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SCREENING EVALUATION WORK SHEET (SEWS)��

Equipment ID No.:�

Equipment Class: HVAC Ducts��

HVAC line identification:��

System:��

Building:�

Floor El. (s):�

Location:��

Operating Pressure:�

PSIG�

Inches of water��

Performance Category:��

Duct System Boundary��

Description or sketch (attach sheets as necessary):





































��

Functionality Requirement��

1.	During seismic event	Y	N	U

2.	After seismic event	Y	N	U

��

Structural Integrity Review (Section 10.4.
1
)��

  1.	Duct free of damage, defects, and degradation	Y	N	U	N/A

  2.	Industry standard duct material and  stiffeners are utilized	Y	N	U	N/A

  3.	Industry standard duct joints are utilized	Y	N	U	N/A

  4.	Support spans satisfy the criteria	Y	N	U	N/A

  5.	Ducts are properly tied-down to the supports	Y	N	U	N/A

  6.	Heavy in-line equipment is adequately restrained	Y	N	U	N/A

  7.	Appurtenances are positively attached to duct	Y	N	U	N/A

  8.	No stiff branch with flexible header	Y	N	U	N/A

  9.	No other concerns	Y	N	U	N/A



	Are the above caveats met?	Y	N	U

��
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SCREENING EVALUATION WORK SHEET (SEWS)
 
(Cont.)
���

Equipment ID No.:�

Equipment Class: HVAC Ducts��

HVAC line identification:���

System:���

Pressure Boundary Integrity Review (Section 10.4.
1
)��

	Is any pressure boundary integrity required?	Y	N	U

	If the answer to the above question is NO, SKIP THIS SECTION
�


1.	Duct joints are rugged	Y	N	U	N/A

2.	Stiffener spacings are within the guidelines	Y	N	U	N/A

3.	Bolted flanged joints satisfy SMACNA (Tables G and H) requirements	Y	N	U	N/A

4.	No point supported round duct	Y	N	U	N/A

5.	Flexible bellows can accomodate motions	Y	N	U	N/A

6.	No additional concerns	Y	N	U	N/A



	Are the above caveats met?	Y	N	U



��

Support Review  (Section 10.4.
1
)��

  1.	Beam Clamps are oriented to preclude slipping off the support, channel	Y	N	U	N/A

	   nuts have teeth or ridges, and no cast-iron inserts 	Y	N	U	N/A

  2.	Support memeber capacity exceeds demand 	Y	N	U	N/A

  3.	Does the anchorage appear adequate?	Y	N	U	N/A

  4.	No broken or obviously defective hardware

  5.	No additional concerns	Y	N	U	N/A



	Are the above caveats met?	Y	N	U

��

Interaction Effects  (Chapter 7)��

1.	Soft targets free from impact by nearby equipment�	   or structures	 		Y	N	U	N/A

2.	If equipment contains sensitive essential relays, equipment free�	   from all impact by nearby equipment or structures 	Y	N	U	N/A

3.	Attached lines have adequate flexibility  	Y	N	U	N/A

4.	No collapse of overhead equipment, distribution systems,

	   or masonry walls 		Y	N		N/A

5.	Equipment is free from credible and significant

	   seismic-induced flood and spray concerns	Y	N		N/A

6.	No credible seismic-induced fire concerns	Y	N		N/A

7.	No other “two over one” concerns as defined in DOE-STD-1021	Y	N		N/A

8.	No other concerns 		Y	N	U	N/A



Is equipment free of interaction effects? 		Y	N	U

��
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SCREENING EVALUATION WORK SHEET (SEWS)
 
(Cont.)
���

Equipment ID No.:�

Equipment Class: HVAC Ducts��

HVAC line identification:���

System:���

Bounding Candidate Evaluation���

Duct is not a candidate for bounding calculations 	Y	N	U	N/A



Discussion:



































���

Analytical Review���
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SCREENING EVALUATION WORK SHEET (SEWS)
 
(Cont.)
���

Equipment ID No.:�

Equipment Class: HVAC Ducts��

HVAC line identification:���

System:���

Comments��

Screening Walkdown(s):



	Date	Time	Team Members







































��

Recommend Resolution��

q	Maintenance action:		



q	Further evaluation:		



q	Retrofit design:		



q	Other:		



q	No further action required.  Equipment is seismically adequate.

��All aspects of the equipment's seismic adequacy have been addressed.



Evaluation by:  			Date:		

(All team members)				

			

			

��



DOE Seismic Evaluation Procedure












