O covereu oy 02 3ucn coatractural
arranjevent,

aowever, the Coast Juarwe nas always oeen reaiv to crevioe a cackus in an
e.erjency wnen tne liaits of oprivate entergrise .ave oesn auceeced or

if a major Jisaster occurs. 3ince tae OP3 iaquiry <did not identify any
specific F¥ potential sites, tne following are tyoical Ccast suarc unics

anclosurz (1)



in standby or patrol st-..us =* frequent intervals along the U.S5. East
and Gulf Coasts:

Coast Guard Vessels

Type Pass. Cap. Speed
41' Utility Boat 2 2
44' Mtor Lifeboat 12 12
82' Patrol Boat 24 18

Coast Guard Helicopters

Type Pass Cap. Speed
HH-52 Short Range
Helicopter 3 80 knots
HH-3 Medium Range
Helicopter 20 110 knots
; ]
156/ 41



- - Se-79-ucc .

Arlington Expressway 904 -724 -7700
gg?goa;,..l:c’kwnwllo,Flondl32211 Telex:5684086

July 9, 1979

«Commanding Officer

U. S. Coast Guard Base
P. 0. Box 385

Mayport, FL 32267

Attention: Operations
Dear Sir:

Pursuant to my telephone conversation on May 13, 1979
with Bruce Barton of your Operations Department, I am
forwarding this letter to solicit responses to a few
questions regarding mobilization and deployment of USCG
vessels in an emergency. Our company is engaged in th.
design and manufacture of Floating Nuclear Plants (FNP).
Because of the recent accident at the unit 2 generating
plant on Three Mile Island (TMI) we are conducting an
in-house evaluation of the ramifications of such an ac-
cident occurring at an offshore generatin? station. Please
note that this exercise by OPS is not an indication of
any expectation of such an accident occurring at any FNP
site. Our intent is to explore some of the pertinent
operational concerns generated by the TMI accident rela-
tive to our design. One of the concerns we are evaluating
[ is the logistics of transporting the large influx of people
= | at the time of such an accident, even though we do not
anticipate the number of people allowed access to the FNP
site to be anywhere near the 4200 to 4500 people reported
to have converged on TMI.

We have identified several sources of vessels that could
be mobilized and deployed in the aforementioned action and
the USCG is one of them. In order to help us formulate a
strategy for the mobilization and deployment action, I
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Page 2

Ywould appreciate ‘your answers to the following questions:

)
2)
3)
a)

5)

6)

Can the USCG vessels be deployed in an emergency at
a Floating Nuclear Plant located three miles offshore?

If the answer to question 1) is yes, what are the
speed ranges of the vessels that can be deployed?

What are the passenger-carrying capacities of the
vessels that can be deployed?

What is general\v your average reaction time to an
emergency call?

What is the maxinum sea state in which the various
vessels can operéte, in terms of transporting people
to and from an FIP?

Please specify approximately the wave height and
wind speed.

Would you say that your vessels are readily availabie
in the Gulf and the East Coast areas?

To answer questions one through five, assume that the FNP
is moored 3 miles offshore.

Any additional information that you consider pertinent to
our investigation regarding Coast Guard response and in-
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volvement in postulated emergencies of this nature, would
also be-quite helpful.

Your cooperation in this matter will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

rbu, Manager
and Marine Engineering



