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OFFICE OF THE
COMMISSIONER

UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20855

heverber 7, 1984

MEMORANDUM FROM: Chairman Palladino

FROM: James K. Asselstine AP
SUBJECT: COMNP 84-45 - San Onofre 1 Restart
Joe, my votes on the San Onofre questions are as follows:

cc:

(1) Options paper? - Yes
(2) Recommendations? - Yes
(3) Public Commission meeting? - Yes
(i) only with staff? -- Ne
(i1) include licensee? -- Yes
(4) Closed meeting with 0I? - Yes
Commissicrer Roberts
Commissioner Bernthal
Commissioner Zech
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November 14, 1984

SYSTEMATIC EVALUATION PROGRAM BRANCH

DOCKET NO. 50-206

RECORD OF PHONE CONVERSATION

November 7, 1984 TIME:

A T

RC - T, ”hpnc‘ N Chﬁkahﬂ G. Lear
Franklin Reqparcn Center - Con, A, Farfd (consultant)
Southern California Edison C(‘.'";“.\‘r\, - J :'**v*g.*nrr,‘

M. Krarr, R, Orrelas
Bechtel Power - S, Atalik

Computech - R, Mayes, T, Kelly
- MASONRY WALLS

SUMMARY OF CONVERSATION:

The purpose of the telephone conference was to discuss the conformance between
the test samples, the analytical models and the as-built condition of masonry
walls., Specifically, wall FB-5 in the fuel storage building was discussed

since the wall was not grouted as the test samples and there were no dowels
above (elevation 42'-0), The licensee and i1ts consultants noted that the
continuous rebar for this wall provides equivalent reinforcement to the walls
with dowels which were tested. The licensee agreed to document the following
information within four weeks.

This wall is the only one with design differences from those tested;
That equivalent reinforcement is provided by the rebar;
vhether the first course above the bond beam at the 42' elevation is
araited:
jrouted;

C . P aa 4 snaf i) . - d
0,’«.) _o",; r :-- L 3 "7.‘. on ‘0'\’,) “‘(‘, d,o, and '_)f‘]'

show that compression is in the face shell only;
the location and value of maximum critical stresses and strain on
wall FB-5; and

The licersee's overall conclusion concerning the applicability of the
test/anralysis program to this wall

the discussion, the staff concluded that the maconry wall
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