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METEORDLOGY ACCEPTANCE REVIEW OF WPPSS-1 & 4 BN

"he meteorcliogy informatfon provided in the enviromment ) repor

the fmpaci of the enviromment on the plant and the possible impa

on the enviromment. The meteorology information provided 1s respor

uidence givon in NUREG-0855 (2/79) and 1s acceptable. However

6.1.3.2, the short term diffusion estimates followed Regulatory Guide )
which 1s insppropriate, having been replaced by Regulatory Cuide 1.145
section 7.1.2, metinds called for in a June 13, 1980 Federal Register notice,

1.8,, probabilistic risk assessment of a plant accident were not used

Regulatory Guide ). 45 was used instead of a CRAC type aneivsis, with standard
Pasauiil-Gifferd dispersion values, oy

Figld tests at the Panford site have shown modifications to the o's are needed

to account tor poorer dispersion conditions in this desert region

Thus the accident evaluations should use a probabilistic method in “harter
and Regulatory Guide 1.148 for Chants- 6. In both cases, modified o's should
be used.




