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Argas lnspected:  An announced inspection was performed at the Westinghouse facility in
Monroeville, Pennsylvania, of operator evaluations which used the noncertified plant
reference simulawr during factory acceptance testing.

Results: The licensed operator evaluations observed were found to be adequate. The use of
control room operators during the factory acceptance testing was viewed by the inspector to
be positive in enhancing operations department input on the certification process and in
producing a simulator of high usefulness.
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DETAILS

BACKGROUND

A management meeting at NRC headquarters on December 17, 1991, was conducted
10 discuss the licensee's request for a second exemption on the schedvic for
certification of the plant-referenced simulator. The licensee indicated four areas of
training emphasis as compensatory measures (0 support the exemption. The four areas
were Job Performance Measures (JPMs); factory acceptance testing (of plant reference
simulator): enhanced use of Basic Principles Trainer; and plant operating procedures
training modules.

A inspection of the compensatory tzaining being performed was conducted in January
1992 (NRC Inspection Report Mo. §0-219/92-02). This review included all of the
above mentioned areas with the exception of the factcry acceptance testing of the plant
specific simulator. The NRC staff determined that the training conducted for licensed
and nonlicensed operators was adequate,

The licensee made a commitment that operating crews and Shift Technical Advisors
(§TAs) would participate in factory acceptance testing for the plant-referenced
dinwater. Yrom June 10 to 11, 1992, the inspector observed ccntrol room opetators
while they wer. administered training JPMs zid sevnarios on the non-certified
simulator being tesied at the Westinghouse facility in Monroeville, Pennsylvania,
Further observations were conducted during their participation in the factory
acceptance testing of the plant specific simulator.

PERSONS CONTACTED
GPU Nuclear Corporation
R. Davidson, Manager, Simulator Development
* J. Kowalski, Manager, Plant Training
* P. Scallon, Manager, Plant Operations
* H. Tritt, GPUN Lead Training Instructor

The mspecior also held discussions with several licensed operators during the
inspection.

Nuclear Regulatory Conmission
* F. Paul Bonnett, Senior Operations Engineer

* Denotes those present at exit meeting on June 11, 1992,

T P P R L - S — P IS . ol -
Pl E——— WS PR — e e e e e e b



-
-

10

4.0

4.1

SIMULATOR STATUS

Factory acceplance lesting of the simulator is more than 50% complete. The main
turbine model was installed on June §, 1992, and was being tesird during this
inspection.  The Nuclear Steam Supply (NSS) model wvas still unstable. It is able 1o
support power operations and transient testing, but :he model becoines unstable during
a cooldown at approximately 300°F and two to three minutes into a Loss of Coolant

Accident (LOCA).

A different, but proven NSSS model, is being developed by a subcontractor and 1s
scheduled 10 be installed on August 7, 1992, The licensee estimates that is will take
iwo additional months of testing with an additional two weeks for Trouble Report
resolution. They expect to take delivery of the simulator :n early Nove.nber of this
year. Presently, simulator certification is proceeding in parallel with the factory
acceptance testing. The licensee expects tw certify the simulator on or before
December 31, 1992, The simusator should be ready for NRC staff examinations six
months after certification,

NONCERTIFIED SIMULATOR TRAINING INSPECTION
Scope of Inspection

The inspector ohserved control room operator training evaluations on the noncertified
simulator.  Observations were also conducted of the operators’ participation as
technical test engineers during factory acceptance testing. Discussions with the
simulator development team, trasning evaluators, and facility management were also
conducted

Findings

Operations shift crews Lave been supporting simulator factory acceptance testing and
undergoing traning evaluation since the beginnine Hf May 1992, Each operating crew
and STA is scheduled to spend one week al wue siv nator,  Four days are spent in
factory acceptance testing and one day is devoted to training evaluations, The
operators acl @s test engineers to perform Malfunction Test, System Test, or
Acceptance Test procedures.  During these tests the operators used their plant
experience, knowledge and expertise (o ensure the simulator models actual plant
response.  The operators identify discrepancies, fill out and submit Trouble Reports
that are tracked and updated weekly by the Simulator Development Manager.

Traming and plant manageinent have both indicated that the primary goal of the
crew's activites dunng the weck is to improve the performance of the simulator.
However, the licensee also believes that there is a training benefit for the crews as a
result oi their paricipation in factory acceptance testing.  The operators are required
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MONROEVILLE OPERATOR
TRAINING PLAN FOR
THURSDAY JINE 11,1992

= 1130

1. C~vq Evolution - Return the RWCU System to service with
vae Reactor at full power.

2. JPM 262.06 -~ Cross-tie USS 1A2 from USS 1B2

3. Core Evolution = Restore 4160V Bus 1C to normal service
following loss of power auto start of EDG-1.

4. JPM 226.02 - Place Containment Spray in Dynamic Test.

8. JPM 202.04 =~ Respond to a tripped Recirc. Pump with §
pumps operating.

6. JPM 202.05 - Start up a Recirc. Pump
JPM 264.01 - Normal S/U of EDG 1 from the Control Room.

8. JPM 261.02 -~ Shutdown the SGTS after an Automatic
Initiation.

9. JPM 249.01 - Return the EPR to service.

- 1600
1. Dynamic Scenario 1 - Unisolable leak in the Torus.
a. Dynamic Scenario 2 - Pressure control failure during a

required Plant Shutdown with a failure to scranm.



