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Description of Occurrence:

Bechtel Power Corporation, Gaithersburg, was performing a review of ASME Section III,
Class 1 analyses for Toledo Edison to determine if these analyses imposed any operational
related restraints (i.e. fatigue limits) on the affected systems. As a result of this
review, it was discovered that an analysis performed by Teledyne for Bechtel documented a
design assumption on Teledyne's part that is not consistent with normal plant operation.

The system involved is the Makeup and Purification System inlet to the letdown coolers and
is limited to piping analyzed under stress problem TOO2b. The Teledyne analysis assumes
isolation of the letdown cooler and no restoration to service during normal or hot standby
conditions.

Plant procedures do not address the Teledyne analysis assumption as an operational
restraint. Consequently, the following procedures open valve MU2B during normal or hot
standby conditions:

PROCEDURE CONDITION

PP 1101.01 Placing an idle letdown cooler in service.

PP 1102.03 For Trip Recovery, returning letdown to service.
PP 1102.10 Plant Shutdown and Cooldown, strokes MU2B

every 100 F. to avoid separation of the wedge
from the stem.

SP 1104 .02 Makeup and Purification System, high letdown line
temperature > 135 F. and high component cooling
water header pressure > 135 psig open MU2B if the
reason for initiation is known.

The apparent cause for the above occurrence is a fallure to assure that assumptions made
in the analysis are valid and in conformance with plant operating procedures. As an
option, design assumptions affecting system operational parameters should have been
transmitted to plant operations personnnel for comments and or inclusion in plant
procedures.
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U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Gent lemen:

Enclosed is Revision 1 to Licensee Event Report 86-037. The revisions
to the report are indicated by a "1" in the left margin of each page.

Please destroy or mark superseded your previous copy of this report and
replace with the attached revision.

Yours truly,

il 7 oIB

Louis F. Storz
Plant Manager
Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station
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cct Mr, James G. Keppler
Regional Administrator,

USNRC Region 111

Mr. Paul Byron
DB 1 NRC Resident Inspector
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