Omaha Public Power District
November 14, 1991 444 South 16th Street Ma
LIC-91-310R Omaha, Nebraska 68102-224

402 /6306 200K

U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attn: Document Control Desk

Mail Station P1-137

Washington, DC 20555

Reference: Docket No. 50-285
Gentlemen:
SUBJECT: October Moiuthly Operating Report (MOR)

Enclosed is the October 1991 MOR for Fort Calhoun Station (FCS) Unit No. 1 as
required by FCS Technical Specification Section 5.9.1.

I1f you should have any questions, please contact me.

Sinceraly,

AL 432? ,éZiiﬁu
W. G. Gates
Livision Manager
Nuclear Operations

WGG/sel
Enclosures

¢: leBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae
R. D. Martin, NRC Regional Administrator, Region IV
R. P. Mullikin, NRC Senior Resident Inspecto:
D. K. Sentell, Combustion Engineering
R. J. Simon, Westinghouse
Office of Management & Program Analysis (2)
INPO Records Center
American Nuclear Insurers
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MONTH__ October 1991

AVERAGE DAILY UNIT POWER LEVEL

DAY AVERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL

(MWe-Net )
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
6 31 1
7 105
8 179
9 410
10 456
1 456
12 456
13 456
14 456
15 470
16 479
INSTRUCTIONS
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in the reporting month.

DAY

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

DOCKET NO.

UNIT
DATE

50-2

alhoun Station
ove er

COMPLETED BY % ﬁi Ca vinsfﬁh

TELEPHONE

AVERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL

(MWe-Net )

483

381

52

209

368

480

484

485

350

35

394

478

482

486

487

On this form, 1ist the average daily unit power level in MWe-Net for each day
Compute to the nearest whole megawatt.
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OPERATING DATA REPORT

DOCKET NO.  50-28

UNIT Fort Calhoun Station
DATE November 11, 1991
COMPLETED 8Y DD?IESTN’?TL‘W
TELEPHONE -
OPERATING STATUS
1. Unit Name: Fort Calhoun Station Notes
2. Reporting Perjod: _ October 1991
| 3. Licensed Thermal Power (MWt):
4, Nameplate Rating (Gross MWe;:
5. Design Electrical Rating (Net MWe): 478
6. Maximum Dependable Capacity (Gross MWe): Sgg
7. Maximum Dependable Capacity (Net Mwe):
8. If changes occur in Capacity Ratings (Ttem Numbers 3 through 7) Since Las. Report,
Give Reasons:
NA -
9. Power Level to Which Restricted, 'f Any (Net MwWe): NA o
10. Reasons for Restrictions, If Any: NA T
This Month Yr-to-Date Cumulative
il, Hours in Reporting Period 748.0 7,29%.0 . 158,666.0
12.  Number of Hours Reaztor was Critical . ), 2006, :
13. Reactor Reserve Shutdown Hours 0.0 0.0 .
14, iiours Generator On-Line SZE.g 6,483.2 .
15. Unit Reserve Shutdown Hours _ ; 0.0 0.0
}g. gross E?ermal E?eggy Gengrated (nw?) \ - 5%3,357.1 8, 157,359.2 159 l!%:gg%:g;
. Gross Electrical Energy Generated (MwH . g:gg%i;gg:g: 52,043 "
18. Net Electrical Energy generated (MWH) 231,537.2 o ; 50,071 537;5_
19. Unit Service Factor 76.7 8.5 76.8
20. Unit Availability Factor 76.7 88.9 76.8
21, Unit Capacity Factor §Using MDC Net 65, 72.7 .
22. Unit Capacity Factor (Using DER Net 65. 72.7 6.8
23. Unit Forced Outage Rate —23.3 )5 % 3.9
24. Shutdowns Scheduled Over Next 6 Months (Tvpe, Date, and Duration of Each):
Refuelin tgutgggﬁscheduled to begin February 1, 1992 and last approximately
three months.,
25. 17 Shut Down at End of Report Period, Estimated Date of Startup: NA.
26. Units In Test Status (Prior to Commercial Operation): Forcast Achieved
} INITIAL CRITICALITY
| INITIAL ELECTRICITY N/A

COMMERCIAL OPERATION e S




Prepared by_/’ias

Refueling Information
Fort Calhoun - Unit No. |

Report for the month ending _October 1991
Scheduied date for next refueling shutdown.
Scheduled date for restart following refueling.

Will refueling or resumption of operation
thereafter require a technical specification
change or other license amendment?

a. If answer is yes, what, in general, will
these be?

b. If answer is no, has the reload fuel design and
core configuration been reviewed by your Plant
Safety Review Committee to determine whether
any unreviewed safety questions are associated
with the core reload.

¢. If no such review has taken place, when is
it scheduled?

Scheduled date(s) for submitting proposed
licensing action and support information.

Important licensing considerations as:ociated
with refueling, e.g., new or different fuel
design or supplier, unreviewed design or
performance analysis methods, significant
changes in fuel design, new operating
procedures.

The number of fuel assemblies: a) in the core
b) in the spent fuel pool
¢) spent fuel pool storage
capacity
d) planned spent fuel pool
storage capacity

The projected date of the last refueling that can be
discharged to the spent fuel pool assuming the present
licensed capacity.

Capability of full core offload of 133 assemblies lost.
between the 1993 and 1995 Refueling Outages.

1’..,‘:“:.-:.. for gerf Date

ll/h}'iﬂ [}

february 1, 1992

Yes

Incorporate specific
requirements resulting
from rpload safety
analysis.

N/A

November 1991

New fuel supplier

New LOCA Analysis

133 Assemblies
477 Assemblies

9 Assemblies
Planned to be increased
with higher density spent
fuel racks.

1995 *

Reracking to be performed

Rt R



A

il
H
i
: i
I
i
i

stat

h

1 et

M W

generat

rEIMA I Nex

n instrment

sher 75

e

ar

!

T, SRR R T TR

A, _— e e e —_ o —— —— —

Feplar

S Autlomal ran
{ 1 %4 e I . _E.
R - B satricisee - ther (2xpilam
F-Omerato raming & iS¢ xaminairor

Administrai




)ITHY




0-.;

PORY |

Ope within the

ered with PCV-102
PCV-10¢
g1

1i1gat
e leakage m
e PORV from

tnnnad 0N

rmant
rate tLe

1 NS
LUUA

that

Ltembery







