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·we have reviewed t:he Idaho Nuclear Safety RGports on.Tests 845-850 of the 
--··- ···· · Se1nisca.l(~ Blo\vdov/n -~.u1cl ECC Project, ru1d. b.a\:e co1111)a.red· the111 \Vith t}1e '\'ater 

... :.Reactor Safety rrogr:.m1 Plan and other AEC c.1ocuJ11.ents • 

. · Vlarnings that ECC water rnight. bypass the core and be blmvn out tbe primary 
·system brer:k appe8T expUcitly at page 9.0 of the Erge.n report., p2ge 49 of NSIC- 24, 

ru.1d i)ages 2, J_::J mm ~v of IN-1381L I1ioreover, foe Leiden.frost effect is a well..., 
b10\vn phe1101nenon in hvo-pb3se flow theory. . . . . 

In view of the fa.ct that the tests verifi.ed tbc accuracy of these test objectives, we 
feel that the Commission ~ \vrong in regarding the test Tesl!lts as "surprisiDg11 

or .' 1tm'-'"1Jec:·ed " - · . . · · ., ..... ,/..,J:. ,,, ... . . .. 

\Ve an~ particularly disturbed by an AEC press release, dat.ed. May 28, 1971, 
. wMch attempts to clenis~ratc the tests ov say in~: . . .. r; ~ .. ... 

·The recent small mock-up tests at NR.TS were not designed to re1)1~esent · 
· - ·· ··· • the response of m1 actual operating nuclear po\\1er plai1t to a loss of 

coolant accident. There were signific::m!: differences i.n 1:te expcri:_ 
m.ental system which was tested as compared to an operating reactor. 

: In view of the fact that the blowdown test d~ta from that same facility has been 
. used to support license :1nnlications. we do not see how the Comrnissjon can have 
· its cake and cat it too. Ei.tlwr tl'ie r6.bnity does 11closely model commerci.81 plant 
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ECC systems 11 (page 27 of IN-138-4:), in which case the ECC systems on com- · 
merci.al PWR 1s do not work, or the·.t.est results on blowdmvn used in previous 

.license applications must be· cast out and the matter remanded for de QQ.Y.Q. 
consideration, V/hich v10.uld entail holdin5 new hea.ri.ngs on those li.cense appli.ca­
ti.o.ns. 

In view of the crucial nature of this problern, we believe the only prudent course 
for th~: Commission. to foHo'.v, in addition to its exp1·esscd i.ntention to hold up 
licensing new plants, would be to suspend the licenses, until the ECC system 
h!lC: ht:.l"l>- pvnr>1·irnr>nh11lu '7Pl·ifiorl nf l-hP r:=>'1r-f·n1·c: l1<"''1~r-.rl n11 l-ht:. !"lff·!",r>lv>rl lic:i· ..... ..._ ...... ,...,_.. .................... J:"".._ ................................... -. ... .) .• .._.._ --. .................. , .......................... ...._ ... ~ .............. ~ .............. ~~· .. -- ............................................................................................... . 

We ask the Commission to sus1xmcl these licenses on t.li.e grounds that the assur­
ance of no w1due risk to the public hea.lth· and safety demands that no other 

. course be follo\;ied by the Commissi.011. 
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.OPERAeG LICENSES TO BE SUSPE • 

. Name of Plant 
. ·.·::: . :. 

Connecticut Yankee 

·.Dresden 2, 3 

Ginna. 

Ti.ff--l-.: ,.,,,.....11 , ..... 
. . .l.YJ.VJ.ll-l.VCJ.J.V 

!t.1illstonc 1 

Nine .i\lile Point 

Oyster Creek 

P6i1it Beach 1 · 

Hcbinson 2· 
'-.... 

... -·· ·· --- · San Oi1ofrc 

·.-:. 

·.. . :'Location 

·. Haddam Neck, CT 

Grundy County, IL 

Ontario, l\"r5'. 

l\1illsto11e Point, CT 

Oswego, NY 

Oy.ste1~ Creek, NJ 

Two Creeks) WI 

· . Hartsville) SC 

. Ca.mp Pendleton, CA 
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···.'Operator 

Connecticut Yankee: Atomic Po-wer C4, 

-Commonwealth Edison ·co. 

·Rochester Gas and Electric Co. 

Northern States Pmver Co. 

Connecticut. Light ancl Power Co. 

·Niagara Tvfohawk Pmver Co. 

Jersey Central Po\';er and Light Co. 

· \.Visconsin.Electric Power_ Co. 

Carolin?. Pmver and Li;ht Co. 

Southern California EcUson Co . 
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