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13.4
(3.8.1.5)

13.6
(3.8)

13-1

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING

Justify your statement that the Petry formula is less con-
servative than the Army Corpos of Engineers and the 3allistic
Research Lsooratory formulas and that Ballistic Research
Laboratory formula is the most consarvative.

The seismic instrumentation program given in Section 3.7.4 is
not in accordance with Regulatery Guide 1.12 (Rev. 1). As

a minimum requirement, one multi-eiement seismoscope should
be installed at tne basement of the containment for a rapid
determinaticn of the ground input response spectra during an
earthquake. Provision for time history accelerograpns alcne
is not adequate. State your intent to comaly with the re-
quirement.

Your uce of concrete intarlock approach for tangential shear
is not suitable for prestressed concrete. Demonstrate thnat+
the design for tangential shear is in accordance with ACI1-313
or ACI//SME (Committee-353) codes, which are applicable.

Justify the use of a reduction factor of 0.95 for prestressing
ste§1 instead of 0.9, as recommended in the ACI/ASME (Committae-
359) Code.

 As requested in our preliminary review, state that the design

criteria and design methods are in accordance with Document (8)
prepared by the Structural Engineering 2ranch, Directorate of
Licensing "Structural Design Critaria for Evaluating the
Effects of High-Energy Pipe 3reaks on Catagory I Structures
Outside the Containment". This documant, prepared originally
for structures outside of the containment is also apslicable

to interior structures.

Your response 0 cur question on degree of conformance with
Regulatory Safsty Guide 1.18 is not complezs. Provide a com=
prehensive discussicn of degree of cunformanca.

ReYerence in Section 3.8 your diszussion of conformance with
Regulatory Safety Guide 1.13.
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