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The number of fire detectors installed in the Fuel Handling Building, although,

acceptable for fire protection, was not consistent with the number in the

effective revision of the Architect Engineer's (AE) detector layout prints and
with the revision of the plant's Technical Specifications in force up to February
17, 1985. Consequently the plant was in violation of the Tech. Specs fecia the
license date of 10/31/84 through 12/21/84 when a fire watch was established peri

'

another 140 action requirement. The violation was discovered as a result of a
fire protection sutveillance on 2/4/84. The applicable Tech. Spec. action
statement was verified when the violation was noted. The AE's detector prints

j were revised to reflect actual detector layout, and the current revision of the
Tech. Specs also reflects the actual layout.
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During the performance of a semi-annual surveillance of fire detection
instruments on February 4,1985, it was noted that the number of detectors
installed in the Fuel Handling Building was not consistent with the number shown
in the effective revision of the AE detector layout print not the effective
version of the plant's Technical Specifications. The deviation between the
design and as built condition was initially identified during Pre-Operational
inspection prior to the issuance of low powet license NPF-23. At that time the
AE was requested to revise the detector layout prints to reflect "As-Built"
conditions. As Tech Specs were not then in effect, the Action statement was not
required to be entered. The existing number of detectors was reviewed Dy the AE.
Station Fire Protection Engineer and Marsh and McLennan Protection Consultants
and determined to provide the required fire protection for the affected area.
The Technical Specifications issued with the full power license, NPF-37, reflect
these "as-built" conditions.

A prefuel load deviation report was written to document the missing detectors.
,

An Action Item Record, the station's internal commitment tracking mechanism, was
not initiated to document the need for a fire watch to be established before'

entering Mode 6. As a result the Tech Spec impact of the the missing detectors
was overlooked and the violation of Tech Specs occutted.

As a result of the discrepancy in the actual number of detectors and the number
specified in the Technical Specifications then in effect, the station was in
violation of TS 3.3.3.7 beginning October 31, 1984, the effective date of the low
power license. Compliance with the action statement of TS 3.3.3.7 was achieved
when a fire watch was establish due to a breached fire battiet on December 21,,

1984. During this interval, the plant conducted its initial fuel load and was
conducting its Post-Core Load Pre-Critical Test Sequence. Full compliance with
the tro was achieved on the issuance of the full power license and the revised
Technical Specifications.

Based on the analysis conducted by the AE, Fire Protection Engineer, and
Protection Consultant it was determined that sufficient fire detection capability
existed at all times and the safety of plant and public was not affected.

This is the first occurrence of a deviation between the number of existing and
requited instrumentation resulting in a Technical Specification violation.
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['' N Commonwe:lth Edison- ) Byron Nuct:ar Stationt
\ O' 4450 North German Church Road

Byron, Illinois 61010,

March 1,1985*

LTR: BYRON 85-0327

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, D. C. 20555

Dear Sir:

The enclosed Licensee Event Report from Byron Generating Station is being
transmitted to you in accordance with the requirements of 10CFR50.73(a)(2)(i)
which requires a 30 day written report.

This report is number 85-018-00, Docket No. 50-454.

Very truly yours,

E -

R. . Querio
Station Superintendent
Byron Nuclear Power Station

REQ /vda,

Enclosure: Licensee Event Report No. 85-018-00

cc: J. G. Keppler, NRC Region III Administrator
J. Hinds, NRC Resident Inspector
INPO Record Center
CECO Distribution List
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