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3.8
3.4.1

3.0 DESIGN CRITERIA < STRUCTURES, COMPOUENTS, EQUIPMENT #:t) SYSTLS
vesign of Category .1 (Seismic) Structures
Containment 3 ' : : _
We stated in Suppiement ‘o. 3: to our Safety ivalvation Report “hat based on our
review t0 date we concluced that the plant can be operated witvin the startuo mode of
operation at power Jevels less than five percent of rated n'- 221 power without
adversely affectinq the health and safety of the public, Tnic limitation was c'aced
‘on plant operdtion until we completed our review of the stri.tural integrity test of
tive contairment to confirr our conclusion that the repaire(: struc:ure reets the ‘
original desicn criteria.

We also stated that we would require Florida Power Corporation to propose additional
surveillance: requirements on °ne contaimnt in order to provide assurance that the
structure will contmue t0. bemve as preoicted during the Vife of the plant, and that '
our »pr.incipol concern in this’ regard is the strains that may be introduced as 2

- consequence of temrerature differentials across the contairinent dome. Accord'ingl Yo

we conditioned the facility operating license in Amendment No. ! to the license to
require that the additiomal suweﬂlance program be submitted to tne Cormission within
three mths of the date of issuance of- the license.

2,

As ve stated in Supplement No. 2 to our Safety Evaluation Report, we required Florida

Power Corporstion to make 2 dgtaﬂed amlysis of the repaired dome and \o have it
i;ustrmnteﬂ 50 that a correlation vetween the predicted and measured behavior can

- be established when the contaiynment is subjected to the structural integrity test

conducted according to the recomend.mons of Regulatory Guide 1.18, "Structura1
Ax.ccpnnu Test for Concrete Primﬁry Containments."”

e ra\‘-e cmlued our review of the fiml tést report, and have compared the measured
dome strains to the predicted values. We have al$o compared the measured displacements
of ‘the dore during the structuul teést with the predicted dtspl.scmnts.

Cowarisons of the measured to the predicted strains and displacmts of the contain-

_ment dome indicate that the structure behaved in an acceptable manner. The structural

1ntegrity test therefore confims our conclusfon that the structure meets the original

design criteria and will uithsund the specified design conditions without impairmert
: of structural integrity or safoty function.

- Based on m dsur-lmtious mmm above, we conclude that with regard to the
‘containment structural dcslgn. and repair of the conuimnt dome, operation of the

facility at full rated power: s acceptable.
s
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