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May 1° 199
Us 5. Nuc =2ar Regulatory Commission
Document. control Desk
washington, DC 2055¢%

Dear S5'r:

P MONTHLY OPERATING REPOR1
HOPE CREEK GENERATION STATION UNIT 1
DOCKET NO. 50-354
%
In compliance with Section 6.9, Reporting Regquireme:
the Hope Creek Technical Specifications, the operat
4 statistics for April are deing forwvarded to vou ale

immary of changes, tests, and experiments for April

persuant to the requirements of 10CFR50.59(b).

Binceraly yours,
,-4' A ¢ 'f‘ﬁ -
A
g. J. Haya,.,
Generalh\Manager -
i Hope Creek Operations
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MOWTH April 1992

DAY AVERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL
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12.
13,
14.
15.
16.

(MWe=-Net)

1060
1061
1061
1061
1009
1050
1048
10358
1049
1061+
059%
1037~
1068%
A072%
1059%
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AVERAGE DAILY UNIT POWER LEVEY,

DOCKET NO.
UNIT

DATE
COMPLETED BY
TELEPHONE

DAY AvERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL

(MWe~Net)
4% 1082
i 1064
19. 1053
20, 1053
21, 824
22. 486
23, 967
24, 987
25. 561
26. 655
27 1058
28. 1056
29. 1059
30. 1049
31, N/A

* A calculated value was used on April 10 through 15 due tc the failure
cof the 'A' phase potential transformer, which was returned to service on

the 15th.
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REFUELING INFORMATION

DOCKET NO, 20-354
UNIT H¢
DATE

hag from last month:

changed
bl(\

y Scheduled date rtor next refueling: 9/12./92

te for restart following refueling: 11/11/9

A, Will Technical Spec

fication changes or other licenso
iments he reqgui '

i
rea

No X

load fuel design been reviewed by the
leview Committee

~

erating

No

If no, when 18 it scheduled?

g

108 _scheduled (on or prior

-
-

S wCheduied date(s) for submitting proposed licensing action: N/A

sensiderations associated with refu

m

2 1l Aing:

urrent cycle: ne new considerations

Assemblies:

I t Fuel Storage (prior to refueling) 160
s In Spent Fuel Storage (after refueling) 1008

sed spent fue) storage capacity: 40086



HOPE CREEK GENERATING STATION
MONTHLY OPERATING SUMMARY
April 1992

Hope Creek entnared the month of April at agproxinntol 100% power.
On April 21, the 'B' Recirculation Pump tr pzod, causing a
runback. The 'B' Recirculation Motor/Generator Set was repaired
on April 25 and power was then returned to approximatal¥ 100%
power. On April 30, the plant completed its 44th day o
continuous power operatiocn.



SUMMARY OF CHANGES, TESTS, AND EXPERIMENTS

FOR THE OFl] EXK GENERATING




nllowing items have been evaluated to determine:

1f the probabilility of occurrence or the consequences of

accident or malfunction of equipment important to safety
reviously evaluated in the safety analysis report may !
ncreased; or

an
e

[f 2 possibility for an accident or wmalfunction of a different
ype than any evaluated previously in the safety analysis

11

Y PE€
eport may be created; or

the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
cechnical specification is reduced.

10CFR50.59 Safety Fvaluations showed that these items did not
e a new safety hazard to the plant nor did they affect the
shutdown of the reactor. These items did not change the
effluent releases and did not alter the existing
I impact. The 10CFR50,.59 Safety Evaluations

2d that no unreviewed safety or environmental guestions




DCp
4EC-3224

4EC-3251

4EC~23341/02

Rescription of Safety Evaluation

This DCP added three 30 amp single pole circuit
breakers in a 120 volt AC power distribution panel
and re-arranged branch circuits feeding space
heaters in a motor contral center. This allows the

ower feed for the Ultrasonic Resin Cleaner Panel

© be re-routed te improve the voltage at the panel
a?d enhaice the efficiency of the Ultrasonic Resin
Cleaner,

No Unreviewed Safety Questions were involved
because this DCP involves onl!y systems, nguipmant,
and components that are non-safety related. Also,
all of the materiale that were used ara compatible
with previously used materials.

This LCP installed two diodes, in series, parallel
to the coils of the Intermediat= Range Monitor/
Source Range Monitor alarm relays. The diodes were
installed for noise suppression.

The diodes do not have any controlling functions
nor do tho; affect the alarms or the Intermediate
or Source Range Monitors. Therefore, no Unreviewed
Safety Cuestions are inveolved with this DCP.

This DCP provided gcrnanant rigging points to allow
the removal and reinstallation of Filtration,
Recirculation, and Ventilation System backdraft
isolation dampers in the Reactor Building.

This DCP does not invelve work on equipment
important to safety or items interfacing with
equipment important to safety. Therefore, no
gg;ovicwod Safety Question are involved with this



pCe
4EC-3342

Rescripticn of Safety Evaluation

DurinT the Electrical Distribution Systems
Functional Inspection, it was determined that the
slow bus transfer scheme for tne Class 1E 4KV buses
could possibly transfer the loads from the normal
infeed to the alternate infeed without stripping
the loads. This could subject the motors on the
4KV buses to cvervoltage transients. In addition,
locads that had been sequenced onto a 4KV bus by the
Loss Of Coolant Accident segquencer and were then
stripped during a bus transfer might not be
resequenced onto the bus after the altarnate infeed
closed. This DCP adds a time delay into the
clesing circuit of the alternate infeed breaker in
the slow and dead bus transfer schemes to prevent
the alternate infeed from closing too soon and to
enable the seguencer to reset after a bus transfer.

The additional dead bus time ensurees that the
motors are not subjected to overvoltage transients
when the alternate infeed closes. The additional
dead bus time also ensures that the sequencer
resete, allowing the loads to be re-sequenced onto
the bus. The time delay also increases the
reliability of the syrtem. Therefore, no
Unreviewed Safety Question are involved with this
DCP.



Description of Safety Evaluation

This new procedure Jeflects title changes
and veporting relationships within the
lear Department,

e scope of t. .1 nevw procedure 1s limited
O do‘u‘zzt*ing ‘0les, responsibilities, and
reporting relationships of key Nuclear
Deph:tment personnel. This procedure does
not change the design, function, or
operacion of any structures, avstens
couwponents; therefore, there are no
Unrevieved Safety Questions a wiated
this new procedure.

'

This procedure revision identifi
tempurary modifications rxdp tc
components, systems, or tru\t\

support the mp;pmcv&:‘luu of d
changes, tests, and experiments
controlled by ttx;' procedurse,

t“ates that space heaters and ve

€ Juilpment 1s to be \ontrnAlvﬁ by
nrocedure. Additic d‘iy. th\b revision

y §

AN
hanges some fcu:ﬁm and part the flow
process

O

This administrative procedure provide

\
specific guidance for the lPPxN“‘Y\‘Y

the programs and procasses described in
SAR. The proposed ravision is in
compliance with the SAR; therefore,

are no Unreviewed Safety ”uv stions
aspoclated with this new procedure.

A

I'his revision makes several changes
clarify the procedure as well as
that arc grammatical or editorial
nature.

This administrative procedure enhances
administrative control of outage
management. The i1mplementation of
procedure provides corntrols to ens
outage activities are performed in
compliance with licersing requirements
suggested industry guicelinus. 1'he
proposed revision is in compliance with the
SAR; therefore, ther 2 are r.o Unreviewed
Safety Questions associated with thi
procedure revision




