ES-201

Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1

Facilty: _—Cabailc

Date of Examination: 3[3200 - “”PML\

Examinations Developed by:

/ NRC (circle one) Yertef o ¢p

Target Chief
Date* Task Description / Reference Examiner's
Initials
-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b)

-120 2. NRC examiners and facility contact assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e)

-120 3. Facility contact briefed on security & other requirements (C.2.c)

-120 4. Corporate nofification letter sent (C.2.d) ) 5—/ g9

[-90] [6. Reference material due (C.1.e; C.3.c)] My

-75 6. Integrated examination outline(s) due (C.1.e & f, C.3.d) Mg 2/ )aq
as &j‘ccg{ !
-70 7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided
to facility licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e) /2% a7
-45 8. Proposed examinations, supporting documentation, and
reference materials due (C.1.e, f, g & h; C.3.d) 4//?/0a

-30 9. Preliminary license applications due (C.1.l; C.2.g; ES-202) 2/,)./(>D
{

-14 10. Final license applications due and assignment sheet prepared
(C.1.4; C.2.g; ES-202)

-14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee
review (C.2.h; C.3.f) 2/”/00
?,/” AR
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensée (C.1.j; C.2.f & h; C.3.9)
-7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by

NRC supervisor (C.2.i; C.3.h)

-7 14. Final applications reviewed; assignment sheet updated; waiver
letters sent (C.2.g, ES-204) '

15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed with
-7 facility licensee and authorization granted to give written exams
(if applicable) (C.3.k) '

-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions
distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i)

B |R|E BRI EE 2 EEEEEE

with the facility licensee.

* Target dates are keyed to the examination date identified in the corporate notification letter.
They are for planning purposes and may be adjusted on a case-by-case basis in coordination

[] Applies only to examinations prepared by the NRC.




ES-201 Examination Outline Form ES-201-2
Quality Checklist

Facility: 5@4 Wos f( Date of Examination: 3/ 16 / oo
I

Initials

Item Task Description

1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model per ES-401.

b. Assess whether the outline was systematically prepared and whether all knowledge and ability
categories are appropriately sampled.

¢. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic fopics.

Zm4-4—-33

d. Assess whether the repetition from previous examination outlines is excessive.

& ol&|& |l

a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number of
normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, and major transients.

P

T [FEFE E |

b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares} to test the projected number and
mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and rotation schedule without
compromising exam integrity; ensure each applicant can be tested using at least one new or
significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s)*,
and scenarios will not be repeated over successive days.

S~

¢. To the extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative and
quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D.

g |€

a. Verify that:
(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks,

{2) no more than 30% of the test material is repeated from the last NRC examination, —_ ﬁ
{3)" no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s), and [
{4) no more than 80% of any operating test is taken directly from the licensee’s exam banks.

~“~Z

£

b. Verify that: '

(1) the tasks are distributed among the safety function groupings as specified in ES-301,
(2) one task is conducted in a low-power or shutdown condition, L

(8) 40% of the tasks require the applicant to implement an alternate path procedure, &
(4) one in-plant task tests the applicant’s response to an emergency or abnormal condition, and
(5)_the in-plant walk-through requires the applicant to enter the RCA.

c. Verify that the required administrative topics are covered, with emphasis on performance-based
activities.

d. Determine if there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix of
applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on successive days.

>

a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered in the
appropriate exam section.

b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate.

c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5.

d. Check for duplicéﬁon and overlap among exam sections.

REFEEER
—C‘\

—r»rIomzZmo

. _Check the entire exam for balance of coverage.

. _Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). ' /I/Qﬁ

) . D
a. Author e s [SoeiNgre Seaure /15151
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Timorta Ccass D7) S | 27 L%Z/.i&?
¢. Chief Examiner AINE ZDEd Sk = 12)29/%1
d. NRC Supervisor 1Al - Ca / ;éz%j—e«v/ (;)/ &7 2leo

(") Not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
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ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist V Form ES-301-3

Facility: Date of Examination: Operating Test Number:

Inttials

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with
sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function distribution).

b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered
during this examination.

A
=

7
C. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s)(see Section D.1.a). / J
d. ‘ Overlap with the written examination and between operating test categories is within acceptable 7 %
limits. PA
N L §
e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent (/ @é
applicants at the designated license level.

EEEER ]

2. WALK-THROUGH (CATEGORY A & B) CRITERIA

a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable:

- initial conditions
- initiating cues
- references and toals, including associated procedures
- validated time limits (average time allowed for compietion) and specific designation if deemed
to be time critical by the facility licensee
- specific performance criteria that include:
- detailed expected actions with exact criteria and nomenclature
- system response and other examiner cues
statements describing important observations to be made by the applicant
criteria for successful completion of the task
identification of criticat steps and their associated performance standards
restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable

b. The prescripted questions in Category A are predominantly open reference and meet the
criteria in Attachment 1 of ES-301. . . .. .

c. Repetition from operating tests used during the previous licensing examination is within
acceptable limits (30% for the walk-through) and do not compromise test integrity.

d. At least 20 percent of the JPMs on each test are new or significantly modified.

3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA

a. The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached.

Rl IREEE
B ORI
Sl AR

o Printed Name //éignature Date

a. Author '4,\«;6{}61'/1 %&SSMC{F(' A W (/2a/6¢

b. Facility Reviewer(*) / 77 { f / \/ "/)’/k’/ l/ / M(;M
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) v ﬂﬂu;}( S/LIC / @,,/ A‘QA/ A 25/0p
d. NRC Supervisor (*) ST Conto  / ,21*9/ ) ( ,ij") 2/

(") The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests; two independent NRC reviews are required.
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£S5-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

Facility: 89 ‘Lb(\oﬂk— Date of Exam: 3/ 6 /2000 Scenario Numbers: AL / Operating Test No.: /

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials

a b [

1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of %MJ 1\ ;
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. @M/ M

3. Each event description consists of

the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated

the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event
the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew 7
the expected operator actions (by shift position) %N'
the event termination point (if applicable)

&

-

4, No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario ( N
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. W“L

5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. @M* 4/ &

6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and aliows the examination team to obtain w/ (( %
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.

7. If ime compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. Operators L
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are @l’m‘f« ( WJ/
given.

8. The simulator modeling is not altered. QUL | € V)é#

8. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been w ( u
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios,

10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. All t ;} ’
other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.4 of ES-301. SM/

11. All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit i // ‘\&Q
the form along with the simulator scenarios). @‘

12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events @}J?’ j/ [M
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios). x

13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. %W/ 4/ \M

TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) | Actual Attributes - - --

1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 7 / (0 / M \// \E&

1]

2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) > / 2\ / '/j/,bgd\

3. Abrormal events (2-4) 2 4P ( b@\

4. Major transients (1-2) !l 4 [/ QUM ‘\:}B

S. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 3 / 3 / m ( &

\J
6. EQP contingencies requiring substantive actions {0-2) / / l / W { M
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2.1 @Ml—’{ &A
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ES-301

Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

Facility: s 5 @lli{) 49) o

Date of Exam:?)]7 }'2000 Scenario Numbers:(5 / Hy Operéting TestNo.: L

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

Initials

a b [o]

The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.

NN

b
B

e

&
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) | Actual Attributes

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events.

3. Each event description consists of
. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated

the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event

the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew : r%t
the expected operator actions (by shift position) m { \

the event termination point (if applicable) ‘

4, No more than one non-mechanistic failure {e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario 1 ( D&L)\
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. g\”ﬂ/ Mo/

5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. @M/ l/ M

1

6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain @QL‘[/ (J/ ’)h
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives. :

7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. Operators . %
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are %L{l./ ( j
given.

8. The simulator modeling is not aitered. @M" ‘)&_’;

L~

9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been (Ew// / @
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. (

10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. All %m_ ( C Z) l
other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.4 of ES-301.

11. All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit (Sm/ ( D&J
the form along with the simulator scenarios).

. I !

12, Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events g‘/ q/ B@l
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios). @

13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support ficensing decisions for each crew position. q/ OZDeL

e %

1

o I

A
Y

1, Total malfunctions (5-8) 8 / 5/ ‘

2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2} 3 / 5 / CJ}W«
3. Abnormat events (2-4) AN L
4. Major transients (1-2) [ / / / m
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 6 / 4 / @W«
6. EQP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 7 / l / %
7. Critical tasks (2-3) Ry "
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

Facility: gdo a me/(- Date of Exam: 3/ 3/07000 Scenario Numbers: £/ |  Operating Test No.: _3_
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials
a b c

1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of (]/K%L
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. ( @E\i

3. Each event description consists of

the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated

the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event
the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew

the expected operator actions (by shift position)

the event termination point_(if applicable)

4, No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.

BelE  EE

SN ATR P AR R

SEEEREE RIERE B EE EReE

5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics.

6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain %b
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.

7. if ime compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. Operators
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are
given.

8. The simulator modeling is not altered.

9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been

evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios.

10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. All
other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.4 of ES-301.

11. All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit
the form along with the simulator scenarios).

i2. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios).

EEEEREET

13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position.

TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) | Actual At‘(ribuptes -
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) L\’ /! I/
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 4 /7 /( B
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 8\ /! Q\M/ !/
4, Major transients (1-2) ) 1

5. EQPs entered/requiring substantive actions {1-2) 3 /] ‘ {
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) O h (
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2\/ / m J/
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ES-301

Transient and Event Chockiist

Form ES-301-5

OPERATING TEST NO.:1

Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type Type Number
A A I I
Reactivity 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
RO Instrument 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Component 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Reactivity 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
As RO Instrument 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Component 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
SRO-I
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
As SRO Instrument 1 nvA | NvA | onva | wa
Component 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 1 2 2 2 2
SRO-U Instrument 1 3 3 1 1
Component 1 1 1 3 3
Major 1 4 4 4 4
Instructions: (1) Enter each operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event number for
each evolution type.
(2) Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controlled
abnormal conditions (refer to Section D.4.d) but must be significant per
Segtion C.2.a of Appendix D.
Author:

Chief Examiner:

R /\\~—’
0 kA D
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

OPERATING TEST NO.:2

Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type Type Number
G G H H
Reactivity 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Nomal 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
RO Instrument 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Component 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Reactivity 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
As RO Instrument 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Component 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A
SRO-I
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 1 N/A N/A 1 1
As SRO Instrument 1 NA | A 2 2
Component 1 N/A N/A 3 3
Major 1 N/A N/A 4 4
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Normal 1 1 1 N/A N/A
SRO-U Instrument 1 2 2 N/A N/A
Component 1 3 3 N/A N/A
Major 1 4 4 N/A N/A

Instructions: (1) Enter each operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event number for
each evolution type.
(3) Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controlled
abnormal conditions (refer to Section D.4.d) but must be significant per
Section C.2.a of Appendix D.

Author:

Chief Examiner: %MM
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5
OPERATING TEST NO.:3
Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type Type Number
E E
Reactivity 1 N/A N/A
Normal 1 N/A N/A
RO Instrument 2 N/A N/A
Component 2 N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A
Reactivity 1 2 2
Normal 0 N/A N/A
As RO Instrument 1 3 3
Component 1 3 3
Major 1 4 4
SRO-I
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A
Nomal 1 N/A N/A
As SRO Instrument 1 NA | NA
Component 1 N/A N/A
Major 1 N/A N/A
Reactivity 0 N/A N/A
Nomal 1 1 1
SRO-U Instrument 1 3 3
Component 1 2 2
Major 1 4 4
Instructions: (1) Enter each operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event number for
each evolution type.
(4) Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controlled
abnormal conditions (refer to Section D.4.d) but must be significant per
Section C‘.Z.a of Appendix D.
Author: ) ——

Chief Examiner:

\)&A@//m JEIN

NUREG-1021-, Revision 8




4

ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6
Rev.1
Applicant # U1 Applicant # U2 Applicant # U3 Applicant # U4
SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO

] G E A | H A G E A | H
Understand and Interpret 34 123 123 (34 (14|24 34 |ALL| 24| 3,4 |13 3,4
Annunciators and Alarms 4 4 4
Diagnose Events and 34 123 123 (13, (14241113 (23, 12413 {13, | 3,4
Conditions 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Understand Plant and 34123 (23 |ALLI1,2 |12, 113 |ALL |12, || 1,3, | ALL | 1,3,
System Response 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Comply With and Use 23 (23, |ALL|ALL | 1,2 |12, | ALL | ALL | 1,2, | 1,2, | ALL | 1,3,
Procedures (1) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Operate Control 23 (23, |US|US {12 |12 123 | US |12 (12 | US |13
Boards (2) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Communicate and Interact | ALL | ALL | ALL J ALL | ALL | ALL || ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL
With the Crew
Demonstrate Supervisory NA | NA | ALLALL | NA | NA || NA | ALL | NA | NA | ALL | NA
Ability (3)
Comply With and Use 3 3 2,3 3 1 _ 3 23| _ 3 1.3 3
Tech. Specs. (3)

Notes:

(1)
)
(3)

Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.
Optional for an SRO-U.
Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Circle the applicants license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the examiners to

evaluate every competenc

Author:

r every applicant.

Chief Examiner:

A
M
7

A
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ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6
Rev 1
Applicant # U5 Applicant # UB Applicant # U7 Applicant # U8
SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
A G E A ] H A I G I H E
Understand and Interpret 34 123,123,134 [14|24|34 |34 ALLj13 |34 ]| 24
Annunciators and Alarms 4 4 -4
Diagnose Events and 13 123, {23,113, |14 12413, |34123 113,134 24
Conditions 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Understand Plant and 13, (2,3 |ALLJ|ALL 1,2 {12 [13, | 34 | ALLjALL| 34 |1,2,
System Response 4 4 4 4 4 4
Comply With and Use 13, 123, |ALLJALL 1,2, | 1,2 § ALL 2,3, | ALL | ALL | 1,3, | 1,2,
Procedures (1) 4 4 4 4 4 4
Operate Control 12, 123 |US [ US |12 112 123, 123, | US| US |13 11,2
Boards (2) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Communicate and Interact | ALL | ALL | ALL || ALL | ALL { ALL § ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL
With the Crew
Demonstrate Supervisory NA | NA | ALL|ALL | NA | NA | NA | NA | ALL | ALL | NA | NA
Ability (3)
Comply With and Use 3 123123 3 1 _ 3 3 /23113 3 _
Tech. Specs. (3)

Notes:

(1) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.

(2) Optional for an SRO-U.

(3) Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Circle the applicants license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the examiners to

evaluate every competency,

Author:

r every applicant.

NI

Chief Examiner: _@m\,‘ﬁ A\W
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ES-301

Competencies Checklist

Form ES-301-6

Rev 1
Applicant # 11 Applicant # 12 Applicant # Applicant #
SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
G H E G H E
Understand and Interpret 14 123 123, 14123, |23,
Annunciators and Alarms 4 4 4 4
Diagnose Events and 4 123, |23 4 123 |23,
Conditions 4 4 4 4
Understand Plant and 14 | ALL | ALL | 1,4 | ALL { ALL
System Response
Comply With and Use 14 | ALL | ALL | 1,4 | ALL | ALL
Procedures (1)
Operate Control 14 | US |ALL| 1,4 | US | ALL
Boards (2)
Communicate and Interact | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL
With the Crew
Demonstrate Supervisory NA | ALL | NA | NA | ALL | NA
Ability (3)
Comply With and Use _ 3 231 _ 3 1283
Tech. Specs. (3)

Notes:

(1) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.

(2) Optional for an SRO-U.

(3) Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Circle the applicants license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the examiners to

evaluate every competency for every applicant.
Author: /@OX <

S

Chief Examiner: uﬁgbf/“‘/\ﬂ
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7
Quality Checklist

Facility: % Qab“OOL Date of Exam: 2~ 2~ 00 Exam Level: ROERO

litem Description

a b* /
1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility W v b&d’
2. a. NRC K/As referenced for ali questions / i ‘b
b. Facility leaming objectives referenced as available W
- N
3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percent, and SRO questions are appropriate L&/
per Section D.2.d of ES-401 W
4, No more than 25 questions are duplicated from {practice NRC Other s '
exams, quizzes, and] the last two NRC licensing exams; ; 4 D W (
enter the actual number of duplicated questions at right
5. [No (Less than 5 percent) question duplication from the license screening/audit W / U&
exam (if independently written)] /
6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 50 Bank Modified New |
percent from the bank, at least 10 percent new,
and the rest modified); enter the actual question | &w{/
distribution at right 8 1 ?‘q 4 0
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on Memory C/A
the exam (including 10 new questions) are /
written at the comprehension/analysis level; 4 (é 5 4 %ML /
enter the actual question distribution at right ,
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers % /. N
9. Question distribution meets previously approved examination outline; deviations Qm;i (/ M
are justified ’ ’ ) e )
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendix B, guidelines W 4 i)(ti
11. The exam contains 100, one-point, multiple choice items; the total is correct and W / d}g./
agrees with value on cover sheet /

% Printed / Signature Date
a. Author - . K@SSMQ@( /] zw—yﬂ 2h3fo0 ~

b. Facility Reviewer(") Dmorty . 0/465\7/%'7W N == 17/3'3/@
¢. NRC Chief Examiner(’) Qavid Mok [/ A 235700
d. NRC Regional Supervisor(*) _/0.7- (o T / (7,1/ Coor 2 /297 20

Note: * The facility reviewer’s signature is not applicable for NRC-developed examinations; two independent
NRC reviews are required.
# See special instructions (Section E.2.c) for ltems 1, 4, 5, and 6.
[ ] The items in brackets do not apply to NRC-prepared examinations.
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist :

Facility: 5€c~£>f‘<h>k Date of Exam: '3/ 3/ 200w  Exam Level: RO[SR
Initials
ltem Description a b c
1. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and
documented A) lA N lA N M
2. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors (Pk) / W )
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) o« 74 V
. Gradi i % +/- 2% iewed i
3 d;?aciillng for all borderline cases (80% +/- 2%) reviewed in W \A N‘A A) Vf
4. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades
are justified V lh f\)‘ﬁ A} / A
5. Performance on missed questions checked for training (/ /
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of f ﬁ / '.W‘M/
questions missed by half or more of the applicants f/ &
Date
3//4/co
a. Grader 3 00

b. Facility Reviewer(*) Tl s G f?%/qu
c. NRC Chief Examiner (%) qufz( M SiLic //@ow,//@w zgg{ao
d. NRC Supervisor (*) ‘//9/5;25 /@u&d VT (n7e 7[?;4 o7

(*) - The facility reviewer’s signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the
NRC; two independent NRC reviews are required.
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ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

X
| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 3[ l Z 00 " as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licensee’s
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement
action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, ! did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 2/¢/ 00 * . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. '

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) ‘ DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
Bl Bessstor gl bk | 10 ol Koggin 1 , sl
2. TimoTH<4 C (A5 9y 0;?5 MO SepV O K/ o/ VA== Gl
3. JyeYuh Lee a)ﬁorémema/r %V(M\%N tjez} AN L on Vs
4. 7t ma Holmes C; 4.(7/7£;f"/- %7"4 i&@/ﬁ @%
5. _F. %%MCM S Supporr 5,., gcfﬂ'" %mev 2fifa [ A ,_
6. ‘miné Y (M Sim qugha/f Evgneir v i/iefoo .W ‘
7. le e Ouwt é.wwu\';c;\"' I?}s(/n/ 2K L0 £ A
8. NeYRe! \.mﬁtc \ Conskeo) S’\me@m\ﬁ)r 2 ) Gl 00 T )2
9. /}7'&441/#/?7 Shidt Menaser” gAY ot e g ' _
10. @,“zi Co RNG clear  Tech e, /O, 21 ip- 00 :
1. MARSIN Ba7iE Sirmudaten C'\gmccf —ﬁ/;ﬂ'MA ’/'f/aa
12_ s, S, Giey  Sluvtaspn Thomuen WAL W da 14 foo &
13. o S*w\dd\\cw\& Sk AN R e W <o \LMQWA\ '/i"] /z;e vy 3 /00
14._"Soan Yawgme OPeRATR TsTucIon ool i jé l“;‘
15.&&&&&&&% Nubleow Trecit N TVRRTIT xDYW} N

NOTES:
* Wetken <y am adonis luﬁci o~ 5/3/ 00.
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ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pra-Examinatjon

*
| acknowledge that [ have acqulred speclalized knowledge about the NRG licensing examinations scheduled lor the wesk(s) of M.émas of the
date of my signature. 1 agres thal | wiil not knowingly dt

vulge any information about these examinaltons to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chiefl examiner. 1understand that | am nol to Instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feadback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licansing examinallons from this date untli complation of examination administration, excepl as specitically noted below and
authotized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical securily measures ang requlrements (as documented In ihe tecliily Hicenses's
procedures) and understand (hal violation of the conditions of fhis agreement may result In cancallation of the examinations endfor an enforcemant
action agalnst me or the faclilty licensee. | wil immedialely report to facility management ar tha NAC chisf examiner any Indicalions or suggestlons that
examinalion'security may have heen compromised,

2, Past-Examination

To the best of my knowledgs, { did not divulge to any unaulhorlzed persans any Infermation concerning the NRC Hcensing examinations administered
during the week(s) a! 3/6/20 * | From the date

that | entered into this securily agreement until the completion of examination adminlistration, l. did not
Inshruct, evaluate, or provide parformance feedback to thase applicants who ware administered thase llcansing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. '

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY IGNATURE (1) DATE
1, Ja%/ A'wm,m/ C RO /Fioccounes ta, rure il s //w/v
2. HVCH Igeo/Ti3 oS- AL/ 2024 /7
3. KE0LY LIBIGITT COUT Peocesm Cop. TG LN 2L /e00
4‘—KGUALM_DEHU LowT TwstRucTON [P Ab:‘?“:'l!/ dg 4 ¢
5. JIHRK Sketetldy S Jotr thsitiiral 7 U __ "B
6 =Aames (3 [4.1] oed curd 2/t/oo b\ )
7. -
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
15,
NOTES:

e Weiken i admantsleced o /3.
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ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of M as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date untit completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licensee’s
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement
action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowl dge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 2/¢ 00 ¥ . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. '

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) ‘ DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1. u‘\f&)@w Kesgeer Qumaladpe Trslawsac / PDC%@WV /o) /’_g/gégo
2. TimtoTHo C CHSS Dy OPS MANING. StV N —~— S, o/ 2/5 Ny == 7409 /(/a
5, Sk Lee 2 peose Lo Ereireat M ey, E— 7
4, e l olmes g ,n/)ar} KL, Icl‘ 1/ 0l5 dop o D/ 1900
5. _J% —— S upporr . B D30 i2f% /‘3‘?
6. /mmG Y (¥ Sim Sypport Evgnesr , i /iefoo T 2rvip——— /(%00
7. le oukere.  OWt é\mwmgc,w“ //ro@W 3'//7/5*5
8. Nt YRe \,mr&c , an‘m\ Rmeeu\'\or gicle 00
9. /”'Jaz//(a/r'y Sh L Mf—‘v'\ﬁ?z/ o/ e 4 .
10 (¢ (a»/ 5’?1\11/ clee  Tech A : ol-ip- 00 C 4
11. MﬁIZL‘]’N /397(.5 S rm wdson C’\gmcc -ﬁ/ﬂ%\ ’/'f/ao
12 ukia, S, Qe Stinuagm Shomuin WAL A AN (4 /o0 f
13.¥on Stawckland Sl D\ oo ooy V) A NN o O /14 fec 'R"_)% Lo tic - d), 3{5 [0
14, Sownd Kaumgro OReRaTIR. TNSMUCOR N/i j% IE
15.&\&&&1&&&&%& Nullsoy et ~ P ;ZEQ
NOTES:

* Wehen <y e admeonss kered s F/3/00.
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ES-201
1. Pre-Examinatjon

| acknowledge that [ have acqulred speclalized knowladge about the NRC ltcensing examinations scheduled for the wask(s) of MMJ\A,Z@as of the
date of my signature. {agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these eaminaltons to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chlef examiner. 1 understand that | am not to Instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licansing examinalions trom this date untll completlon of examination administration, excepl as specitically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthesmors, | arn aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented In Ihe tecliily icenses's
procedures) and understand (hal violation of the conditians of fhis agreemenl may result In cancallation of ths examinations and/or an enforcemant

actlon against me or the facllity licensee. | will immedialely report to facilily management or the NRC chisf examiner any Indicaltons or suggestlons that
examlination security may have heen compromised.

Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

2. Post-Examinalion

To the best of my knowledgs, [ did not divuige to any unaulhorized petsons any information concerning the NRC licansing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 3/6/20 *  F

rom {he date that | enlered into this securily agraement until the completion of examination administration, { did not
Instruct, evaluate, or provide perfarmance feed

back to those applicants who were administered thase llcansing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. ' _

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY

1. Jd%l A:wmm/ c ROA’Aoch( W rare.
2, HUCH ook oS-

3. LEbLy LIRLiT CouT Pegcesm Col.

4, : 1 J LoyT TMSTRGC T

5. KL Stetnse, US [LopT Ia5T20e70/

6 =2Ames (o [J.1] aed <P

7. -

8.
9,
10,
11.
12.
13.
14,
15,

eV

;\ A1y
TR
T VA W R Ay,
Y217
7y N

NI/
¥,

DATE S|GRATYRE (2) DATE NOTE

NOTES: .
e Weikon Y admanisleced. o 3o
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NORTH ATLANTIC ENERGY SERVICE CORPORATION

PO Box 300
Seabrook, NH 03874

March 23, 2000

David Silk

United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, PA 19406-1415

Dave:

Enclosed you will find the completed Forms ES-210-3 for the two remaining individuals that did
not sign the post-examination section prior to the previous mailing.

This completes Seabrook’s submittal of items required by ES-501.
Sincerely,

n Kessinger
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ES-501 Power Plant Examination Results Summary Form ES-501-2
PRIVACY ACT INFORMATION - FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

POWER PLANT EXAMINATION RESULTS SUMMARY
Facility: Seabrook Circle Plant Status: Hot/ Cold
Written Examination Date: March 3, 2000 Operating Test Dates: March 6-9, 2000
NRC Examiners: David Silk (Chief), Larry Briggs, and Todd Fish
OVERALL RESULTS

Applicants: Total # # Passed % Passed # Failed % Failed
RO N/A
SRO 10 10 100 0 0

INDIVIDUAL RESULTS
Name Docket # Type Written Operating Test(2)
55-( ) &) Grade
A B C

Kenneth G. Doyle 60963 2 93 P P P
C. J. Wing 62061 2 90 P P P
Robert K. Fanning 61645 3 85 P P 3]
Matthew A. Forrest 61835 3 86 P P P
Calvin R. Jarvis 61248 3 94 P P P
James L. Kennish 61836 3 91 P P P
Michael A. Taylor 61546 3 97 P P P
Norman W. Walker 81840 3 92 P P P
Nicholas G. Walts 61841 3 91 P P P
Richard V. Wright 61650 3 87 P P P
NOTES:
)] 1=RO; 2=SRO-[; 3=SR0O-U; 4=RO-Retake; 5=SRO-I-Retake; 6=SRO-U-Retake; 7=SRO-Fuel
2 P=Passed; F=Failed; W=Waived

PRIVACY ACT INFORMATION - FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
NUREG-1021, Revision 8



