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Mr. James P. O'Reilly, Director 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Region II t 0 
101 Marietta Street, Suite 3100 GULATO" 
Atlanta, GA 30303 c C o 

Re: Oconee Nuclear Station 
IE Bulletin 807Ll--N 
Docket Nos. (0- 26 (27108 

Dear Sir: 

Your letter of March 13, 1981 requested interim progress reports during the 
analysis and evaluation phase of IE Bulletin 80-11 work.  

Attachment r details the present status of analysis. As pointed out in my 
letter of February 9, 1981, the walls included in Priority II and III have 
configurations requiring more sophisticated analysis techniques and there
fore require significantly more analysis time. In many cases, it has be
come necessary to perform a separate computer analysis for each wall.  

To date, no walls that have been analyzed have required upgrading to meet 
the criteria outlined in Section 6.0 of the Oconee Criteria for Evaluation 
of Masonry Walls.  

Very truly yours, 

William 0. Parker, Jr. 7 
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Attachment 

cc: Director 
Division of Reactor Operations 
Office of Inspection and Enforcement 
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20555 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

OCONEE NUCLEAR STATION 
UNITS 1-3 

ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION STATUS 
APRIL 15, 1981 

Percent of 
Number of Qualified Engineering 
Walls By Analysis Effort Complete 

Priority I 175 174 98% 

Priority II 266 163 40% 

Priority III 42 

TOTAL 483 337


