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EXAMINATION SUMMARY

Examination Report 50-277/96-02 and 50-278/96-02 (0L)

Initial simulator retake examinations were administered to three senior
reactor operator (SRO) applicants on January 18, 1996, at the Peach Bottom
Atomic Power Station, Units 2 and 3. All applicants passed the examination.
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DETAILS

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The NRC administered initial simulator retake examinations to three senior
reactor operator (SRO) applicants. The examinations were administered in
accordance with NUREG-1021, " Examiner Standards," Revision 7.

2.0 PREEXANINATION ACTIVITIES

The simulator scenarios were validated on January 17, 1996, on the facility's
simulator. The facility staff who were involved with these reviews signed
security agreements to ensure that the initial examinations were not
compromised.

3.0 EXANINATION RESULTS AND RELATED FINDINGS, OBSERVATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

3.1 Examination Results

The results of the examinations are summarized below:
_

SR0 R0

Pass / Fail Pass / Fail

Written N/A N/A

Operating 3/0 N/A

Overall 3/0 N/A

3.2 Facility Strengths and Weaknesses

Due to the small size of the examination group, no strengths or weaknesses
were noted. However, in contrast to prior examinations, the examination team
noted that crew briefs in the simulator were conducted appropriately.

,

4.0 EXIT NEETING
,

An exit meeting was conducted on January 18, 1996. Preliminary strengths and
weaknesses on the operating tests were presented. The support given by all of
the PECO Energy personnel enabled the examination to be developed and

,

: administered very efficiently and effectively.
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Persons contacted and attendees at the exit meeting are listed below:

Licensee Personnel

P. Cromwell, QA Engineer
G. Gellrich, Sr. Manager of Operations

|

| J. Jordan, Training Instructor
I L. MacEntee, Operations Training Coordinator

D. McClellan, Manager Operator Training
J. McClintock, Training Instructor
P. Nielsen, Principal Instructor-
R. Smith, Regulatory Interface
J. Stankiewicz, Director of Training

NRC Personnel

| D. Florek, Sr. Operations Engineer
; J. Williams, Sr. Operations Engineer

J. D' Antonio, Operations Engineeri

W. Schmidt, Senior Resident Inspector
G. Meyer, Chief, Operator Licensing and Human Performance Branch

Attachments: Simulation Facility Report
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ATTACHMENT 1

SIMULATION FACILITY REPORT

Facility License: DPR-63
*

Facility Docket No: 50-277 j

Operating Test Administration: January 18, 1996

This form is to be used only to report observations. These observations do
not constitute audit or inspection findings and are not, without further 4

verification and review, indicative of noncompliance with 10 CFR 55.45(b). |
These observations do not affect NRC certification or approval of the
simulation facility other than to provide information that may be used in
future evaluations. No licensee action is required in response to these
observations. i

l

llEM DESCRIPTION

None
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