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2) NRC letter signed by James R. Creed,
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NRC Region III, dated March 30, 1995.
3) Teleconference Summary signed by
Kristine M. Thomas, NRC Project
Manager for Callaway, dated
January 30, 1996.

On January 24, 1996, NRC Staff, including
representatives from NRR and Region IV, held a
teleconference with Union Electric (UE) to discuss the
issue of on-shift, real-time dose assessment capability.
Union Electric submitted a methodology (Reference 1)
which determines protective actions based on plant
conditions until the Technical Support Center is manned.
Once the Technical Support Center is manned, real-time
dose assessment is available. The methodology was
approved by the NRC in Reference 2. Basing protective
actions on plant corditions provides effective
protective action assessment during the first hour of a
postulated plant emergency and, in fact, is superior to
on-shift, real-time dose assessment as a means to ensure
protection of the health and safety of the public during
the early stage of an accident. This is consistent with
NUREG~1228, “Source Term Estimation During Incidents
Response to Severe Nuclear Power Plant Accidents”.

i~ A In our view, the requirements of Appendix E

‘,,’ ('UO% 10CFR50 are satisfied without on-shift dose
assessment. Section IV.B “Content of Emergency Plans,
Assessment Actions” states “The means to be used for
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determining the magnitude of and for continually
assessing the impact of the release of radiocactive
materials shall be described . . . .”. The Callaway
Radiological Emergency Response Plan meets this
requirement by describing plant conditions to define
protective action recommendations to state officials.

1 am concerned that your January 30th
Teleconference Summary (reference 3) could lead one to
believe that UE does not have a scund technical as well
as practical basis for maintaining that the health and
protection of the public is better served with the
current provisions of our emergency plan. If we did not
clearly communicate tais to you during the January 24th
teleconference, we would e happy to answer any
additional questions.

Very truly yours,

Donald F. Schnell

DES/plr
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