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‘Bnar Dr. Se aborg:

N ‘We have rcwewcd ihe Idaho Nuclear Sqiet} Rq,mtb on. chto 845~ 850 of thc
~ ‘Semiscale lowdown and ECC Project, and have compsu‘cd them with the Water
‘ ;.Reactor Safety Program Plan and other AEC documents. '

W arnings that ECC water might bypass the core and be blown out the primary
“system break appear explicitly at-page .90 of the Ergen report, page 49 of NSIC-24,
‘and pages 2, 19 and 20 of IN-1384. Moreover, the Leidenfrost effect is a well-
Jnown phenomenon in. two-phase {Jow the 30Ty '

In view of the fact that the tests verified the accuracy of these test objectives, we
feel that the Commission 1/5 W rong in regarding the test-x» cavlw as "surprising”

or, «”m)f‘::pc ted. ™

We are particularly disturbed by an AEC press release, dated May 28, 1871,
.which attemptsto denigrate t;.b_e tests by saying: : ' oo

- The rcccnt sm'ﬂl mock- up tests at NRTS were not des 1nned to 1cprcsent
““the response of an actual operating nuclear power plant to a loss of
 coolant accident. There were significant differences in the expoeri- R
- mental SySLem which was {es tpd as compared to an operatmtr re'lc‘cor' '

- In view of. the fact: that-the blowdown test data from that same facility has .been
. used to support license applications, we do not see how the Commission can have
- its cake and cat it too. Lither the facility does "closely model commercial plant
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. We ask the Commission to suspend these licenses on the grounds that the assur-
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: D‘r.’ Glenn Seaborg
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.. June’3, 1971

" ECC sy stems“ (paoe 27 of ]I\T-1‘384), in v']uc‘m case L}‘e I]CC systemo on com- -
" mercial PWR's do not work, or the: te st results on blowdown used in previous
" license applications must be cast out and the matter remanded for de novo
consideration, which woul entail holding new hearings on those license applica-
" {ions. : C ’ o i

- In view of the crucial nature of this p1 o}ﬂcm we believe the only prudent cour.N,
 for the Commission to follow, in addition te its expressed intention to hold up
- licensing new plants, would be to. suspend the licenses, until the ECC system

hag heen exper imentallv verifiesd, of the reactors named on. the attached lict,
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ance of no undue risk to the public health-and safety demands that no other
_course b° foNov cd by the (Jommlsgxon. ' ' I

R e e e o Sincerely, )

_ DDC:mk
- enclosure .

=

s
b



OPERA’.G LICENSES TO BE SUSPEN?!

| -'A:N'am‘e of Plant : ‘Location | R L A"-’E_bgera'tor
' Coxme_cﬁcut Ym)kéem_f_;::‘.‘. . Hadc}am Neck, CT Connect'i_dut_ th};ee" Atomic Power C
-»'A;Dl.*e'éde‘n 2, 3 - ' Grur;c’.:y Counfj, L, .-«"Comn'lo‘nwealth'Ed.is‘on Co. |
'Gi'nna, | o _Ontar'io, NY : ©" "Rochester Gas and Electmc Co.
. - VN : Northern States Power. Co A-
-' . Millstone 1 _' | ~ Millstone Point, CT | ‘;“Coéne'cticut Light aud Power Co.
Nine I\-'Iile Point ' . Oswego, NY - ‘ Nmbmra Mohawk Power Co.
. Oyster Creek - Oystél;_Cl‘ee}:; NJ v h Jersey Central Power. and Lwht Co
.:_ P‘o"int.Be'achl S o .Tiwo C.reeks,"Wf B “Wisconsin'E ectric Power Co.

‘Rebingon 20 . . 0 .Hartsville, SC . . . Carolina Power and Light Co.

' an Onofre _ Camp Pendleton, CA - ~ Southern California Edison Co.
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