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PEER NGA Strong Motions
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- The maximum observed at K-1: 680 gal against the design value of 273 gal.

( Preset level of reactor scram: horizontal: 120Gal,

vertical: 100Gal )

unit Commercial Operation Status prior to Observed Gal / Design base

/ reactor Type the Earthquake | (at the lowest level of R/B)

/ Rated Power (MWe)

South-North East-West Vertical
K-1 Sep.’85/ BWR5 /1100 In an outage 3111274 680/ 273 408 /(235)
K-2 Sep.’90 / BWR5 / 1100 Starting up 304 Mor 606 /167 282 [(235)
K-3 Aug.’93 / BWR5 /1100 Operating 308 /192 384 /193 311 /(235)
K-4 Aug.’94 / BWR5 /1100 Operating 310/193 492 /194 337 1(235)
K-5 Apr.’90 / BWR5 /1100 In an outage 277 1 249 442 | 254 205 /(235)
K-6 Nov.’06 /| ABWR /1356 In an outage 2711263 3221263 488 /(2335)
K-7 July 07 / ABWR / 1356 Operating 267 [ 263 356/ 263 355 /(235)
® 17| 8X[0 2A7|F CiH| 25812 X|El=0] Zdeh, 12 2 27|0ME
A 7|=S =u5t= X|Ts0| 2X[0of & ] det 22 7|0 M= =[CH 3.6H77FK| Zd)
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KK Plant Independent Seismic Peer Review

» Peer Review Team - October 2007 KK Plant Review and Walkdown

- Mr. Greg Hardy — Peer Review Team Leader, Earthquake Experience,
Seismic Margins, SPRA

« Mr. Jerry Kernaghan — EPRI Project Manager, Nuclear Systems,
Components, Plant Start-Up

* Dr. Jim Johnson — Seismic Design, Analysis and Response

« Mr. Bill Schmidt — Seismic Experience, Nuclear Plant Engineering, EPRI
6695 Author T N1

v/ 0|2 EPRI FE0| B Zut (137] X 757): QHHTH SSCO=
2 40| WHABLR| 22

No Significant Damage Found for Any of the Safety Related
SSCs Reviewed - Robust Seismic Designs
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B Internal and external experts visually inspected the buildings, structures, and components related

to “shutdown” “cooling” and “containment.”
B After the Completion of the above, emergency diesel generators and emergency core cooling
pumps were confirmed functionally operable

EDG, Unit 3

> - P e 9
R/B Operating Floor, Unit 1

R/B Walkway, Unit 1

[ No damage that impaired functions was found. }
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