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Surry Power Station, Un' 2 
Docket No: 050-0281 
Report No: 79-03/03L-0 
Event Date: 1-22-79 

Equipm.ent Hatch Leak Test Not Conducted 

1. Description of Event: 

Following a containment entrance, the equipment hatch escape airlock-outer 
door was not proven sealed within 72 hours from the initial opening. This event 
is contrary to the NRC staff interpretation of Appendix J of 10CFR50, requiring 
that the airlock seals be leak tested within 72 hours--0--f. the initial opening. 

~ Since the inner hatch proved to be sealed properly, this event had no:effect on 
the health and safety of the general public. 

2. Probable Consequences of Event: 

Delay of the equipment hatch escape airlock outer door leak test had DO 
effect upon the health or safety of the general public because containment 
integrity was maintained by the interior hatch. 

3. Cause of Event: 

Required adjustments to the exterior hatch resulted in a delay of 
successful testing of the exterior hatch. 

4. Immediate Corrective Action: 

Adjustments were made to the roller assembly of the exterior hatch and 
the leak rate test was performed satisfactorily within four hours after the 
expiration time limit. 

5. Scheduled Corrective Action: 

None 

6. Action Taken to Prevent Recurrence: 

None necessary. 

7. Generic Implications: 

None 




