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MR. ETHERINGTON: How much effort is being given,
how much attention is being given to criteria for failure?
Are you considering those low cycles? when you add ex-
treme forces do you consider restricting any bchavior or do you
allow for stretches beyond the elastic 1imit and the effect |
on the freguency which would again tend to diminish the
peaks?

MR. MATTSON: We allow for demonstration beyond the
elastic range if it can be allowed component by component.

MR. KNIGHT: 1If I phase out suddenly, my apologies.
I am good for about 10 or 15 words with my present throat
condition.

1f I understand the thrust of the question, it
would be how much consideration do you give to physical
realities when postulating these breaks, and I guess my direct
answer is none.

MR. ETHERINGTON: Then you are extremely conserva-
tive.

MR. KNIGHT: I would agroee with that entirely.

MR. ETHERINGTON: Why is this?

the realm of reality, if you will, We have perhaps the best

R

document in house right nov from Westinghouse -~ that --
-

1p_qluding_assgn§&1_1¥..f—’—rf£5}‘_'f’-r‘"""-‘“ icsapproach, I think
that is probably the way most people try to get at this
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question, looking at, again, once again, this is not unique,

it was done in the past but not done too well. Looking at the

size of the flaw, that would be necessary, the size of unde-

O ——————— ——————

e

tected :.aw that would be necessary to give you failure with
f

]

any reasonable probability, given the loadings that you would

see under an SSE, we just received that about a month ago.

"We are just starting to look at it. We have asked the people

P

at Brockhaven to look at it also. We feel it would be a

e

relatively sensitive issue, were we to hang our hat on
ONNEEET

that, we would like to have as broad a base of consensus as

possible..

MR. ETHERINGTON: I am glad to hear that, because
I think this is as important as a question of combining loads.

DR. SEISS: Am I correct that in the-Diablo Canyvon
probablistic study they looked at the probability of earth-
quake LOCA combination, that the eartiquake could cause a
LOCA, and also looked at the probabilit.es that the earth-
quake could disable other parts of the system including
electrical? Did they cover that?

Mﬁ. SIHWEIL: You know, the sipgle failure criterion
requires --

DR. SEISS: I am talking about the Diablo Canyon
probablistic study that didn't postulate any single failures.

MR. SIHWEIL: I am not aware of that.

MR, KNIGHY: I am not certain about the electrical
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vm3 1 portion. I just finished mentioned this Westinghouse =-
2 DR. SEISS: It took the scenarios all the way
3 through. It didn't stop with LOCA and assume probalistic failurs
(:) 4 They did a complete study right down to contaiment isolation,
s|l et cetera. It must have involved electrical systems.
6 MR. KNIGHT: It must have.
7 DR. SEISSL: Did WASH 1400 do that? Did it factor
8 the 2arthquake into every step?
9 MR. MATTSON: The way it was cashed out, it showed
10 it was not a significant centributor to the risk and was dis-
1l missed. Them was a considerable amount of work since then.
12 DR. SEISS: Am I not correct that the research
(”) 13/l procram to quantify seismic margins will be looking at all
14|l aspects of this, or will it simply look at seismic margins and
15|l so-called structure limits?
16 MR. MATTSON: I think there is a debate at the
17/l moment between the NRR staff and research staff as to exactly
18|l what that perhaps is looking at.
19 MR. RNIGHT: There is a debate. I met with a
20| group yesterday. The senior advisory group on that program
21|l meets again the middle of June, I guess. As currently pro-
22 || posed I think we will probably follow through == well, it is

O

23|l a very broad program. I believe the intent here would be to

. ‘ 24| say bridge the gap left in the WASH 1400 studies, to look
Aca Federsl Raporrers, Ing,

25|l explicitly at the earthquake from a risk standpoint, following
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