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Meeting Attendees
Commonwealth Edison Company

*R. T. Rose, Lead Structural Engineer
M. J. Morris, Senior Engineer

LI

Sargent & Lundy

Longlais, Structural Engineering Division Head
R. Weaver, Senior Structural Project Engineer
Reklaitis,Structural Project Engineer
M. Kazmi, Supervising Design Engineer

K. Mehta, Engineering Assistant to Division Head

Nuclear Regulatory Commission
; Y m 10!

I

Jackiw, Chief, Test Programs Section
Lipinski, Senior Structural

Engineer

*August 30, 1982 meeting only.
g g

**September 13, 1982 meeting only.

Meeting Details

in Chicago, Illinois,

Meetings were held in the Sargent & Lundy Offices
on August 30 and Septemba

r 13, 1982, with aforementioned attendees to
discuss the effects of the voids, found

.11
Y‘.gl

the masonry block wall at
L 1lle County Station, on structural

ity of the wall.

During the August 30 meeting, Messrs. Reklait i

Longlais delivered
a presentation describing the method of

surveying the voids and assess-
strength. The presentation is
included as an attachment to this report.

ment of their effects on the wall

After a discussion it was agreed that the voids should be considered
in the analysis of the wall and consequently

que , the previous responses
to the NRC request

for additional information be updated as appropriate.
In order to evaluate the strength of the walls more realistically the
applicant agreed to assess the walls by considering the presence of

voids and submit the following additional information to NRC for
review:

Method of evaluating the amount of the voids as a

percentage of
mortar which should be present between the blocks.

Analysis of the walls based on the moment of inertia considering

he presence of the voids.




Analysis of the walls, where applicable, based on
sections of the walls.

An example of analysis of walls spanning vertically, allowing
for the voids.

s spanning horizontally, on
to the joints.

The effect of voids for wall
allowable stresses parallel
The meeting on September 13 was he
of August 30, 1982. During this meeting, Mr. Mehta discussed the
results obtained so far towards reassessment of the walls in the scope

ld as a follow-up to the meeting

of the meeting of August 30, 1982. As a result of the discussion which
followed the licensee was requested to provide the following additional
information for review by the staff:

Evaluate, for the wall which has been exposed, the amoun
voids, as a percentage of mortar completely filling the
which would result in 10 percent of overstress in the
stresses.

Evaluate the impac the ¢ ition stated in a, above, on the
following:
The criteria to which the licensee has committed himself in
the

The NRC criteria for the masonry walls contained in Appen~-

dix A of the Standard Review Plan, Section 3.8.4, Revision 1,

above i nation is to be submitted to
Region 1 ur or about the week of
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