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Jear Dr. Jabbour:

I have reviewed the "Seismic Analysis of Peactor Internals
for Dresden II" dated December 24, 1968 whicn was transmittedi by
Mr. Janecek's letter dated 20 February 1780, while the ro: ~rt
gqoes into considerable detail concernina the dynamic analvs:s
procedures and assumptions used in analyzina the reactor “essel
internals and supports, the only seismic input to the analvsis
is N-5 El Centro 1940 time history normalized to 1.19 zero per.cd
ground acceleration. In addition, while the model seems to
indicate that the bu.lding structure-reactor vessel interaction
#as consildered, no mass coefficient for the building structure
was defined in the input properties *o the analysis.

The vessel skirt momen: of 12,800 ¥-ft. and shear of ~23
Kips determined in the subject report compare *o the alues of
25, 200 K-ft. and B2l Kip determined in a John A. Blume repor+
dated february 2, 1966 which was used by B4W in the.r Stress
Analysis evaluation of the Suppor® Skirt. Of particular interes:
:n the further review of the design adequacy cf the reactor vess.!
internals and support would be John Blume's report. where the Loys. s
for the 25,800 K-ft. and 821 Kip loads used in *he stross anal sis

-

'0:ld be evaluated, Unfortunately, the mater:al supp!lied 1n *ke

subject report while useful in delinina the ~ass and stiffness
*haracteristics of the vessel internals an! =.rnorts does 1:t* ),
tOo answer the design alequacy quest:ons ri1:sc! .n *he current
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