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ECCS DESIGNS FOR FORKED RIVER UNIT 1, SAN ONOFRE UNITS 2 AND 3, 
AND WATERFORD UNIT 3 NUCLEAR STATIONS 

A letter from A. Giambusso, dated July 24, 1973, suggested that the 
Committee reconsider its position that the ECCS designs for the 
Forked River Unit 1, San Onofre Units 2 and 3, and Waterford Unit 3 
facilities be reviewed by the Regulatory Staff and the ACRS prior to 
fabrication and installation of major components. This letter indi­
cates that the improvements in ECCS designs include modifications to 
the Safety Injection Tank System and that tha modified fuel design, 
which is expected to be used in these plants, "• •. is expected to 
lead to significant reduction in fuel stored energy that will result 
in reductions in peak clad temperature and provide significant margins 
to the limits established by the ECCS Acceptance Criteria". 

Further, the Committee notes the following from Supplement No. 1 to 
the Safety Evaluation by the Directorate of Licensing, USAEC, ir. the 
matter of Louisiana Power and Light Company Waterford Steam Electric 
Station, Unit No. 3, June 1, 1973, page 30: "However, in view of the 
ongoing nature of the applicant's (Combustion Engineering's) experimental 
and analytical program, as described to the Committee [ACRS], and of the 
possibility that the results obtained from the program could influence 
the applicant to modify its ECCS design in some manner, we have informed 
the applicant that we will require that the final design of the ECCS be 
submitted to us for review and final approval prior to implementation. 
If the applicant should fabricate major components prior to such approval, 
it does so at its own risk". 
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The ACRS has decided that these three facilities are sufficiently 
similar to warrant review of the ECCS on a generic basis, rather 
than as individual cases. In this manner, more effective use can 
be made of both the Staff and ACRS efforts, as well as those of the 
applicants. The Committee recommends that this generic review be 
made at an appropriate time, but prior to the operating license 
stage. 

cc: A. Giambusso, L 
J. O'Leary, L 
R. DeYoung, L 
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