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{Dear Dr. Thompsons

The recommendations ncerning the ACT reactor contained in the
Cormittee's Decembér 13, 1950 letter to Chairman McCone have been
reviewed by the staff of the Division of Licensing and Regulation.
¥With the exception of the recommendation specifying that a minimum
stack height of 250 feet should be profided, the Committee's
recommendations are in general accord with the views expressed by
the staff in its analysis of the ACT project dated December 6, 1960,

We are not conwinced however, that the recommended increase in
stack nheight would result in a substantial increase in safety to

. the public, Release of radioactive gaseous effluents at the in-
creased elcvation would, for average weather conditions, reduce
the concentration of the stack gases at ground level in the areas
irmediately around the stack, = out to distancez of 10 or so

. stack lengths, In particular but infrequent weather situations,
—— the ground concentration from a higher stack would be somewhat
reduced even at large distances. Conversely, under some conditions,

__even near the stack, there would be litile or no practical dif- .

‘- ference in air concentration of stack effluents. Furthermore,
increasing the stack height would decrease the reliability end
effectiveness of close-in field measurements of air concentrations
which is & keéy ingredicnt of the conmtrolled operation vrlan of the ACT,

Thus, it is our ovinion that the stack height should be sufficient

to rpive proteciion to the ACT facility itself and the immediately
adjacent areas. We believe the presently provosed stack will do this,
However, a substantial increase beyond this height would result in

no practical increase in protection to people at large distances

and in addition would make it more difficult to carry out the close=
in field menitoring-operational control scheme now planned,

We would like to have opportunity to discuss this further with the
Committee at 1ts next meeting.
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