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EVENT DESCRIPTION AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES 10
1012271 10n_3/14/83, upon placing Core Protection Calculator (CPC) 'C' Test Switch into the 'test' pesition during a___ |
101 3§ [Imonthly surveillance test, the Watchdog Timer timed out and the Central Processing Unit (CPU) halted. This |
011 Iwould not allow the CPU to communicate with the operator module. CPC ‘A, '8' and 'D' were placed into CEAC 2 |
I 0151 1lnop, thus entering Action Statement 5a. of Technical Specification (TS) Table 3.3-1. This occurrence is |
III Ireportable per 1.5, 6.9.1.9.b. The Action Statemeni was entered intentionally to pre-lude an inadvertent trip |
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I "T 101 |The cause of the "time-out" of the Watchdog Timer could not be determined. The CPU was re-inivialized. The |
111 11 imonthly surveillance test was performed with no further problems. The CPC's were taken out of CEAC 2 Inop and |
I 11 271 ireturned to normal service. |
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LICENSEE EVENT REPORT EXHIBIT A
LER No. 50-368/83-019/03L-0

Occurrence Date: 03/14/83

Event Description and Probable Consequences (Continued)
l (50-368) 79-015, 79-045, 79-098, 80-004, 80-008, 80-051, 80-060, and 82-0A0.
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