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Evaluation of Facility Evaluators

During examination administration, the NKRC assessed each
licensee evaluator’s ability to conduct consistent and
objective examinations, and their ability to provide
unbiased evaluations of the operators. The following
observations were made regarding the facility evaluators!

buring a scenario the evaluators gave cues to the crew
that the scenario should have already ended. This
cuuld distract the crew and add to the stress of the
operators.

Followup questions, in a few minor cases, tended to
lead the vperator to the answer looked for.

Overall the faciiity evaluators did a good job of
identifying individual operator and crew performance
strengths and deficiencies during the dynamic simulator
examinations,

Examination Evaluations

Co~evaluation of the operators performance was performed by
the NRC and the facility. This provided the NRC with the
necessary information to assess the individual operator’s
performance, as well as the licensees’ requalification
program performance.

In general, the overall evaluation on all phases of the
examination were consistent between the NRC and the
facility. Minor differences were noted on the grading of a
few JPM gquestions.

Two out of two SROs failed to successfully perform a
( adrant Power Tilt calculation JPM because neither operator
checked to see if the information they were using was valid.

Requalification Program Evaluation

The overall program evaluation for the Palisades facility,
based on the examinations given the weeks of March 25, 1991,
and March 23, 1992 was satisfactory. A two year evaluation
was required per NUREG 1021, ES-601 Revision 6,

Section C.1.b.4 since less than 12 candidates were examined
in either year,
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ENCLOSURE 3
REQUALIFICATION PROGRAM EVALUATION REPORT

Facility: Palisades Nuclear Generating Plant
Examiners: J. Lennartz, J. Walker, G. Wheale, 1. Kingsley
Dates of Evaluation: Weeks of March 25, 1991 and March 23, 1992

Areas Evaluated: Written, Oral, Simulator

Examination Results:
RO SRO Total Evaluation
Pasg/Fail Pass/Fail Pass/Fail _(S or U)
Written
Examination 7/0 9/0 16/0 s
Jperating
Examination
Oral 7/0 9/0 16/0 s
Simulator 7/0 9/0 16/0 s

Evaluation of facility written examination grading 8
Crew Examination Results:

Crew 1 Crew 2 Crew 3 Crew 4 Evaluation

Operating

Examination Pass Fass Pass Pass 8
Overall Program Evaluation

Satisfactory

This evaluation includes the "esults of the examination
administered the weeks of March 25, 1991 and March 23, 1992.
This is in accordance with NUREG 1021 “Opecrating Licensing
Examiner Standards", ES-601, Rev 6, Section C.1.6.4. Reference
Examination Report No. 50-255/0L=91-01(DRS).
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