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Summa ry

NR% Administered Exlminations Conducted During the Week of Hovember 19, 1990
epor » =U¢)

NRC administered written and operating examinations to two Senior Reactor
Operator (SRO) applicents, Both of the applicants passed 11 pertions of the
exanination and have been issued the appropriste licenses,




DETAILS
1. Persons Examined
kO SRO Tota)
Licensee Examinations: Pess = 0 ¢ ¢
Fall « 0 0 0

2. Examiners
Jo L. Pellet, Chief Examiner

3. Examination Report

Performance results for individua) candidates ere not included in this report
because examination reports are placed in the NRC Public Document Poom,
Individua) performance results are not subject to public disclosure,

3.1 Examination Comment Resolution

In general, editorial comments or chunges made as @ result of facility reviews
prior to the examination, during the examination, or cubsequent grading reviews
are not addressed by this resolution section, This section reflects resolution
of substantive comments submitted to the NRC by the facility licensee after the
examination, The facility 1icensee post-examination comments, les, the
supporting documentation, are included in the report fnmediately following the
master exarination key. Unless otherwise indicated in this section, the
fecility licensee comments were 1vcorporated into the answer key.

3.1.1 Question 77

Facility Comment: Although the question is technically correct, request tlui
it be deleted since neither the lesson plan nor the referenced KA supports the
question as required knowledge.

Response: Request rejected. The cited reference and KA support as required
knowledge 1imiting conditions on operation with abnormai torus levels, In
addition, other KA's &1so support this question, for example 223001A211. The
required knowledge to answer this question fs recognition of the torus parameter
that requires reactor scram, A general familiarity with emergency operating
procedures 15 sufficient to supply the required knowledge. Memorization of the
sction 1s not required, so this does not represent memorization of immediate
actions and therefore whether the required action ¢ one that must be momorized
is not germane,



3.2 $ite Visit Summary

The facility licensee was provided & copy of the examingtion and answer key
for the purpese of commenting on the examination content velidity, The
fecility Yicensee was informed that examination results could be expected the
week of Necember 3, 1990, 1f comments on the written examination could be
nrovided by the end of the examination visit,

An exit meeting was held November 20, 1990, with the following persons in
attendance:

NRC CNS

J. Pellet R, Brungardt
Ro Cﬂhf'ﬂ
J. Dutton
€. Lhamon
D‘ Nh‘t“n

NRC expressed eppreciation for the cooperation are professionelism exhibited
by the contrcl room staftf during the walkthrough portion of the examinetion,
Also, the pre-examination reviewers and simulator operator for the job
performance measures conducted in the simulator were very helpful,

because of the tingle operating test administered, generic comments or
observations were not made. A general discussiun o1 recent changes or issues
with respect to licensed operator requalification examirations was discussed,

3.3 Master Examination and Answer Key

A master copy of the CNS license examiration and answer key are attached, The
answer key reflects the accepted licensee post-examination comments.

3.4 Sinmulation Facility Report

Because the examinations were adminictered without using dynamic simulator
scenarios, "o report is appropriate.




