
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFEGUARDS 
UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

WASHING"rON 25, D. C. 

Honorable John A. McCone 
Cllairman 
u. s. Atomic Energy COillllission 
Washington, D. c. 

January 14, 1961 

SUbject: Dv!PROVED CYCLE BOILING WAmR REACWR 

Dear Mr. McCone: 

The letter from Mr. Williams. Peterson, General Manager of the 
Los Allgeles Depe.rtment....t' Water and Power, to Mr. Price, referred 
to the Advisory Conmdttee on Reactor Sa.f'eguards by Mr. w. F. Finan, 
contains four questions relative to eJC;PSZ1sion of the Haskell Cs.nyon 
site which bas been approved for a 50 MW(e) boil.ing water reactor 
(IC:BWR) into a large reactor complex. Fach question will be 
considered separately. 

1. The ACRS letter of June 8, 1960., after concluding tbat the site 
is suitable for "a 50 MW(e) boiliDg water reactor which follows 
existing technology," states - "The committee has doubts whether 
this site can be safely ex;panded into a large power complex." 
The selection ot a reactor manufacturer does not alter this 
conclusion. 

2. The reservations in connection with a large reactor complex at 
Haskell Canyon are related to the site. '!he use of pressure 
st.W,Pression design probab~ wouJ.d not affect the acceptability 
of the site for a possible 300 MW(e) reactor. 

3. The letter of June 8 stated - "It is the opinion of the Committee 
that before a reactor is constructed at this site, a detailed 
enviromnentaJ. survey on its eydrological and meteorol.ogical 
aspects should be cong;,leted, the latter stressing the atmospheric 
dispersion characteristics peculiar to this site." .Again on 
July 25, 1960, the N:8S letter stated - "!the opinion of the 
Committee concerniDg the necessity for a detailed environmental 
sUL"Vey of the original. site expressed in the previous letters 
applies eq~ to the proposed a.J..te:rnate sites." 'lhus, the 
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ACRS reservations even on a 50 MW(e) reactor at Haskell Canyon 
were expressed because of unknowns about the site. It is 
extremely doubtful that clarification of these unknowns would 
make it prudent to use this site for a larger power complex. 
The precise number of additional reactor units would not materially 
affect our·position. 

4. The experience in the operation of a 50 MW( e) nuclear plant on a 
site being considered for a larger reactor probably would not be 
a significant factor in a decision on the suitability of the site 
for a larger reactor. 

cc: A. R. Luedecke, GM 
W. F. Finan, AGMRS 

H. L. Price, Dir., DL&R 

References: 

Sincerely yours, 

/s/ T. J. Thompson 

T. J. Thompson 
Chairman 

v ~tter from Wm. s. Peterson to H. L. Price, dated December 28, 1960 
v· ~tter from W. F. Finan to T. J. Thompson, dated January 11, 1961 
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