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ATTACIDD5 1
SURRY PO ER STATION, UNIT 2
DOCKET No: 50-281
REPORT NO: 81-076/03L-0
EVENT DATE: 11-08-81

TITLE OF THE EVENT: MOV-SW-203C DID NOT OPEN FULLY

1. DESCRIPTION OF EVENT:

With the unit in a refueling outage, during the performance of the CLS
functional periodic test, PT 8.5A, MOV-SW-203C, service water to recirculation
spray heat exchangers, failed in an intermediate position. This is contrary
to T. S.3.4. A.2 and is reportable in accordance with T.S.6.6.2.b. (2).

2. PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES AND STATUS OF REDUNDANT EQUIPMEhT:

The recirculation spray system aids the containment spray system in
reducing containment pressure rapidly following a LOCA and, in conjunction
with the ccntainment vacuum system, will maintain the containment pressure
subatmospheric following a design base accident.

The RS system consist of four 50% capacity subsystems pumping water
from the containment sump through heat exchangers to spray headers in the
containment. Cooling wcter is supplied to the tube side of the heat
exchangers fram the service water system, through two headers. MOV-SW-203C
is one of two parallel service water inlet valves to one of the two service
water headers. Since the redundant inlet valve was operable, the health
and safety of the public were not affected.

3. CAUSE:

Troubleshooting ef forts disclosed satisf actory valve performance.
Subsequent mechanical and electrical inspections and testing has revealed
no definite cause of failure.i
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4. IMMEDI ATE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS:

A maintenance report was initiated to determine and correct the cause
of failure.
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| 5. SUBSEQUENT CORRECTIVE ACTION:
1

The valve was removed from the system for cleaning and inspection. An

inspection of the mechanical components of the valve was conducted. The
valve motor was inspected, including Itmit and torque switches. The valve
was subsequently reassembled and tested without any failures.

6. ACTION TAFEN TO PREVENT RECURRENCE:

None deemed necessary.

7. GENERIC IMPLICATIONS:

None.
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