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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Arkansas Nuclear One, Units 1 and 2
NRC Inspection Report No. 50-313/99-301; 50-368/99-301

NRC examiners evaluated the competency of four reactor operator and four senior reactor
operator applicants for issuance of operating licenses at the Arkansas Nuclear One Unit 1. The
licensee developed the initial license examinations using the guidance in NUREG-1021,
Revision 8, April 1999. NRC examiners reviewed and approved the examinations. The initial
written examinations were administered to the applicants on December 10, 1999, by facility
proctors in accordance with the guidance in NUREG-1021, Revision 8. The NRC examiners
administered the operating tests December 13-16, 1999.

Operations

. All applicants for operator licenses passed the licensing examinations and were issued
the appropriate licenses. Overall applicant performance was good with adequate
communications and very good peer and self checking.
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Initial Operating Test

Inspection Scope

The examination team administered the various parts of the operating examination to
the applicants on December 13-16, 1999. Most applicants participated in at least two
scenarios. Each of the applicants also received a control room and facilities
walkthrough test. This test consisted of five tasks for current licensed operators and ten
tasks for the instant senior operator and reactor operator applicants. Also, there was an
administrative portion, which consisted of five tasks in four administrative areas for all
applicants.

Observations and Findings

All applicants passed all sections of the operating test. Overall operator performance
was very good. Communications were in accordance with the licensee’s procedures.
The applicants use of peer checking and self checking were consistent and very good.
Conclusions

All applicants passed all parts of the operating test. Overall operator performance was
very good.

Operator Training and Qualification

Initiaj Licensing Examination Development

The facility licensee developed the initial licensing examination in accordance with
NUREG-1021, Revision 8, “Operator Licensing Examination Standards for Power
Reactors.”

Examination Outline

Inspection Scope

The facility licensee submitted the initial examination outline on August 2, 1999. The
chief examiner reviewed the submittal against the requirements of NUREG-1021,
Revision 8.

Observations and Findings

Region IV approved the initial examination outline with minor comments for
enhancement, which were promptly resolved, and advised the licensee to proceed with
examination development.
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Conclusion
The licensee submitted an adequate examination outline.

Examination Package

Inspection Scope

The facility licensee submitted the completed draft examination package on
September 24, 1999. The chief examiner and a peer reviewer reviewed the formal
submittal against the requirements of NUREG-1021, Revision 8.

Observations and Findings

The examination as submitted was satisfactory. Some enhancements were suggested
by the chief examiner, agreed upon by the licensee and effected according to
NUREG-1021.

Conclusions

The examination as submitted was satisfactory.

Simulation Facility Performance

Inspection Scope

The examiners observed simulator performance with regard to fidelity during the
examination validation and administration.

Observations and Findings

The simulation facilities supported the validation and administration of the examination
well. No simulator fidelity problems were identified.

Conclusions
The simulation facilities and simulation facility staff supported the examinations well.

Examination Security

Scope

The examiners reviewed examination security during the examination administration for
compliance with NUREG-1021 requirements.
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Observations and Findings

Members of the licensee’s operations and training staff signed onto the NUREG-1021
examination security agreement, acknowledging their responsibilities for examination
security. The security plans were satisfactorily implemented. Applicants were
maintained under constant supervision and were always escorted to and from
examination points. Simulator security was strictly maintained.

Conclusions
Satisfactory examination security was maintained.

V. Management Meetings

Exit Meeting Summary

The chief examiner presented the inspection results to members of the licensee
management at the conclusion of the inspection on December 16, 1999. The licensee
acknowledged the findings presented.

The licensee did not identify as proprietary any information or materials examined during
the inspection.
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
PARTIAL LIST OF PERSONS CONTACTED
Licensee

C. Anderson, General Manager, Plant Operations
D. Bensen, Simulator Support Supervisor

A. Clinkingbeard, Operations Shift Superintendent
J. Cork, Unit 1 Operations Training

S. Cotton, Training Manager

G. Giles, Supervisor, Operations Training

M. Little, Unit 1 Operations Manager

T. Mitchell, Unit 2 Operations Manager

D. Sealock, Simulator Training Supervisor

C. Zimmerman, Unit 1 Plant Manager
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As-Given Written Exa’mination and Answer Key




