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Public Sarvice Electric and Gas Company P O Box 2368 Mancocks Bridge

Hope Creek Generating Station

April 12, 1991

U. 8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Document Control Desk

Washington, DC 205585

Dear Sir:

MONTHLY OPERATING REPORT

HCPE CREEK GENERATION STATION UNIT 1

DOCKET NO. 50~354

In compliance with Section 6.9, Reporting Requirements for the
Hope Creek Technical Specifications, the operating
stotistics for March are being forwarded to you with the
summary of changes, tests, and experimentes for March 1991

pursuant to tn» requirements of 10CFR50.58(b).
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OPERATING DATA REPORT

DOCKET NO., 50-354
UNIT

Hope Creek
DATE _4/]
COMPLETED BY y_.___.%u_m
TELEPHONE (609) 339-3506

OPERATING STATUS

1,
2.

3.
4.

10.

11,

12.
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.
20,

Reporting Period March . 1991 Gross Hours in Report Period 744
Currently Authorized Power Level (MWt) 3293

Max., Depend. Capacit{ (MWe~Net) 1031

Design Electrical Rating (MWe-Net) 1067

Power Level to which restricted (if any) (MWe-Net) Nene

Reasons for restriction (if any)

This Yr To

Month Rate Cumulative
No. of hours reactor was critical 213.8 859.8 30,641.3
Reactor reserve shutdown hours 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hours generator on line 698.0 30,071.8
Unit reserve shutdown hours 0.0 0.0
Gross thermal energy generated 2,195,189 94,839,140
(MWH)
Gross electrical energy 233,330 31,380,253

generated (MWH)
Net electrical energy generated 704,994

(MWH)

Reactor service factor 95.9 Bl.7
Reactor availability factor 85.9 81.7
Unit service factor 93.8 80.2
Unit availability factor 93.8 80.2
Unit capacity factor (using MDC) 91.9 125
Unit capacity factor 88.8 24,9

(Using Design MWe)

ceeeee [ Eel
|

Unit forced outage rate 6.2 6.0

Shutdowns scheduled over next 6 months (type, date, & duration):
None

If shutdown at end of report period, estimated date of start-up:
N/A
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IMR
91-014

91-015

91-016

91-017

91-018

Rescription of Temporaxy Modification Request

This TMR modified the process computer to identify
the as~installed positione of the Traversing Incore
Probe Stationary Guide Tubes, The tubes were
swapped during re~installation during the third
refueling outage.

This TMR removed the overload heaters from the
breakers for the Reactor Water Cleanup Discharge to
Condenser Valve and the Reactor Water Cleanup
Discharge to Equipment Drain Valve. Removing the
overload heaters from the breakers will prevent the
valves from inadvertently opening during an
Appendix R fire,

This TMR unpinned a sway strut hanger on the High
Pressure Coolant Injection Steam suppli Line to
grovcnt the strut from bending or bkreaking during
he High Pressure Coolant Injection System Steam
Line warmup. The TMR was removed when the steam
line warmup was completed.

This 9MR provided an alternate flowpeth for the
Offga: Hydrogen Analyzer's Sample Return Line by
conne ‘ting the existing sample return to the

Conde 1ser Return Line, The existing sample return
line was plqund. making the hydrogen analyzers
inoperable until a flowpath was made available.

Thie TMR installed a 1" PVC Acid Injection Line to
the Makeup Demineralized Water Reaenerative Waste
Tank. The original line has disintegrated, the PVC
is more resistant to the chemical reaction than the
original material.



The following procedure revision has been evaluated to determine:

1. 1If the troblbility of occurrence or the consegquences of an
accident or malfunction of eguipment important to naf.tg
frovloully evaluated in the safety analysis report may be

ncreased; or

2. 1f a possibility for an accident or malfunction of a different
type than any evaluated previouely in the safety analysis
report may be created; or

3, 1If the margin of safety as defined in the basis for any
technical specification is reduced.

The procedure revision did not create a new safety hazard to the
plant nor did it affect the safe shutdown of the reactor. The
procedure revieion did not change the plant effluent releases and
did not alter the cxilting environmental impact. The Safety
Evaluation determined that no unreviewed safety or environmental
gquestions are involved.



Procedure

NC.NA=AP.22-0025(Q)
Rev, 0

Rescription of Procedure Revision

This procedure supersedes SA~AP,22-025
which is referenced in several places
the UFSAR, This Safety Evaluation
identifies where SA-AP.22-025(Q) is
referenced so those paragraphs can be
revised,
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