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To address this requirement verify that:

(1) mesoscale transport of effluents from ground level and/or ele-
vated releases can be adequately modeled using the meteorolog-
fcal data available onsite, in the vicinity (up to 10 miles) of
the plant;

. (2) the physical height of the mixing layer can be adequately deter-
mined from onsite measurement and model statistics and is
included in the dispersion calculation;

(3) diffusion rates are based on the most appropriate stability
indicator(s) and

(4) source characteristics are factored into the model.

The licensee responded to this item in a letter dated June 29, 1984.
This matter will be examined during a future inspection.

(OPEN) 83-35-05; Meteorological parameters from the primary tower
identified in Emergency Plan section 5.II1.A are not available on
strip charts in the control room and are not used in the initial dose
assessment calculation (ERPIP 4.4.1) as recommended in NUREG-0654.
Revise the initial dose assessment procecdure to consider actual
meteorological measurements from the primary tower; identify in the
ERP and ERPIP where the primary meteorological parameters will be
available (control room, TSC and ECC/EOF) for dose assessment calcu-
lations. State in the ERP how the NRC, state and local agencies will
access this information.

The licensee responded to this item in 1 letter dated June 29, 1984.
This matter will be examined during a future inspection.

(OPEN) 83-35-06; Revise Technical Specifications 3.3.3.4 on meteoro-
logical instrumentation to be consistent with ERP section 5.III.A
where the meteorological parameters from the new primary tower are
identified as the essential parameters used in support of dose
assessment calculations for emergency preparedness.

The licensee responded to this item in a letter dated June 29, 1984.
This matter will be examined during a future inspection.

(OPEN) 83-35-07; State in a letter to Rugion I, whether the primary
and backup monitoring systems used in the meteorological monitoring
conform to the guidelines established in Regulatory Guide 1.23, Rev.
1 or justify any exceptions.

The licensee responded to this item in a letter dated June 29, 1984.
This matter will be examined during a future inspection.






e. Licensee Audits (IE Inspection Procedure 82210)

The inspector held discussions with licensee personnel, reviewed
audits of the emergency preparedness program performed durino 1982
and 1983 by members of the Quality Assurance staff and ncted that the
audits included a review of the adequacy of the interface with State
and loca! governments as required. The inspector also noted that the
licensee has a means of identifying deficiencies and weaknesses dur-
fng drills and exercises and provides a means for corrective actions.

Based on the above review, no violations were noted.

Exit Interview

On August 17, 1984, the inspector met with the licensee representative
identified in Paragraph 1 and summarized the scope and findings of the
inspection. At no time during the inspection was written material pro-
vided to the licensee by the inspector.



