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7lRet Indlan Po1nt Un1t No 2
Docket No. 50-247

" Mr. Lee Bettenhausen, Chlef

Operations Branch

' Division of Reactor Safety

Us Nuclear Regulatory Comm1ss1on; Reglon I>~' B

475 Allendale Road

K1ng -of Pru551a, PA 19406
SUBJECT- Requa11f1cation Program Evaluat1on

Dear"Mr' Bettenhausen-

" We have. completed 'theilflmal grading ~of 'the Annﬁalm

Requalification License Exam1nat1on which - 'was = conducted

. during the wveek of August 17th and hereby submit _the-pr
‘results. ‘ S R S -

Attachedv'to this ‘letter "is the "Indian Point. Unit 2

.~ Requalification - Program Self-Evaluation Report" for . the
"wveek of August 17, 1992. The report concludes that then

overall program evaluation results for th1s examination were,

“sat1sfactory ce :

To ..ensure conf1dent1a11ty, the"indiv1dua1 'results do not
include names. In order to allow your staff to compare our

‘results, a matrix identifying the 1nd1vidual operators was

provided dur1ng the program evaluatlon

. Should you have any quest1ons regard1ng thls matter, please
- contact Mr Frank Inz1r1110 of my: staff at’ (914) 526- 5134

';'Very_truly yomrs; S
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cec:

Mr. Robert M. Gallo, Chief

Operator Licensing Branch, OWFN—lon 22
US Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Vashington, DC 20555

Document Control Desk

US Nuclear Regulatory Comm1551on
Mail Station P1-137.

Vashington, DC 20555

Mr. Thomas T. Martin

Regional Administrator - Region I
US Nuclear Regulatory Commiss1on
475 Allendale Road

King of Pru551a, PA. 19406

Mr. Franc1s J. Vllliams, Jr., PrOJect Manager

PrOJect Directorate I-1

Division of Reactor PrOJects I/II
us Nuclear ‘Regulatory Comm1ss1on
Mail Stop 14B-2

Vashlngton, DC 20555

Senior Resident Inspector

US Nuclear Regulatory Comm1551on
PO Box 38

Buchanan, NY 10511

Mr. Glenn Meyer

PWR Section

Operations Branch

Division of Reactor Safety

US Nuclear Regulatory Comm1551on
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, PA- 19406 1498

Mr. Robert Temps

Examiner, Region I

US Nuclear Regulatory Comm1551on
475 Allendale Road
King of Prussia, PA 19406



, INDIAN POINT 2 REQUALIFICATION PROGRAM .

SELF EVALUATION REPORT

'hid'Summarz '-'

‘_The Indian P01nt Unit 2 Licensed Operator Requalification Program Evaluation=
. conducted - the wveek of August 17th, 1992 demonstrated that the program meets
- the criteria established. in NUREG 1021, Revision 6 entitled "Operatorl
K Licensing Examiner Standards" o . ; A

Over "the .one week period ‘12 1icensed operators vere examined Of'the'12 9
hold Senior Reactor Operator Licenses and 3 hold Reactor Operator Licenses. :
_The fac111ty results have identified 11 licensed operators who passed all.
- portions of - the examination. One ~.Senior 'Reactor Operator failed the
walkthrough portlon of the examination. There were no comprehensive written.
or operating exam failures. Ind1vidua1 examination results are provided in
the attached tables. :

. OVerall.féCility Exam'Resultsr:f*
RO RIRRV so fotaL
© © PASS/FAIL . PASS/FAIL, - PASS/FAIL
CweotIN 30 90120
stuaToR 30 o0 120
E ;RALKTRROUGH_' 3/0 ,T7t' e - ‘f . ;.11/1

 OVERALL.  3/0 &1 - 11/1

Program”Evaluation Results

' Examiner Standard ES-601 "Administration of NRC. Requalification Program
.Evaluation" section C.2.b establishes the criteria for a satisfactory_
requalification program. The. following is an assessment of our program
,applying this criteria

1. Criteria C 2 b (1) (a) Satisfactory

Based on- verbal examinatlon results prov1ded by the NRC there wvas
complete pass/fail decision agreement between the NRC ‘and the facility
as to the grading of the written and operating examinations.

(Minimum Cr1ter1a = 90%)




2. Criteria C 2‘b (l)ﬁ(b)‘ 'Satisfactory'
0f . the 12 licensed operators examined .11 (91.7%) passed the
examination.
(Minimum Cr1ter1a 75%)

3 ..vCriteria Cc. 2 b (1) (c) g Satisfactory

All. 3 crews ‘evaluated were satisfactory.
(Minlmum Criteria = 66%)

b4, Criteria C 2 b (2) (a) : Satisfactory

Based on verbal examination results prov1ded by the NRC there vere no.
situations vhere  the NRC or the facility found a. crew performance
unsatisfactory

5. - Additional Criteria C 2. b (2) (b) through (f) : Satisfactory
Additional program evaluation criteria ex1st in- conduct of training and
evaluation, facility evaluator performance, and program administration.
None -of these areas vere identifled by the facility or the NRC - as
hav1ng a weakness

Simulator Evaluation

” Out of 9 ‘scenarios performed, there were no unsatisfactory results. The

following areas were identified during the simulator portion _of ‘the
examination that would benefit from add1t10nal trainlng'

o Continued 1mprovement in communication skills has been effective
and will cont1nue to be emphas1zed

o  Fold-out page usage for ECA entry conditions, specifically use of
ECA—3 1.

"ff“Valkthrough Evaluation

Out: of 30 Job Performance Measures (JPM) performed, 3 were performed
unsatisfactorily with no repeats. No common area of weakness was indicated
by - the JPM- -question portion. The following is an area identified from
question evaluation which would benefit from additional tra1ning-

o Contalnment Spray actuation s1gna1 and affected system components




“Vritten Examinatlon Evaluation

Out of the 12 Operators partlcipating 1n the examination there vere no
~unsatisfactory results. 'The following is a summary of areas identified from
‘the written examination which would beneflt from. additional tra1ning°

ol f»Sequencing of loads onto 480 volt busses under varying conditions,

) thod pos1t10n 1nd1cation and 1ts relationship to the digital volt
: "‘meter'

”‘»o 'Modification light 1nd1cations 1n CCR for MCC 24/24A, 27/27A &
- ,'29/29A°

" o"'.EAL class1f1cation for static situations;

"0 Reactivity - coefficient response . during -~ various . accident
-.situations;

o React1v1ty calculations'
,,o:_”-Instrument power loss effects & 1dent1ficat10n- and
‘ ‘o Surveillance performance schedule vs operability.
~ Summary -
f The conduct of "the Requalification Examination vas well coordlnated The
Indian" Point ' evaluators and - examinees demonstrated a p051tive "and
professional attitude. throughout the conduct of - the evaluation. - Lessons

learned for future examinations are.

;) "'Independent review of printed material to ellminate cler1ca1
"+ problems; and

o 'Tabbing' and indexing of- submitted materials' for ease of
. 1dent1f1cation by NRC Examiners

The-'NRC' team of examiners demonstrated “a high - level of - technical
competence and conducted themselves in-a profe531ona1 manner

Overall, the Requaliflcat1on Program Evaluation Process has had a positive
effect.on the quality of Indian Point 2 Requalification Program.
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Vritten Exam Statistics

‘Operator

-OpérafOf

Operator

Operatof

Operator

“Operator.

Operator

‘ uope:ator'
Vdpétagof
j,Operétor:
' 6§ér§for

‘Operator

01}.
02
03 .
04 .

06
07
08 .

09 .

10

1. .
12 ..

05

_ 1992ANRC_Réqualifiéation_Exam Results'Sumﬁéry

. s 92,4
L. %43
.. 92;4
T

. . 88.6

88.6
j92;4
. 81.1
86.5

"e . 9203

. 88:4

. .- 88.4




