U. §. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Document Control Desk
Washington, DC 20555

OPERATING REPORT
EEK GENERATION STATION UNIT 1
NO. 50-354
Section 6.9, Reporting Regquirements
the Hope Creek Technical Specifications, the operating
statistics for May are being forwarded to you along with
summary of changes, tests, and experiments for May 1992

pergaant to the regquirements of 10CFR50.59(b).

Sincerely yours,
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AVERAGE DAILY UNIT POWER LEVEL

DATE
COMPLETED BY ¥

TELEPHONE  (609) 339=-3506

DOCKET NO. 50-35§
UNIT Hope Cresk

MONTH May 1992

DAY AVERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL DAY AVERAGE DAILY POWER LEVEL
(MWe~-Net) (MWe-Net)

) 31054 17. 1050

2. 1042 18. A049%

- 1043 19. 1049%

4. 1044 20. 1037

5. 1059 21. 1048

6. 1049 22, 1040

7. 1053 23. 1036

8. 1072 24. 1036

9. 1052 25. 1056

10. 942 26. 831

11. 1085 2%, 0

12, 1054 28. Q

13. 1043 29. Q

14. 1045 30. 0

15, 1053 al. 116

16. 1048

* Due to an error in recording the meter readings, the exact average
daily power levels for Ha{ 18 and 19 are unknown. The listed averages
represent the average of the two-day total.
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HOPE CREEK GENERATING STATION
MONTHLY OPERATING SUMMARY
May 1992

Hope Creek entered the month of May at approximately 100% power.

A reactor shutdown was commenced at 1503 on ".E 26 r the
regquirements of Tech Spec 3.6.1.1 because the Drywell to
Sugproosion Chamber Decay Test failed to meet its acceptance
criteria. To conply with the Action Statement, a manual scram was

initiated at 2213 with reactor power at 21%. The unit was brought
back on line on May 31.
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f

cf Safety Evaluation

installed electricel jumpers across the
digh Bearing Uil Temperature Trip Switch. This
jumps ermits the 'A' Control Room Chiller to run
with a defective module and/or thermistor until a
veplacewment part can be installed.

] scea Chilled Water System 1s comprised
§ capacity redundant loops; therefore,
»f any sinygle component cannot result in a
>o0ling. Also, jJumpering the trip circuit
ing for increased operatoyr attentior to
01l temperature “oes not place the eguipnent in any
additional ‘jeopardy. Therefore, this TMR does not
nrolve any Unreviewed safety Questions.
installed electrical jumpers acvoss the
Heater's High High Level Trip Switches,
) ause spurious high leval trip
power levels due to inleakage in
The jumpers are only required
gnals stabilize,

gt.em 18 not safety related and is

. be operable following a LOCA, other
tainment isolation. Failure of the
rstem does not compromise any safety
tem or components. This TMR has no
e contalinment isolation furction of
retem. Therefore, this TMR does not
Unreviewed Safety Questions

the overload heaters f.onm the
Reactor Water Cleanup Discharge to
nd the Reactor Water Cleanup

Prain Valve. Removing the
breakers will prevent the

opening 4during an

valves, along with the overhe
not prevent their associate
orming their designed functions.
AR discusses the Appendix R
at the valves be disabled.
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Procedure

HC.OP~GP.22~0001(Q)
Rev 0

Descripticn of Safety Evaluation

This new procodure eliminates the
possibility of a Residual Heat Removal
Shutdown CoolinY Iscolation due to a loss of
Reactor Protection System power by
defeating the automatic isolation signals
to the Shutdown Cocling Suction Isclation
Valves and the Shutdown Cooling Return to
Reactor Pressure Vessel Valves. This
procedure will be used only during
refueling with the Reactor cavity flooded,
the Fuel Ponl to Reactor cavity gates
removed, a.d with management approval.

The Shutdown Cocling mode of the Residual
Heat Removal System is designed to be
controlled by the operator from the Control
Room. The design basis for the most
limitino single failure is that Shutdown
Cooling can b: established b{ manual
action. This procedure retains the ability
to manually isolate the Shutdown Cooling
Suction Isolation Valves. Elimination of
the automatic isclation capabilitg does not
jeopardize the functional design basis of
the Shutdown Cocling mode of the Residual
Heat Removal System; therefore, there are
no Unreviewed Safety Questions associated
with this new procedure.



