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t Routine, unannounced cafety inspection of
Byron’s Temporary Alterations Frogram including: selective review
of temporary alterations, the temporary alteration procedure, log
sheets, safety evaluations, engineeriny reviews, temporary
procedure changes, and associated work requests.

Results: No violations or deviations were observed in the areas
inspected. Temporary alterations were being accomplished in
accordance with the station’s temporary alteration program,
records were properly maintained, and the number of temporary
alterations in use appeared reasonable.
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QETALLS
Persons Contacted
Ccommonwealth Edison Company (CECO)

*R. Pleniewicz, Station Manager

*M. Burgesse, Technical Superintendent

D. Brindle, Regulatory Assurance Supervisor

J. Sc¢hrock, Operating Engineer, Administrative
*D. St. Clair, Project Engineer, ENC

¢P. Johnson, Technical Staff Supervisor

*W, Grundmann, Quality Aesurance Superintendent
E. 2ittle, Regulatory Assurance Staff

*R. Colglazier, Regulatory Assurance Staff

*Denctes those attending the exit interview conducted on
December 12, 1991, and at other times throughout the
inspection period,

The inspactors also had discussions with other licensee
employees, including members of the technical and
engineering stafrs; reactor and auxiliary operators; shift
engineers and foremen; eclectrical, mechanical, and
instrument maintenance personnel; and contract security
personnel.

Action on Previous inspection Findings (92701 & 92702)

(Closed) Unresolved Item (455/86016+-03) Possible improper
evaluation of snelf lif. for non metallic ilems designated
as having "non-limited" shelf life. Intirim guidance was
developed pondin? the standardization of shelf life limits
for the nuclear industry. This matter is considered closed.

Engineering & Technical . pport (37700)

The inspactors reviewed temporary alterations for
implementation of program controls in accordance with
Section 6 of Byron’s Technical Specifications and the
approved QA program., The inspec.ors verified that formal
records of the status of temporary modifications were
maintained and appropriate temporary procedures were
incorporated.

A review of 10 CFR 50,59 safety evaluations for the selected
temporary alterations determined that the proper references
were listed and that no unreviewed safety questions existed,
However, the Safety Evaluation for temporary alteration
number 90-2~056 was missing page 8 of 9. This was an
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licensee and the deficlency was acknowledged. Because
previous inspections have not identified problems in this
a**a the inspectors consider this an isolated occurrence and
have no further conceins,

The inspectors also examined the offsite review for the
annunciator window alteration. FEngineering and Construction
(ENC) personnel were interviewed concerning the process used
to dete mine their recommendations to the station and their
evaluation of the alteration., The operability determination
by the ENC Yroup supported the station’s position and the
recommendation to the statior conveyed the appropriate need
to repair the annunciator window during the earliest outage
of sufficient length.

In addition, a general inspection of the auxiliary feed
water system ana other areas of the plant was performned to
identify undocumented temporary alterations, No
undocumented temporary alterations were jidentifled.

No violations or deviations were identified,

Exit Meeting

The inspectors met with the licensee representatives denoted
in plrc?rtph 1 durang the inspection period and at the
conclusion of the inspection on December 12, 1991. The
inspectors summarized the scope and results of the
inspection and discussed the likely content of this
inspection report. The licensee acknowledged the
information and #id not indicate that any of the information
disclosed during the inspection could be corsiderel
proprietary in nature.



