Instructions for performing Stakeholder Prioritization Review
 Planning Guidance for Response to a Nuclear Detonation
Development of  Second Edition
The purpose of this guidance is to provide emergency planners with nuclear detonation-specific response recommendations to maximize the preservation of life in the event of an urban nuclear detonation.  

The scope of the Planning Guidance for Response to a Nuclear Detonation will continue to focus on the following:

· Response activities in an environment with a severely compromised infrastructure for the first few days (e.g., 24 – 72 hours) when it is likely that many Federal resources will still be en route to the incident.
· The four zones of immediate impact near the nuclear explosion site (e.g., the No-Go, Moderate Damage, Light Damage, and Dangerous Fallout Zones). 

Prioritization instructions: In the attached spreadsheet conduct the following steps: 
I) Prioritize each gap as priority issue 1, 2, 3, etc., in the five major topics: 1) Scientific and Technological Gaps (i.e., these require additional Federal funding); 2) Public Awareness Gaps; 3) Medical Gaps; 4) Planning Gaps; 5) Logistics Gaps. 

II) For each major topic, provide your subject matter expertise (SME) according to the scale as follows: 

a. 1 – Strong SME

b. 2 – Moderate SME

c. 3 – Weak SME

d. 4 – No SME

Educational or job-related experience is not the only requisites to SME viability. If your job function relates to working issues associated with a specific category of gaps you are prioritizing, you could have a strong SME on that subject despite little formal training. 

III) Rank the top ten priorities among all gap categories in order 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10.
IV) Finally, provide a ranking of your familiarity with the First Edition Planning Guidance (FEPG) according to the following scale:

a. 1 – Am familiar and have begun using the FEPG 

b. 2 – Am aware of the FEPG and am planning to use it

c. 3 – Am aware of the FEPG but do not find it useful for planning efforts

d. 4 – Was unaware of the FEPG and plan to use it in the future

e. 5 – Was unaware of the FEPG but do not plan to use it

V) Provide any additional comments you have related to gaps that may be missing, recommendations regarding gaps summarized here, or any other recommendations you have relative to the First Edition Planning Guidance. 
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