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February 21, 1992 ¢

South Carolina flertric & Gas Company

ATIN: Mr. John L. Skolds, Vice
President, Muclear Operations

Virgtl . Summer Nuclear Station

P. 0. Box 88

Jenkinsville, SC 29065

Gent lemen:

SUBJECT: REACTOR OPERATOR AND SENIOR REACTOR OPERATOR LICENSING EXAMINATIONS
EXAMINATION REPORT NO. §0-395/92-300

In a telephone conversation between Mr, Terry Matlosz, Associate Manager of
Nuclear Operations and Training and Mr. Jonathan Bartley, License Examiner, NRC
Region 11 Operator Licensing Section, arrangements were made for the
adminictration of licensing examinations at the V., . Summer Nuclear Station.

The examination preparation visit is tcheduled for May 4-8, 1992, The written
examinations are scheduled for May 18, 1992, and the operating examinations are
scheduled for May 19-22, 1992.

To w.et the above schedule, it will be necessary for you to furnish the
reference material Tisted in Enclosure |, "Reference Material Requirements for
Reactor/Senior Reactor Operator Licensing Examinations," by March 18, 1992. Any
delay in receiving approved, properly bound and indexed reference material, or
the submittal of inadequate or incomplete reference material may result in the
examination being rescheduled. Mr. Matlosz has been advised of our reference
material requirements and the address where each set 1s to be mailed,

You are responsible for providing adequate space and accommodations for
administration of the writte: examinations. Enclosure 2, "Requirements for
Administration of Written Examinations," describes our requirements for
conducting these examinations. Mr. Matlosz has also been informed of these
requirements.

Enclosure 3 contains the Rules and Guidelines that will be in effect during the
administration f the written examination, The facility management is
responsible for ensuring that all applicants are aware of these rules.

The facility staff review of the written examination will be conducted in
accordance with requirements specified in Enclosure 4, "Requirements for
Facility Review of Written Examinations.” Mr. Matlosz has been informed of
these requirements.

|
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To better document si= “stor examinations, the Chief Examiner will have the
simulator operator v « . gredetermined plant conditions (1. e., plant pressure,
temperature, pressur - . evel, etc.), for each simulator scenario. The
applicants will be - Lsible for pruviding this information, with any appeal
of a simulator operatl .ng exumination, Therefore, your training staff should
retain the original simulator examination scenario information until all
applirants who took examinations have either passed the operating examination,
accepted the denial of their license, or filed an appeal.

Preliminary reactor operator and senior reactor opeiator license applications
should be submitted at least 30 days before the first examination dates so that
we will be able to review the training and experience of the candidates, process
the medical certifications, and prepare final examiner assignments after
applicant eligibility has been determined. If the applications are not received
at least 30 days before the examination dates, it is likely that a postponement
will be necessary. Fina) signed applications certifying that all training has
3oon completed shall be submitted at least 14 days before the first examination
ate.

This request is covered by Office of Management and Budget (learance Number
3150-0101 which expires May 31, 1992, The estimated average burden is 7.7 hours
per response, including gathering, xeroxing, and mailing the required material.
Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including suggestion: for reducing this burden, to
the Information and Records Management Branch, Division of Inform. ion, Support
Services, Office of Information Resources Management, U. 5. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D. C. 20655; and to the Paperwork Reduction Project
(3150-0101), Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, NE OB-3019, Office of
Management end Budget, Washington, D. (. 20503,

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. If you have eny questions
regarding the examination procedures and requirements, please contact

Mr. Lawrence L. Lawyer, Chief, Operator Licensing Section |, at (404) 331-4700,
or myself at (404) 331-554].

Sincerely,

(ORIGINAL SIGNED BY L. L. LAWYER FOR)

Thomas A. Peebles, Chief
Operations Branch
Division of Reactor Safety

Enclosures: (See Page 3)













Enclosure | 3

€, A description of simulator failure capabilities for valves, breakers,
indicators, and alarms,

d. Where the capability exists, an explanation of the abilily to vary the
severity of a particular malfunction shall be provided, 1. e., ability
to vary the size of a given LOCA or steam leak, or the ability to
cause a slow failure of & component such as a feed pump, turbine
generator, or major valve (e.g., drifting shut of a main feedwater
control valve).

€. An identification of modeling conditions/problems that may impact the
examination,

f. Identification of any known performance test discrepancies not yet
corrected,

g. ldentification of differences between the simulator and the reference
plant’s control room.

h, Copies of facility generated scenarios that expose the applicants to
situations of degraded pressure coitrol (PUR{. degraded heat removal
capability (PWR and BWR) and cuntainment challenges (PWR and BWR) may
be provided (voluntary by licensee).

i, Simulator instructors manual (voluntary by licensee).

J.  Description of the scenarios used for the training class (voluntary by
l1icensee).

18. Additional material required by the examiners to develop examinations that
meet the requirements of these Standards and the regulations,

The above reference material shall be approved, final issues and shall be so
marked., 1f a plant has not finalized some of the material, the Chief Examiner
shall verify with the facility that the most complete, up-to-date material is
available and that agreement has been reached with the licensee for limiting
changes before the administration of the examination, A1l procedures and
reference material shall be bound with sppropyiate indices or tables of contents
50 that they can be used efficiently. Failure to provide complete, properly
bound and indexed plant reference materia could result in cancellation or
rescheduling of the examinations,







PROCEDURES FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF WRITTEN EXAMINATIONS

—

Theck fdentification badges,
2. Pass vut examinations and all handouts. Remind applicants not to review
exrmination until instructed to do so.
READ THE FOLLOWING INSTRUCTIONS VERBATIM: |
During the administration of this examination the following rules apply:

1. Cheat1n? on the examination means an automatic denial of your application
and could result in more severe penalties,

2. After the examination has been completed, you must sign the statement on
the cover sheet indicating that the work is your own and you have not
received or given assistance in completing the examination. This must be
done after you complete the examination.

READ THE FOLLOWING INSTRUCTIONS:

1. Restroom trips are to be limited and only one applicant at a time may
Teave. You must avoid all contacts with anyone outside the examination
room to avoid even the appearance or possibility of cheating.

2. Use black ink or dark pencil pnly to facilitate legible reproductions,

3. Print your name in the blank provided in the upper right-hand corner of the
examination cover sheet and each answer sheet.

| 4. Mark vour answers on the answer sheet provided. USE ONLY THE PAPER
PROVIDED, AND DO NOT WRITE ON THE BACK SIDE OF THE PAGE.

5. Before you turn in your examination, consecutively number each answer
sheet, including any additional pages inserted when writing your answers on
the axaminatton question page.

6. Use abbreviations only if they are commonly used in facility
Avoid usin? symbols such as < or > signs to avoid a simple trnnsposition
error resulting in an incorrect answer. Write it out.

7. The point value for each question is indicated in parentheses after the
question,
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2. Regardless of whether the above examination review option is exercised,
_ immediately following the administration of the written examination, the
; facility staff shall be provided a marked-up copy of the examination and |
' the answer key. The copy of the written examination shall include pen and
ink changes made to questions during the examination administration. |

If the facility did not review the examination prior to its administration,

. they will have five (5) working days from the day of the written
examination to submit formal comments., 1f the facility reviewed the
examination prior to its administration, any additional comments must be
given to an examiner prior to his/her leaving the site at the end of the
week of the written examination administration. In either case, the
comments will be addressed to the responsible Regional Office by the
highest on-site level of corporat. management for plant operations, e.q.,
Vice President for Nuclear Operations. A copy of the submittal will be
forwarded to the Chief Examiner, as appropriate. Comments not submitted
within the required time frame will be considered for inclusion in the
grading process on a case-by-case basis by the Regional Office Section
Chief. Should the comment submittal deadline not be met, a long delay in
grading the examinations may occur.

3. The following format should be adhered to for submittal of specific
comment s :

a. Listing of NRC question, answer, and reference,
b. Facility comment/recommendation,

¢. Reference (to support facility comment),

| NOTES: (1) No change to the examination will be made without submittal of a
reference to sugport the facility comment. Any supporting
documentation that was not previously supplied, should be
provided.

(2) Comments made without a concise facility recommendation will not
| be addressed.
| 4. A two-hour post-examination review may be held at the discretion of the
Chief Examiner. If this review is held, the facility staff should be
informed that only written comments that are properly supported will be
considered in the grading of the examination,




