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Description of Event

On February 28, 1981, with Unit 1 in Mode 1 it was discovered that the
18 month surveillance of the D.C. Distributior Service System was found to
have exceeded its surveillance interval +25% for Station Batteries 1-2,
1=4 and 1H and 1J Emergency Diesel Batteries. This event is contrary to
T.S. 3.8.2.3 and 3.8.2.4, and reportable pursuant to T.S. 6.9.1.9.c.

Probable Consequences of Occurrence

The consequences of this event are limited since Station Batteries I-1 and
I-3 were operable and since Station Batteries I-2, I-4, and 1H and 1J Emergency
Diesel Batteries remained operable until testing could be completed. Therefore,
the health and safety of the public were not affected.

Cause of kvent

Staticn Botteries I-2 and I-{ were not tested prior to exceeding the
surveillance interval becanse the battery analyzer was broken and the
turbine oil system loads called for in the procedure for [-2 were not
available for testing due to the current outage. On March 3, 1981, using
the repaired battery analyzer to simulate loads for Battery I-4, the Battery
was tested and failed the service test. This was attributed to the fact
that the proper precautions were not taken prior to conducting the test.

The 1H and 1J Emergency Diesel Batteries could have been tested during
this period since the battery analyzer was not needed to test these batteries.
However, due to an administrative oversight, the requirement to test these
batteries was overlooked.

Immediate Corrective Action

After the battery analyzer was repaired and the loads were available
for testing, the surveillance test was satisfactorilv completed on March 24,
1981. Durirg this period of time the factory representative for the station
batteries was consu'te? sad information obtained from these consultations
was used to ensure that th: oroper precautions were taken prior to conducting
the test.

Scheduled Corrective Action

The performance engineering group is in the process of developing
a computerized system to replace the manual system that was forr »rly used
to schedule and track the performance testing program. This system will
be used to notify responsible departments of surveillance requirements on
a moathly basis.

Actions Taken to Prevent Recurrence

No further action should be taken at this time.



Attachment: Page 2 of 2

Generic Implications

There are no generic implications in this event.



