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Southern California Edison Company M%
P. 0. BOX 800

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CALIFORNIA 91770
K. P. BASKIN TELEPHONE
MANAGER, GENERATION ENGINEERING August 11, 1977 . 213-572-1401

Regulatory File Cy.
Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation @ =™
ATTN: K. Kniel, Chief
lLight Water Reactors Branch #2
Division of Project Management
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Gentlemen:

Subject: Docket Noe.v50¥206, 50~361 and 50-362
Onshore Tracer Test Program

San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station
Units 1, 2 and 3

By letter dated July 28, 1977, sixty-three (63) copies of the report
entitled "Final Report of the Onshore Tracer Tests Conducted December 1976
through March 1977 at the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station" were trans-
mitted to you. Following submittal, it has come to our attention that pages
4=21, 4-22, 4-23, 4-24, 4-77, 4-78 and/or C-23 were inadvertently omitted from
some copies of the final report. Sixty-three (63) copies of these pages are
enclosed for incorporation, as necessary, in copies of the final report previously
submitted to you.

In addition, we would like to call your attention to two errors in
our July 28, 1977 submittal:

(1) The transmittal letter erroneously identified the date of the report
as "June 1977" rather than "July 1977" which has been identified as
the date of the report and

(2) The table numbering in Section 4.3 erroneously~begins with Table 4.3-2.

We regret any inconvenience caused by the above identified errors. If
you have any questions concerning this matter, please let me know.

Very truly yours,
Enclosures

ce: Jack B. Moore Albert Schwencer, Chief
Operating Reactors Branch #1
Division of Operating Reactors

R

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission FIEE4 '99'!
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FIGURE 4.2-2

GEOMETRIC MEAN PEAKxu/Q VERSUS
DOWNWIND DISTANCE BY STABILITY

FOR BLUFF TOWER AT
The lines labeled with symbols (see key below
for stability class represented) represent the
means for the test data. This mean was deter-
mined for each stability class by using the indi-
vidual values and assuming a nominal down-
wind distance of 300 or 700 m as appropriate.
The individual values were based on observed
tracer materials, the 10-m wind speed, and
AT(40-10m) stability class. The standard
Pasquill dispersion curves (no building wake
included) are added for reference.
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® ®
stability classified by % The curves plotted in the back-
ground are for reference and represent at each distance the
standard value of peak X U/Q using Pasquill dispersion para-
FPigures 4.2-4 ahd

meters without a building-wake factor.

4.2-5 show the éame ihformation for the Inland Tower.

The figures show that the peak XT/Q is not well ordered by
stability classification. This is particularly so for the
unstable categories and for data classified by AT measurements.
There appears to be a better ordering of the observed meén
concentration vélues and meteorological measurements when the
data are classified by % perhaps because of the broader
range of stability classes when % is used as the classifier
(see Table 4.1-5). However, as discussed in Section 4.0 in

general the use of either g or AT results in conservative

dispersion estimates.

It is noted. that the peak XU/Q values, particularly for the

neutral and slightly stable categories, are much lower than
Pasquill dispersion parameters would predict. This is discussed

further in the following sections.

\
As noted in Section 3 the dual tracers were used during the
test program. For four of the successful tests the tracer

was released at ground level from Unit 2 with simultaneous
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FIGURE 4.5-5

GEOMETRIC MEAN COMPUTED ¢z
VERSUS DISTANCE BY STABILITY
FOR BLUFF TOWER AT

The geometric mean of the computed oz is
presented as a function of stability class (see
key). The individual values were computed
by using the observed peak and oy values and
the 1-h average, 10-m level wind speed. Sta-
bility class was based on the 1-h average
AT{(40m-10m). The standard Pasquill disper-
sion parameter curves are inciuded for refer-
ence.
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