ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFEGUARDS
UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

January 1k, 1961

Honoraeble John A. McCone
Chairman
U, S. Atomic Energy Commission

Washington, D, C.
Subject: IMPROVED CYCLE BOILING WATER REACTOR
Dear Mr., McCone:

The letter from Mr. William S. Peterson, General Manager of the

Ios Angeles Depertment-ef Water and Power, to Mr. Price, referred
to the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards by Mr. W. F. Finan,
contains four questlons relative to expansion of the Haskell Canyon
site which has been approved for a 50 MW(e) boiling water reactor
(ICEWR) into & large reactor complex. Each question will be
considered separately.

1. The ACRS letter of June 8, 1960, after concluding that the site
is suitable for "a 50 Mi(e) boiling water reactor which follows
existing techmology," states - "The Committee has doubts whether
this site can be safely expanded into a large power complex."
The selection of 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. The use of pressure
suppression design probably would 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
environmental survey on its hydrological and meteorological
aspects should be completed, the latter stressing the atmospheric
dispersion characteristics peculiar to this site." Again on
July 25, 1960, the ACRS letter stated - "The opinion of the
Committee concerning the necessity for a detailed environmental
swvey of the original site expressed in the previous letters
applies equally to the proposed alternmate sites." Thus, the
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ACRS reservations even on a 50 MiW(e) reactor at Haskell Canyon
were expressed because of unknowns about the site., It 1s

extremely doubtful that clarification of these unknowns would

meke it prudent to use this site for a larger power complex.

The precise number of additional reactor units would not materially
affect our position.

k, 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.

Sincerely yours,
/8/ T. J. Thompson
T, J. Thompson
Chairman

cc: A. R. Luedecke, GM

We Fo Finan, AGMRS
H. L. Price, Dir., DI&R

References:
v letter from Wm. S. Peterson to H. L. Price, dated December 28, 1960

v Letter from W, F, Finan to T, J. Thompson, dated January 11, 1961

802



