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the training staff to be a member of the examination team. This employee
should be an active SRO (per the requirements of 10 CFR 55..3(e) or (f)), but
may be a facility or INPU certified instructor. If desired and agreed to by
the Chief Examiner, you may designate one additional employee from the
training staff with appropriate qualificacions to be a member of the
exanination team. In addition to tnese individuals, a simulator operator must
be made available for scenario preview and validation during the on-site
examination preparation week. In some cases, it may be necessary to designate
a simulator operator during the test item review period. This individual will
also be subject to ths examination security agreement.

Any facility reprec ~*-*ives under the security agreement shall be re<: ‘icted
from knowingly communicating by any means the content or scope of the
examination “o unauthorized persons and from participating in any facility
programs such as instruction, examination, or tutoring in which an identified
requalification examinee(s) will be present. These restrictions shall apply
from "he day that the facility representative signs the examination security
agreement indicating that the representative understands that he or she has
specialized knowledge of the examination. The Chief Examiner will determine
when facility representatives have received specialized knowledge concerning
the examination and require execution of an examination security agreement.

In most cases, the examination team members will not be required to enter into
an examination security agreement more than 60 days prior to the examination
week. The simulator operator will rormally become subject to the requirements
during the examination preparation and validation week, but in some cases,
this may occur as much as 3u days prior to the examination week to support
operating test item review and revision.

Sixty days prior to the examination administration date, the facilit. training
staff shall identify and provide directly to the NRC's Chief Examiner a list
of the proposed operators, including crew composition, for the examination.
Also, to ensure privacy, the only copy of the current mailinga®dress of each
proposed operator should be mailed in an envelope labeled "To Be Opened By
Addressee Only" to the atteniion of Mr. Thomas A. Peebles, Cuief, Operations
Branch, Division of Reactor Safety, Region II.

The facility management is responsible for providing adequate space and
accommodations to properly develop and conduct the examinations. Enclosure 2,
"Administration of Regualification Examinations," describes our requirements
for developing and conducting the examinations. Mr. Allen has also been
informe{ of these requirements. Also, a facility operations management
representative (as a minimum, first level above shift supervisor) should
observe the simulation facility examination process at the site.

This request is covered by Office of Management and Budget Clearance Number
3150-0101 which expires May 31, 1992. The estimated average burden is 7.7
hours per response, including gathering, copying, and mailing the required
material. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of
this collection ol information, including suggestions for reducing this
burden, to the Information and Records Management Branch, Division of
information Support Services, Office of Information Resource: Management,
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U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D. C. 20555, and to the
Paperwor¥ Reduction Project (3150-0101), Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, NE OB-3019, Office of Management and Budget, Washington, D. C. 20503.
Thank you for vour consideration in this matter. If you have any questions on
the evaluation process, please contact Mr. Lawrence L. Lawyer, Chief, Operator
Licensing Section 1, at (404) 331-4700, or myself at (404) 331-5541.

Sincerely,

(Original signed by T. A. Peebles)
Thomas A. Peebles, Chief
Cperations Branch
Division of Reactor Safety

Enclosures:
1. Reference Matcrial Requirements
2. Administration of Requa'ification Examinations

cc w/encls:

G. E. Kane, Station Manager

M. A. Allen, Training Supervisor
Fomnonwealth of Virginia
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FEREN TER R MENT

Note: A1l information pertaining to the written portion of the examination
and the program evaluation ic not appiicable.

Test items to support all aspects of the requalification examination must be
provided to the NRC as soon as possible.

All test items should be devel.ped in accordance with the guidelines provided
in Sections 602 thrcigh 604 of NUREG 1021, Operator Licenzing Examiner
Standards, and their respective attachments.

For the first requalification evaluation at the facility, the submittal must
contain at least:

700 test items for use in the written examination. They should be
equally divided between the twoc sections of the examination, and there
must be at least 350 test items for use in each section.

75 Job Performance Measures (JPMs) for use on the walk-through portion of
the operating exawination., To the extent pussible, approximately 40
percent of the JPMs should evaluate "in plant" tasks (system/component
operacion outside the control roorm).

15 simulator scenarios of approximately 50 minutes each in length for use
on the simulator portion of the operating examination for examinations
administered in one week.

For subsequent requalificatiun examinations facilities are expected tc make
submittals reflecting progress toward *he following targets over the next five
years after the initial evaluation visit:

A vin aum of 700 test items for =se in the written examination equally
divided between the two sections of the written examination and which
cover 2l1] safety-relcted elements of the facility Job Task Analysis
(JTA). The 5 .nk shall be dynamic in nature, in that at least 150

nue tions « year shall be reviewed, revised, or generuted. New questions
tiat are developed should cover equipment and system modificaticns,
recent industry, and licensee events and procedural changes.

JPMs to evaluate each operator and senior operator safety-related task
identified in the facility JTA, which meet the criteria in ES-603. The
JPM bank should expand at a rate of at least ten JPMs per year unt*] this
goal is reached. It is estimated at 125 - 150 JPMs will be the final
result. Development of the questions associated with the .1PM: shall also
continue, such that there is a representative sample of quastions given
the knowledges associated with the task listed in the JTA.

A bank of at least 30 simulator scenarios which refiect all plausible or
expected abnormal and vmergency situations to which control room
operators are eypected to respond or control. At least five scenarios
per year should be generated until all aspects of the emergency operating
procedures are covered with sufficient variation in the type and scope of
initiating events and level of deygradation.




Enclosure 1 2

For all regualification examination and evaluation visits, the facility shall:

Submit an Examination Test Out) ne/Sample Plan which meets the
requirements of ES-601, Attachment 1.

Provide the associated examination banks (written, simuiator, any JPM)
and associated reference material to the region =nd contraccor. At a
minimum, this shall include Technica' Specifications, applicable plant
operiting, surveillance and adninistrative procedures, abnormal and
emergency opera*ing nrocedures, emergency plan procedures, and training
material utilized in the regualification training (including student
handouts ai+ lesson plans). Add'*ional reference material may be
recuested by the Chief cxaminer.

If a proposed examination is submitted tc the region, a)so submit a copy
of the simulator scenario portion to the Chief, Regionai Support and
Oversight Section, Operator Licensing Branch, Division of Licensee
Performance and Quality, Washington, DC 20555, 45 days in advance of the
first day of the examinations. The reason for the increased period of
de;s is to allow a reasonable amourt of time For feedback, discussion and
time to make any necessary changes.



ENCLOSURE 2

ADMINISTRATION OF REQUALIFICATION EXAMINATIONS

An evaluztion of at least 12 facility licensed operators is required for
a pronram evaluation. Normally the crew scheduled for requalification
trairing during the period selected for the program evaluation shculd be
selected. The sample will include other licensed uperators who are not
routinely performing shift duties or are not maintaining an active
license ner 10 CFR 55.53(e). The restrictions on crew composition in the
simulator are described in ES-601 C.1.b. and ES-604.

The simulator and simulator operator(s) shall be provided for examination
development. The date(s) and duration of time needed tc develop the
examinations wili be agreed upon by the Chief Examiner and the facility.

The reference material used in the simulator will be reviewed by the
Chief Examiner. No material will be used that 1s solely used for
training.

A single roum shall be provided for completing Section B of the written
exarination. The lccation of this roum and supporting rest ruom
facilities shall be such as tc prevent concact with all other facility
and/or contractor personnel for the duration of the examination.

Minimum syacing s rcquired to ensure examination integrity and will be
evaluated by the .[hief Examiner. Minimum spacing consists of one
examiree per table and a 3-foot space between tables. No wall charts,
models, and/or other training materials shall be present in the
examinaticen room.

Copies ot refecrence material for Section B of the written examination
shall be piovided for each examinee. The reference ma.erial will be
reviewed by the Chief Examiner and will consist of Technical

Specific. tions, operating/abnor. al procedures, administrative procedures,
and Emergen.y Plars as available to the plant operators.

Video taping capabiiities may be utilized. The facility should cortact
the Chief Examiner for restrictions related to its usage.

An attempt will be made to distinguish between RO and SRU knowledge and
abilities to the extent that such a distinction i3 supported by tne
facility training materials.

Prudent scheduiing of exam week activities is important to heip alleviate
undue stress on the operators. Your training staff and the Chief
Examiner should work very closely in formulating a schedule which does
not result in excessive delays in crews or individuals being administered
their examination. The following are some suggestions for structuring
the exam activities to achieve this purpose:
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Don’t bring in crews or indiviauals well before their scheduled exam
times.

When examining operators in groups, it is better to holec the group
Just completing their exam vice the groups that are taking their
exam 'ater.

Following simulator s enarios, the facility evaluators and NRC
examiners should quiclly determine whethur follow-up questioning is
required, so that the crew may be released to talk among themselves
about t*e scenario.

Ensure that time validation of JPMs, particularly those performed in
the simulator, is conducted accurately. A reasonable schedule
should be establiished to prevent operators from waiting for
simulator availability to cemplete their JPMs.



