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U. S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION REGION I
OPERATOR LICENSING REQUALIFICATION EXAMINATION REPORT

|

EXAMINATION REPORT NO.: 50-334/92-04(OL-RQ)

-FACILITY DOCKET NO.: 50-334

FACILITY LICENSE NO: DPR-66

LICENSEE: DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY

EXAMINATION DATE: February 8,1992

-EXAMINER: b 3-/b*1
16segh D' Antonio, Operations Engineer Date

/ g/ J J f2-APPROVED BY: <

Peter W. Ese'gpr si, Chief Date
PWR Section, Operations Branch, DRS

SUMMARY: A retake of the Job Performance Measures portion of a requalification
examination was administered to one Reactor Operator (RO). This individual passed the
examination.
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DETAILS

TYPE OF EXAMINATION Requalification

1.0 EXAMINATION RESULTS:

The individual passed his examination by both NRC and facility grading. There was
100% agreement between the facility and NRC evaluator on all individual JPMs and
associated questions.

2.0 EEBSONS CONTACTED:

Duauesne Licht ComDanyl

T. Burns Director Operations Training
*T. Kuhar Nuclear Operations Instructor
*R. Brooks Nuclear Operations Instructor

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

*J. D' Antonio Operations Engineer / Examiner
J. Beall Senior Resident inspector
L. Bettenhausen Chief, Operations Branch, DRS

3.0 GENERAL COMMENTS:

There were two critical steps misidentified due to apparut typographical error, and
two instances of steps identified as critical that did not have to be. For one JPM, the
task standard essentially "gave away" the JPM and haf .o be changed. For another
JPM, the standard of successful completion for one critical step needed to be detailed
to a greater degree than " operator simulates doing this step." These changes were
.made prior to conduct of the examination. _Overall, the required changes and quality
of examination material were average. Facility personnel were very cooperative
during exam validation, and all requested changes were accomplished.

* Denotes those present at exit meeting conducted after the examination.
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4.0 EXJT MEETINO2

An exit meeting was held with the facility evaluators at the completion of the
- examination. Examination and validation results, comments, and observations were
discussed. Formalized facility results were requested within 10 working days as
required by the Examiners Standards.

Attachment: Facility Examination Results Summary
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DEAVER VALLEY UNIT 1
REQUALIFICATION EXAM

FEBRUARY 8, 1992

INDIVIDUAL: A

JJE {{ UMBER OUESTION 1 OUESTION 2

1CR-040 Pass 1-042J Pass 1-018J Pass
.

1CR-091 Pass 1-151J Pass 1-154J Pass ,

ICR-081 Pass 1-095J Pass 1-096J Pass

10R-103-- Pass 1-023J Pass 1-024J Pass

1CR-097 Pass; 1-037J Pass 1-038J Pass

ICR-102 Pass 1-015J Pass 1-501J Fail

1PL-004 Pass 3-106J Pass 1-105J Pass

1PL-021 Pass 1-122J Pass 1-123J Pass

1PL-009 Pass 1-110J Pass 1-111J Pass

1PL-006 Pass 1-113J Pass 1-166J Pass

OVERALL GRADE: 98.75% for JPMs Pass
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