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ACRS Members

TI)RLINRSS OF ACR8 REVIEWS W MULTIFIA-UNIT FIAlffs

As a basis for discussion on the subject of how far in advance the
ACR8 should approve plant construction or operation, ths Cosmittee
staff has generated the table of dates which is attached. Following
are the conclusicus and recomesadations based on a study of that tables

; CopCIR8 IONS
i

At CP stane

1. If the applicant has applied for a multiple-unit CF in a single
submittal, the ACRS has always approved these with a single re--

o port. -

I

j, 2. These applications have always been for units which had sati-
mated startup dates two years or less apart.

b
i 3. Where the units wars expected to be more than two years apart,
[ separate reports i _,e were written.

L NYMO" kzd bw m d LZb) & Sff/&r,4. separate reports have been issued in soms cases where the units -

wette not expected to be two years apart (for example; Dresden,
Browns Ferry, Three Mile Island).

At OL Staae

i 1. For multiple-unit plants, the time between the date of ACRS re-
port and predicted or actual fuel loading date has ranged from
4 months for Dresden 2 to 13 months at Point Buch 2 (will
actually be about 19 months).

2. The ACAS decided not to write an OL report for Oconee 2 vbpn the
time to plant startup was predicted to be about 18 months (now,

this looks like the number will be 23 months).

.

"
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;;

'

! 3. there has been no set correlation between the number of CF re-
ports and the number of OL reports. For example '

' ,

;

$ Es. CF Resorts No. OL Resorts
. i

Dresden 2 and 3 2 2
quad Cities 1 and 2 1 1,

Oconee 1, 2, and 3 '

1 >l (possibly 3)
Point Beach 1 and 2 2 1

RECOB9EMBAT10NS
!

1. That the Acac follow its previous practice, not to approve for
'

;

construction additional units which are more than two years be-
hind the first one being constructed.,

,

t
2. That, since the purpose of an OL review is, in part, to assess

the adequacy of the constructed plant and the preparedness of
the owner to operate it, full Committee review not be conducted

,t more than 6-9 months prior to the predicted fuel loading date.
i

'

Oricinal Siisned by

|f
_ J. E. En:d

. [

J. E. Bard
! Senior Staff Assistant

f! Attachment:
Tab &s.of h itiple-Unit

'
Reviews

i
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EXCERPT FROM Oct. 20, 1969

SUiO'.ARY OF 114th ACRS MEETING
t

.

i

2. ACi:S Cc w D'c: irm -? Adva": Cd Reac t 'r Cn ceot s - Commissioner Johnson,

,

sait 1~.c rtry was investin c er.s i d e rab l e f ur.d d in various a dvanc ed'

reactet concept., and inquired if .the ACRS was in a positicn te provides

advisc ry opinicr.s o . the cor.cepts ' acceptability, particularly i f the
ACRS thoa:ht a particolor cor. cept would be totally unacceptable. The
purpade of smeh opinicn3 would bc 'to alert industry that a particular
design concept, or concepts, would not reccive a favorable review from
the ACRS, ard te preclude industry expenditures on reactor concepts
which were not accepreole. Replying to Dr. Hanauer, Commissioner
Johneen soid these ACRS opinions need not necessarily be in the public ,

c om:. ;n , although they shoulo be prepared with the view that they could
be mace public. Commissic cer Ramey asked if the ACRS' informal review

cf a prcpsscd reactor site wan ever confirmed in writing. Dr. Hendrie
.

i said rec e:.t site rcviews have 3enerclly not been confirmed in writing,
alchougn in ecrtain esses, such as with the Newbold Island site, a

letter of confirmation hcd been picpared. He predicted the ACRS would
probably increasingly prepare letters of confirmation on site accepta ,i

' bility, rather than employ the route of verbal comments. Dr. Okrpnt

!
inquired if the Commission was ssking the ACRS to investigate other

,

h reactor concepts such as the fait gas cooled reactors in addition to
those it is already studying. Commissioner Johnson said it is probably

j. too early to request ACRS review of the fast gas reactor concept;e
Commissioner Ramey agreed and said the ACRS should review other advanced

|

F concepts only at the request of the Commission.

Chcirman Seaborg inquired about the Committee's review of the Liquid
Metal Fast Breeder Reactor. Dr. Hanauer said the ACRS had met many
times on this subject. Mr. Shaw said the LMFBR was a project of con-
siderable magnitude, involving AEC expenditures of approximately $100 j

'

million pcr year. Although AEC staff is convinced the problems with '

iy oth the health and safety of the public andb ~this system enn be solved
* Govern cnt and industry inddThment egaphe protected, it would be highly

desirabletoobtainfromtheACRSitsassurancesaspp,e; detailed (ggigny
Commissioner Johnson D eeed,#DIIuse that j9 tof the project is developed.

after vast sums of money were invested the ACRS would not at some later j

date inform the Commission the U4FSR was inherently unsafe. Mr. Shaw said i

it would be desirable, for example, if the ACRS would advise the (ommission !

that it can, or cannot assume that a scram will not occur. Df. Hanauer'

replied the ACRS had not as yet made such a determination relttive to light
water reactor systems; after they had resolved this matter, the Committee
would be in a position to address itself to a scram in the U4FBR.

-- .

$-If
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ACRS ACTIVITIES CRf
ADFANCED REACTOR CONCEPTS

_

! ar ' _

' W
! September 23, 1966 Subcommittee Visit to Peach Bettest il -

'''

: Reactor Site 4

October, 1966 Caummittee Review of Peach Bottom #1
Operating License

May 16, 1967 Subcomunittee Meeting on Safety of ETUR's'

June 12.1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Train,
San Diego

July, 1967 Committee Review of Fort St. Train

August 8, 1967 Subcommittee Meeting om Fort St. Train
!
l September 6, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Train

September, 1967 Coasnittee Review of Fort St.'Vrain
!

i November 1, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain
kl <

l' November, 1967 Committee Review of Fort St. Vrain

December 6, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain

[[
i

January 25, 1968 SEFOR Site Visit
;

h
|March 6,1968 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Train i

'-

*

,

March 18-23,1968 Member Participation in University of
California Program on Prestressed Con-
crete Nuclear Structures+

March, 1968 Commaittee Review of Fort St. Train
!i

April, 1960 Committee Reviews of Fort St. Vrain

July, 1968 Committee Discussion with Commissioners ;

on Safety Review of New Reactor Concepts, ;
'

August, 1968 Committee Review of OGA Large HTGR
'

.,

September _3, 1968 Subcomunittee Review of SRFOR

September 5, 1968 Subconnaittee Meeting on Procedures for |
*

FILE- Pre-Annlication Reviews Review of New Reactor Concepts |
RD-15-1 ;
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; septea6er,1968 Ceummittee Review of SRFOR Operstise p $$

3-
[', October 30, 1968 ACRS Orientation Meeting en IMBR safety "

l

October, 1968 Committee Review of SEPOR 1 W t Operation

November 7-9, 1968 Member Participation in Internatio.aal Con-
'

farence on Sodium Technology and Large Fast
Reactor Design, ANL

December 12-13, 1968 Subcommittee Meeting on Fast Reactor Safety

January 17, 1969 Subcommittee Meeting on Large ETGR's -
Chicago

,

j February 17-19, 1969 Member Participation im Buclear Safety
Program, Annual Information Meeting,
Oak Ridge

March 5, 1969 subecomittee Review of SEFOR 20 Wt Operation
' March 12, 1969 Subcommittee Visit to Fort St. Y: rain Site

is March 13-14,1969 Subcommittee Review of GGA Large EECR,
San Diego

!

j March, 1969 Committee Review of SRFOR 20 Et Operation
p

April 9, 1969 Subcommalttee Review of F51 Demolastration
Plant

May 22-23, 1969 Member Participation in Meeting of Working,

Group on Liquid Metal Thermal Science, BNL j

|
.

May, 1969 Comunittee Review of FBR Demonst: ration Plant1

'- June 4, 1969 Subcommittee Review of FBR Dommetration
Plant (Dow Chemical Fire)

July 18, 1969 F5R Demonstration Plant Site Visit '

f R.

September 3,1969 subcommittee Review of GGA Latge RIGE E
*

September 15-16, 1969 Member Participation in INER Safety Fragram
Review, ANL-

307 ION ."* 10-19, 1969 0.k,.__iii S.,1r, y[ ,~pA asilWKupia milen
OrriCE > . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . Plan 0 ,,Qano&A..lArt..and.. Santa .&seasa...Callf mia. )3

j
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DATE > . . . . . .. . . - - - - - - - - - --- *
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EXCERPT, SUMMARY, 113th ACRS MTG, 9/4-6/69 . . . Meeting with Commissioners
Attendance was limited to the Commissioners (Seaborg, Ramey, Johnson, Thompson,

.

,

and Larson), Mr. Price and ACRS Members (R. F. Fraley and W. B. McCool attended '..

; as observers.)2. Frenmme s y Informal Site Reviews - Dr. Hanauer noted that potential
-

applicants occasionally request oral guidance regarding the acceptabilityI.
of a site without the establishment of a public record. He suggested that
this is of concern since the public and the JCAE are not informed regarding
the " commitments" made in these cases. It also can result in different
interpretations of what is said by the parties involved. The Commissioners ,

.

noted that:

the public does have an opportunity to participate wher. the CP hearinga.
is held. Members of the public are not deprived of this opportunity
by a preliminary, informal site reviews

these reviews usually are in terms of limited information in a limited
. Ib.

j
area (e.g., population distribution only with a positive finding

} limited to a. conclusion that there are no obvious ressons to turn downthe site.
- - This is not considered a binding approval by the Comraission.)
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ACRS ACTIVITIES Oli
ADVANCED REACTOR CONCEPTS _ 8/26/69

.

.

September 23, 1966 Subccomittes Visit to Peach Bottom #1'
Reacter SiteW .

'

Oc,*tober, 1966 Committee Review of Peach Bottom #1
Operating License

May 16, 1967 Subcommittee Hosting on Safety of HTGR's ,

June 12, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain,
San Diego '

July. 1967 Committee Review of Fort St. Vrain '

August 8,.1967 subcommittee Meeting on Fort St. Vrain

6

h

o

r!

I
fi*

>

i

I
|

!

! i
t I

1

|

! '

'f,

~ 5'*|w, m ,My ch %_&m% .

- '

'h [
??.:h

OmCE > .. .... . (COnti muy... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' -
j

' g . .; ,,j.ti

$URNAME > . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . g"
.

a
DATE> .... . . . . . . .. . . . . . - . . . . . . ~ . . . . - - - . - . . . - . f

M AIDO.818 (Rev. 9-63)
U.S. GOVERNMENT PRIN71hG 0FFICE :19ht-(> 214-429

_ - _ - _ _ . _ - - _ - - - - _ - - _ - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- --



- _ _ _

r ' i
'

,

'
.

.. ..

ACKS ACTIVITIES 9N
ADFANCED BRACTOR C001CEFTS S/g69 |

{L <
.

! September 6,1967 Subcomunittee Review of Fort St. Vrain 9 #

| y v

j September,1967 Commaittee Review of Fort St. Vrain

November 1, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain

November, 1967_ Comunittee Review of Fort St. Vrain

December 6, 1967 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain

January 25, 1966 SEFOR Site Visit

March 6, 1968 Subcommittee Review of Fort St. Vrain I

_j March 18-23, 1968 Member Participation in University of
I California Frosrem on Prestressed Con. )

arete Nuclear Structures J

March, 1968 Committee Review of Fort St. Train;

-[
.

h April, 1968 Committee Reviews of Fort St. Vrain .
.V

July, 1968 Committee Discussion with Commissioners
on Safety Review of New Reactor Concepts.

|'i
,

:' AuSus t, 1968 Coimaittee Review of OGA Large RTUR
h
T. September 3, 1968 Subcommittee Review of SEFOR

September 5, 1968 Subcommittee Meeting on Procedures for
Review of New Reactor Concepts

September, 1968 Committee Review of SEFOR Operationa

1 October 30, 1968 ACRS Orientation Meeting on IMBR Safety
i

October,1968 Committee Review of SEFOR 1 mit Operation

November 7-9, 1968 Member Participation in International Con-
farence on Sodium Technology and Larsf Fast'

.

Reactor Design, ANL [
'

,

9esember 12-13, 1968 Subcommittee Meeting on Fast Reactor Safety
.

E
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January 17, 1969

_

Subcomunittee Meeting en Large ENE'S y("gf ,} Chicago
g %x; .

February 17-19, 1969 Member Participation in Ihastaar SafetyI

Program, Annual Information Meeting,
Oak Ridge

: March 5 1969 Subcommittee Review of SEFOR 20 Wt
' Operation

March 12, 1969 Subcommittee Visit to Fort St. Vrain Site

March 13-14, 1969 Subcommiti.ee Review of OGA Large BNR,
San Diego

.I March, 1969 Committee Review of SEFOR 20 W t Operation
I

April 9, 1969 Subcouaittee Review of FSR Demonstration
Plant

3

i May 22-23, 1969 Member Participation in MeetinS of WorkinS
h- Group on Liquid Metal Thermal Science, BNL
4

Nay, 1969 Committee Review of FBR Demonstration Plant,9

June 4, 1969 Subcommittee Review of FBR Demonstration!

Plant (Dow Chemical Fire)
l i
' July 18, 1969 FBR Demonstration Plant Site Visit

September 3, 1969 Subcommittee Review of OGA Large RTGR

,

:j l

i

.

9

'
|

.
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p SUMMARY, 112th ACRS MEETING

' EXECUTIVE SESSION;,

? ~~ h |f b f
'

.'
< 4

1

3 - 3. Siring Reports - The Committee discussed alternate means (e.g., oral,
l written, etc.) to' convey to the Commission its conclusions and recom-.I' 'W mendations.resulting from informal site reviews. Some questions raised 8 - |

.

were: If an oral conclusion is .prov!.ded the Regulatory Staff and the
'~

,

i - prospective applicant, how can it be conveyed properly to AEC, the JCAE, g

5 and the'public? How can a report be prepared which' involves proprietary

k information and still- advise the public of ,the' ACRS decision? . It was -

.f ~ agreed that this matter should be discussed informally with the Coinmis-
;, sfoners.as soon as possible.
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