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Richard Hoefling, Esq.
Staff Counsel
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Re: In the Matter of Long Island Lighting
Cc npany (Shorehan Nuclear Power Station,
Unit 1) - Docket No. 50-322

Dear Mr. 'oefling:

Cn April 4, 1979, we received a letter from Joseph
F. Scinto, Deputy Director, Hearing Division, enclosing
Staff letter entitled " Differences in Procedures for
Estimiting Atmospheric Dispersion Conditions at Inland
and C)astal Sites". A copy of the letter and attach-
ment is enclosed.

The County netaorolczis;, Mr. John Friccola, has
reviewed this mata and has raised the following ques-
tions:

1. Is Staff suggesting that Applicant for
licensing of plants sited at coastal
locations will have to reanalyze their
relative concentrations (ie., dose rate)
to' include off-shore (ie., over Long Island
Sound in the case of Shoreham and Ja!.1esport)
winds?
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2. Will such reanalysis then have an effect
on decisions with respect to requirements
for accident consequence mitigation equip-
ment and systems?

3 Will Staff also require ',= evaluation of
the manner in which the stability conditions
are obtained and also re-evaluation of the flow
reversals implicit at coasbline sites due to
differential heating?

4. The statement does not address any further
course of action and is thus incomplete.
What further analysis and/or re-evaluation
of site meteorology for the affected sites
is contemplated?

Please consider this in the nature of a discovery
request in the above-captioned matter. The adequacy of
the Shoreham site meteorology arises under County Conten-
tions 15a and 16a.

Very truly yours,

f
j'|l Ob
Irvin Like

IL/jg
CC: Case '4hitemore , Esq.

(with enclosure)
Mr. John Frissola
All active parties to the
Shoreham proceeding

(without enclosure)
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