OBD1 202 - INITIAL OPERATOR LICENSING PROCESS

EXAM ASSIGNMENT TICKLER

Chief. Gabe Apger Facility: PV Date of Written Exam:| 3/16/2012
Start of Op Test:| 3/19/2012 End of Op Test: ‘3/27/2012
*Written Exam Developed By: Facility Operating Test Developed By: Facility
Due Date Description Date Complete | initials Notes
9/16/2011  |Written Exam & Op Test Dates Confirmed 4/20/2011 L
11/11/2011 |NRC Examiners & Facility Contact Assigned 4/20/2011 T
11/11/2011 |Facility Contact Briefed on Security & Other Reqg's 4/20/2011 1L
11/11/2011 [Corporate Notification Letter sent Lj/z Z/‘Z 1 | -T¢  |ES-201 Att-4 produced by CE
12/16/2011 |Reference material due (if NRC authored) o ]A ¥ [Pt ES-201 Att-3
12/30/2011  |Integrated exam outlines due el | 2
1/6/2012 Outlines reviewed by CE; feedback approved by BC i:’;%{;’lj) :é;‘} T‘f; E£S-201-2 signed by CE & BC
1/6/2012 Feedback on integrated outlines provided to facility fi 521;/’”” ;1;-?:; ’g,f
1/20/2012 |DRAFT exam / docs / support reference material due i /;ﬁ; / 1e12. T
2/10/2012  |Peer review of written exam complete t!’Lg hzﬁ T Document review on ES-401-9
2/10/2012  |Preliminary license applications due a [(o *2 T NRC Forms 398/396
2/17/2012  |Preliminary license applications and waivers reviewed 2 u,' {%1@ ~<¢
2/17/2012 |DRAFT exam reviewed by CE; feedback approved by BC zifin /ziu{rz, -
2117/2012  |Feedback on DRAFT exam provided to facility N i :";‘i‘" Tz
211312012  |On-site validation & 10% audit of license applications a {I(a/;/é’, ¢
3/212012 Final applications due & List of Applicants prepared % {5 E\Z T ES-201-4 prepared by LA
3/9/2012 Final applications approved & waiver letters sent £Y };3 } e =
3/9/2012 Branch Chief approves FINAL exam (Written & Op Test) ”'5}8’ /l e TE ;@pﬁ;ovi‘:iizg?ég%ﬁ %i?)
3/9/2012 Proctoring/written exam admin guidelines reviewed w/ facility “bl ,q} 2 T
3/12/2012  |Exam material to exam team % ! VL,‘,’L T
3/19/2012  |Administer Operating Test - (1 c,[ I e
4/3/2012 Facility post-exam documentation due 3,’ 2 I@’Z Te
4/3/2012 NRC written exam grading completed ’3; 3o i X & |ES-403-1t0 BC
4/312012 Examiner's document op test results on ES 303's ‘/f l 2, j § 2 T =
4/10/2012  |Chief Examiner review of written exam & op test completed o} “3 ! 12 “T £ |Signed ES 303's to BC
4/17/2012  |Branch Chief review of exam results completed CRE 1 e TE
412412012  |Waivers/deferrals reviewed for impact on licensing decision &f /‘5 ] § T -1
4/24/2012  |license/Denial letters mailed; Facility notified of results ] };g I e -l
4/24/2012 |RPS/IP number of examinees updated (] [,7] Vi “TE print Report-21
?}‘%’/2012 Examination Report Issued 5{3”’;2» =7~ |produced by CE
5/15/2012  |SUNSI checklist complete and exam docs to ADAMS & /:4 } 7 Tg SUNSH checklist to LA
5/22/2012 |Ref Mat'l Returned after Final Resolution of Appeals wli ala oM ned Ma:?"f Clock onic.

Replaces NUREG-1021, Revision 9, Supp 1, Forms ES-201-1 and ES-501-1




ES-201

Examination Outline Quality Checklist

Form ES-201-2

Facility:

Date of Examination:

item

Task Description

Initials

b*

o/

Verify that the outline(s} fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with £ES-401.

/

Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomily prepared in accordance with
Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled.

/

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

Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate.

PDIZMAA—TS =

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

Wﬁ

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, and ensure that 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 that scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days.

Ra

VOHAP-CZ—-W

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

T

i

@

s~

Verify that the systems walk-through outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-2:

(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of conirol room and in-plant tasks
distributed among the safety functions as specified on the form

) task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on the form

) no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit tesi{(s)

) the number of new or modified tasks meets or exceeds the minimums specified on the form

} the number of alternate path, low-power, emergency, and RCA tasks meet the criferia
on the form.

Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1:
(1) the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form

(2) atleast one task is new or significantly modified

(3) no more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations

Q‘
e %W

o

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

S|

>

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

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

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

Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections.

Check the entire exam for balance of coverage.

mPOmZme

~le|ale |

Q O T o

. Author
. Facility Reviewer (%)
. NRC Chief Examiner (#) _ CAptwc Avtisll /[ /4

. NRC Supervisor Mo ke / 22177 ——._ N

Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO).

/ Prié
é&f Gmf Q(Q gl il TN A
boarren Yeter ,  p4

!

Y
7 = L Xh
;‘“‘“N

@P) &‘f W
{ /it
a2y

3

{2

Note:

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.

* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines

ES-201, Page 26 of 28

A

Lo



ES-201

Examination Outline Quality Checklist

Form ES-201-2

Facility: Palo Verde

Date of Examination:  03/16/2012 - 03/24/12

Initials
ltem Task Description b ”
a *
B3 . o
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with ES-401. Sdad {}f“g TE
W |
R b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomly prepared in accordance with t;é"sfj o - .
| Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled. ¥ fﬂg
T
T c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. 5/ i’ B4 [TF f&éli@’
E : .
N d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. 3 "’ i Q\?é} T é@“l(fﬁ
2. a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number
of normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, technical specifications,
S and majortransients.
!
M b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number
U and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and rotation schedule [\!
L without compromising exam integrity, and ensure that each applicant can be tested using /‘\t
A at least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are duplicated
T from the applicants’ audit test(s), and that scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days.
CR) c. 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.
3. a. Verify that the systems walk-through outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-2:
(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks
W distributed among the safety functions as specified on the form
/ (2) task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on the form
T (3) no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s)
(4) the number of new or modified tasks meets or exceeds the minimums specified on the form ¢
(5) the number of alternate path, low-power, emergency, and RCA tasks meet the criteria ‘}\1 A
on the form.
b. Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1:
(1} the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form
(2) at least one task is new or significantly modified
(3) no more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations
c. Determine if there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix
of applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days.
A ~ Anomon tadn b mloemt osrvmeifion meiariting finehidime DDA aned IDET jmeisbde)l ses sanvaead nﬂaﬂj m@ / “
. a. €85 WNEWET piani-5peCiiC prdriues (nGiuGing rimA and oo iRSIGNS, alc oovered v 1 W AT
in the appropriate exam sections. Wt e (i
G M ; ”f’wﬁ-n&? il A
E b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. VW g FTE (Y ‘]‘
¢ i) g
g ¢. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. SEv7 g&;’é TE (q A
E d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. s’ ;;ﬁ;{;,g TE évré’?k
L e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. e |, “%{? - {8 2
f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). 5 i @«g T Gt
yedm/‘g\@nature Date
a. Author seanwylie/ ] _ , 9/14/11
b. Facility Reviewer (*) Warren Potter / V g o 9/14/11
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) A A 2/8/2rr2
&
d. NRC Supervisor Mark Uoez/ ALt e 218/

Note:

# independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “¢”; chief examiner concuirence required.

* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines




ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist Form ES-401-6
Facility: Palo Verde Date of Exam: 3/16/2012 Exam Level: RO
Initial
Item Description a) | b d
i
iy —
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. 7{\//5 WV“% [t &
2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for alf questions. % *?‘f e (e
b. Facility learning objectives are referenced as available. 7 @w"“"‘i
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 f‘/[ﬁ Nfﬁ T
4. The sampling process was random and systematic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions /,,é : ﬁ,&g ¢ C R
were repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing exams, consult the NRR OL program office). ¥ i‘ 3 [
5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled
as indicated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:
. the audit exam was systematically and randomly developed; or
__ the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
___the examinations were developed independently; or )
X the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or 7 A
__ other (explain) )‘é/ é;v} e s
6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 percent Bank Modified New ) n
from the bank, at least 10 percent new, and the rest jj Lr 5
new or modified); enter the actual RO / SRO-only 23/31% 213% 50/66% + w“ﬁ T Ui
question distribution(s) at right. /
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the guestions on the RO Memory ClA
exam are written at the comprehension/ analysis level; A 0
the SRO exam may exceed 60 percent if the randomly o o S Li0
selected K/As support the higher cognitive levels; enter 36/48% 39/52% [.// &\fk}x\ e
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right. 7
/ }
8 References/handouts provided do not give away answers /. %ﬁé < i
or aid in the elimination of distractors. 7 ?v )
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved ’5 )
examination outline and is appropriate for the tier to which they are assigned; / %\i\&{ TE s
deviations are justified. &
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet the guidelines in ES Appendix B. 4 g\}&? Sl
i
1. The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; & %N’é? e
the total is correct and agrees with the value on the cover sheet. f/\ §v ! )
Print@@p o Date
a. Author Larry Burton /_ Lo 7 e 03/01/2012
b. Facility Reviewer (*) Warren Potter | __ M/ clzier 57 7280 03/01/2012
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) brigpce Py bA L K et
d. NRC Regional Supervisor Muey Hewee /1. — — .90

Note:

* The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.




ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist Form ES-401-6
Facility: Palo Verde Date of Exam: 3/16/2012 Exam Level. SRO
initial
ftem Description af | b d
~ i i i 4 & D ey
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. 7 W i
2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for all questions. /1 *%& c ;
b, Facility learning objectives are referenced as available. A~f |k 8 1
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 AU ‘f e
2 T
4. The sampling process was random and systematic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions /77(\} % % k i:i {/;
4 i

were repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing exams, consult the NRR OL program office).

5, Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled
as indicated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:
__ the audit exam was systematically and randomly developed; or
__the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
___ the examinations were developed independently; or '
X the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
___ other (explain)

G
%7

6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 percent Bank Modified New
from the bank, at least 10 percent new, and the rest
new or modified); enter the actual RG / SRO-only 12/48% 0/0% 13/52%
question distribution(s} at right.

7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO Memory C/A
exam are written at the comprehension/ analysis level;
the SRO exam may exceed 60 percent if the randomly " 8/32% 17/68%

selected K/As support the higher cognitive levels; enter
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right.

t’”h\g\\%
3
B

i

8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers
or aid in the elimination of distractors.

9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved
examination outline and is appropriate for the tier to which they are assigned;
deviations are justified.

» <
—
Cationteg
=5
pu}
P
=
A

10. Question psychometric quality and format meet the guidelines in ES Appendix B.

11. The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items;
the total is correct and agrees with the value on the cover sheet.

PN
==
-1
T

Prinmnature Date

a. Author Larry Burton / A% 03/01/2012
b. Facility Reviewer (*) \elarren Potter / Www%«%a%m 03/01/2012
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) BB L pepek [ T e ] Y ron
d. NRC Regional Supervisor HMakK f-h?’ceﬁ/ W,/}

Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.




ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist Form ES-301-3

Facility: Date of Examination: Operating Test Number:
initials
1. General Criteria
a b* cif
/
a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with / ) ﬁg - e
sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function distributionj. | s~ i
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered / . %&? TE fln
during this examination. N éﬂ N
v ;
C. The operating test shall not duplicate ifems from the applicants’ audit test(s). (see Section D.1.a.) L W{P e G
H
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is within f\/ . P T e
acceptable limits. NH O
e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent j’ M TE (3 i
applicants-at the-designated license-level A
2. Walk-Through Criteria - - -
a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable:
< initial conditions f/ L}
«  initiating cues Eﬁ%
. references and tools, including associated procedures 3
. reasonable and validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and specific TE fpree
designation if deemed to be time-critical by the facility licensee
. operationally important specific performance criteria that include:
- detailed expected actions with exact criteria and nomenclature
—  system response and cther examiner cues
- statements describing important observations to be made by the applicant
-~ criteria for successful completion of the task
—  identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards
- restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable
b. Ensure that any changes from the previously approved systems and administrative walk-through 5{'5 e
outlines (Forms ES-301-1 and 2) have not caused the test to deviate from any of the acceptance j ) ;ﬁ TE g
criteria (e.g., item distribution, bank use, repetition from the last 2 NRC examinations) specified j\ 95%‘?
on those forms and Form ES-201-2.
3. Simulator Criteria ~ {1 - -
The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with / LAY Tﬁ[ <4
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached. 4w
[
) Printed fome ggne}tg Date
/ Y e WG ¥ S——
a. Author {_{"y"r’\l/’ (< 77N 7 % //{’%//?
b. Facility Reviewer(*) L(/éé/‘ Wﬁfﬁé”/éﬁéy% ///5://L
NP VeV Sy, f . /:/ - o "
c.  NRC Chief Examiner (#) AR At < Y 3/ F ey 7
. ! ”/ P RS /
d. NRC Supervisor Mark P‘lﬁ%@'/ f/’ﬂVWW‘“ — 3/3 (Z
NOTE: *  The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “¢”; chief examiner concurrence required.




ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

Facilty: Palo Verde Date of Exam:3/16-3/24/2012 Scenario Numbers: 1/ 2/3 Operating Test No.:
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES initials
% b* c#
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out é{f 5 N T o
of service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events. Hl W 1 s
7
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. A @ pTF élg;zﬁr
3. Each event description consists of %
e the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated ,
« the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event i n Te LA
e the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew f tﬁﬁﬁ
e the expected operator actions (by shift position) rg
s« the event termination point (if applicable) ¥og
4. No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario "ﬁ({i e e
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. N i i
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. ,-i ﬁf"f{? T s
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain Z; b |- o
. . . . . H 1,84 = -g,(,»/?
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. ’m ar ggj} T i
Cues are given. i i
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. 7~ w@? TE el
9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10 CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator
performance deficiencies or deviations from the referenced plant have been evaluated s ﬁé‘g TF (hivs
to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. f‘
10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. of
All other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.5 of ES-301. s A
V i
11. All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 57
(submit the form along with the simulator scenarios). 7~/
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events /’f
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios). 7/
13. The level of difficuity is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. ;—{
7
Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes --
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 71717 T4
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 212173 /\ P
4
3. Abnormal events (2—4) 212173 /
v
4. Major transients (1-2) 171171 ‘flf
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 1/72/2 ‘g
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 0/71/71 5//
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 27212 ﬁl

Revision |



ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

Facilty: Palo Verde Date of Exam:3/16-3/24/2012 Scenario Numbers: 4 Operating Test No.:
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials
a b c#
1. 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. f; @jﬁ@ F( e
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. ,\ !}f?ﬂ Al 7Y
¥
3. Each event description consists of
e the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated " T
e«  the maifunction(s) that are entered fo initiate the event i N [ 17,
e the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew o1y %‘ e
e  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 5’/ %P et 12
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. " o Rt
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. i A %}*‘MQ TR el
{j Jf {
6. Sequencing and timing of events Is reasonable, and ailows the examination team to obtain J K T
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives. i g e
H
7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. Q P R
Operators have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. z . %}’ CEflen
Cues are given. ANV
. o [ il e A
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. A {ﬁég O gos
9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10 CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator é/’i’ L
performance deficiencies or deviations from the referenced piant have been evaluated [“ ) %X T f”w [
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. ef il e L
All other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.5 of ES-301. T el /
. v /7
11. Ali individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 J/ ) § Te fhw &
(submit the form along with the simulator scenarios). by Ugff "
i
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events 3&(} T b
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios). gf Iy
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. ;,i g&{’ Ha {FHS
Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes - - -
/; N
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 5 Lol e
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 @fg N =
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 3 y W\'ﬁ e et
i
4. Major transients (1-2) 2 4 vﬁé’ T W
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1--2) 1 Zi Qm'? T i
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 0 f / w&(" N
. 1L
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 3 2 un e I

Revision 1



ES-403 Written Examination Grading

Quality Checklist

Form ES-403-1

Facility: Palo Verde Date of Exam; 03/16/12 Exam Level: RO[v] SRO[]
Initials
ltem Description ?/} b C
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading /{/ 4 %/ TF
. o /

2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified Y/
and documented /Kg [W s

3. Applicants’ scores.checked for addition.errors /;5’ - ¢
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) /}f [4//{?[

4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 £2% overall and 70 or 80, % M —~F
as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail ﬁ‘m’

5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades ”n e
are justified }\/ gl A}%

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training '
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity / 5/4?/) e
of questions missed by half or more of the applicants ;"‘M )

Printed Name/Signature Date

o oLe N
a. Grader ary Burton /(4 oo ST\ -
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Warren Potter/ 777, 4 P ZfRAY 1

Chteig. PPEL ) el 7/9/ 201
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) “TJ Ga(zwed ’2’) " cifg oy

VA
d. NRC Supervisor (*) Magi P\A%/’;‘Mfz{//i — 4/
¢

{*) The facility reviewer's signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the NRC;

two independent NRC reviews are required.

ES-403, Page 6 of 6



ES-403

Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist

Facility: Palo Verde

Date of Exam: 03/16/12 Exam Level: RO[_] SRO[/]

initials

ltem Description a b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading }é/ Méf T
i
2. Answer key changes and guestion ons justified ¥ Te
and documented i g,@@f i
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors j} | 53 T
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) 4&‘3 [M/f

4, Grading for all borderline cases (80 2% overall and 70 or 80,
as applicable, 4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail

are justified

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity

H
5. Al other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades i e
R
//
of questions missed by half or more of the applicants f)’\

a. Grader
b. Facility Reviewer(*)
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*)

d. NRC Supervisor (*)

Printed Name/Signature Date

Larry Burton / (’\v

e T
Warren Potter / %/22/’@&3?{7 g

Gailg ¢ fipiena (A e G 3 e o

Ty EARWA f)ﬂl’)‘/““’ “/q f2001

") The facility reviewer’s signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the NRC;
two independent NRC reviews are required.

ES-403, Page 6 of 6
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

3 Jle|12
| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of =~ 3/ 21[ IL 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
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 3l 3[14/12. From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, I 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. SEAN WYLIE EXAM_AnTHUR 7/28/n (AT Hrefid K%
2. UeroN ExAm AunTHok . 7/28/u A A = [
3. ALAN matciey STEM / , 7/2¢/u
4. WARREN PITTER SIMULATIR SECT LEADER ¢ w77 7[23/y
5. Epeniry REP
6.ZHnelie OLIVAUS Sipn. HpRdw AR
7. LALRY 2 8AJ S 9@0,"0(11
8. y '[(Esmg Sevw Se 000~
9. f¢s SoN_ Ty el i
10.&2&&&%5“ 0fS  met ,
1M_DuAng NUeNEs _OPS_Stos Tm Cdv < [dein *
12. & ‘ Puclecr Tnstmetor Xl , 3
13._ / SALMU 7 o 2 5770 2
14..Andree” Sayler Reocter el Y e 10 2 e D 227/ sk

15 Jher] Carborean. VAW _Ospartment Leadet ZdPFe— Al AT A BRUL
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

ol 22 =

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of _ ”g’gfg%z Z ¢ 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
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 3/t - 3/24/12. 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. derone Dl Conto | Rosn Dvpersisan S M.y A fon ‘“7{/1/5’@ *
2. Seorr, Vieron, <. Reacroe Orzesroe PP n/is/n /TR
3.zttt A WA, Tl R ATOL P — ] 4, T XL e
4. Asehgles [Hvio CES Vo W4 frg)&m«/ tifiefr i C}«’ffw orprlit
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

3 /16 [r2 -

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of zg 7 /12 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 specn‘lcally noted below and authorized by the NRC
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 3¢ - 3/2¢/,z. From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, I 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 Da Pemaunre 1O — i i %
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement | Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

RS 200 26

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of _% &/ Las 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
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 344~ 3/zy/tz. 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. Loty Fispen. Ro %/\49/;_-——« wedl _ pF e g 3l Sk
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

; 2l

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of - '%‘ Zzg 22/_ as of the date
of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divuige 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
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 34~ 3/24/iz . 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
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PVNGS 2012 LOIT NRC EXAM

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of _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
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provide direct or indirect
feedback). 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 #&~ 3fs4/12. 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.
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2012 NRC EXAM SECURITY E-MAIL

The LOIT exam is finally over

1. First of all I would like to thank you all for whatever role you played in the
development, validation, or administration of this exam. We couldn’t have
accomplished what we did without your help. Exams are always a team sport.

2. If you are receiving this e-mail you are signed on to our 2012 LOIT NRC
Exam Security Agreement. You must now be signed off this agreement as
soon as possible (Tuesday 5-1-12). We need the signed off agreement for
our closure paperwork to send to the NRC. A timely reply is most
appreciated.

You can accomplish this in various ways, your choice, but you must do one

of the following:

* Physically sign off on the agreement. The book will be in the exam
development room.

¢ Reply to this email using the voting buttons and we will sign you off the
agreement. A “YES” vote means you agree to the following statement:

"To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized
persons any information concerning the 2012 LOIT NRC examinations
administered from 3/16/12 to 3/24/12. From the date that | entered into
this security agreement until the completion of examination administration,
I did not instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those
operators who were administered these examinations.”

If you must reply with a “NO” vote, please contact Warren Potter or
Larry Burton immediately.

e Communicate with Larry Burton or Warren Potter via telephone or leave a
telephone message, with some way that telis us i's you and your agreement
with the above statement. We can then sign off for you Larry Burton (82-
5227) or Warren Potter (82-6165 or cell).

Thanks for your cooperation in advance.




Warren Potter

Simulator Support Section Leader
Work 623 393-6165

Cell 623 910-1525

Page 877 467-1189

Fax 623 393-6164

Soli Deo Gloria

Tracking:



Recipient
Richardson, Tessa L
Majors, Donald E
Hughes, Duane D
Ledford, James M
Saba, Majid N

Sayler, Andrew
Carbonneau, Robert F
Skrtich, Jerome M
Scoft, Victor C
McNamara, Timothy E
Povio Jr, Nicholas A
Brzezinski, Scott J
Paters, Stenhen L
Layton, Brian J
Dehaven, William D

Read

Fead: 3/27/2012 9:06 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 8:58 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 8:56 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 11:26 AM

Read: 3/28/2012 6:07 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:42 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 5:56 PM

HResponse

Yes: 3/27/2012 4:08 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 12:23 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:07 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:59 AM

Yes: 3/27/2012 10:16 AM

Yes: 3/27/2012 9:02 AM

Yes: 3/28/2012 6:07 AM

Yes: 3/27/2012 5:56 PM

Yes: 3/27/2012 5:57 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 10:37 AM

Andersen, Erika P
Hanisch, Douglas L
Cato, Jason W
Beer, Eric A
Toppel, Russell T
Cesena, Edward T
Armour, Daniel L
Leonard, Henry J
Vogt, Donald W
Holmes, Paul C
Ratliff, David G
Gallegos, Rodolfo
Rosek, Kyle M
Fouss, Jim D
Cummings, Gary L
Markey, Thomas G
McCarihy, Thomas E
Eimar, Randall G
Almquist, James A
Zerkel, Shannon J
Hunzelman, Rory E
Fisher Jr, Robert D
Londrie, Christopher M
Davison, Sean A
Pryor, Charles W
Martin, Dennis D
Gaffney, Timothy J
Consalvo, Chris
Saizar, Inaki
Martinez, Lionel J
Pigegman Jr, Thomas L
George, Jeffery T
Huck, Ephraim M

Read: 3/27/2012 8:37 PM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:45 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:49 AM
Read: 3/28/2012 5:58 PM
Read: 3/27/2012 5:34 PM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:41 AM
Read: 3/28/2012 5:55 PM

Read: 3/28/2012 5:48 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 4:42 PM

Read: 3/29/2012 11:27 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 8.56 PM

Read: 3/27/2012 10:47 PM

Read: 3/27/2012 8:52 AM

Read: 3/29/2012 8:04 AM
Read: 3/28/2012 12:34 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 9:08 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:41 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 10:48 PM
Read: 3/27/2012 723 PM

Read: 3/27/2012 8:58 PM

3

Yes: 3/27/2012 6:47 PM
Yes: 3/298/2012 6:37 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 6:21 PM
Yes: 3/28/2012 5:51 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:45 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:49 AM
Yes: 3/28/2012 5:59 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 5:36 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:42 AM
Yes: 3/28/2012 5:55 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 9:29 AM

Yes: 3/28/2012 5:48 AM
Yes: 3/28/2012 6:33 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 6:11 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 6:13 PM

Yes: 3/28/2012 8:24 AM

Ak BV S ¥ om

Yes: 3/27/2012 8:56 PM

Yes: 3/27/2012 10:48 PM
Yes: 3/28/2012 6:16 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:53 AM
Yes: 3/28/2012 11:27 AM
Yes: 3/29/2012 8:27 AM
Yes: 3/28/2012 12:35 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 9:09 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 8:42 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 10:47 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 7:23 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 11:11 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 10:00 PM



Recipient

Van Gemert, Michael A

Johnéon, Terrence M
Clark, Charles P

Hill, Richard C
Cable, Brian E
Allison, Joe W
Grossman, Alan M
Cruise, John

Soucy, Francis
Combs, Daniel A
Shaver, Jarred J
Murry, Rosella |
Rendler, Raymond F
Peroutka, Allan P

Head

Read: 3/27/2012 5:41 PM
Read: 3/28/2012 6:10 AM

Read: 3/27/2012 12:03 PM

Read: 3/28/2012 6:56 AM
Read: 3/27/2012 8:44 AM

Read: 3/28/2012 11:50 AM

Response

Yes: 3/27/2012 9:50 AM
Yes: 3/27/2012 5:41 PM
Yes: 3/28/2012 6:10 AM

Yes: 3/28/2012 7:15 AM

Benecke, Leslie J
Hamos, Monica €
Agosta, Ben

Read: 3/27/2012 8:41 AM
Read: 3/28/2012 7:58 PM
Read: 3/27/2012 9:06 AM

Yes: 3/28/2012 8:00 PM
Yes: 3/27/2012 9:06 AM



Farina, Thomas

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

gy oh
¥ES

Farina, Thomas

Majid. Saba@aps.com

Tuesday, March 27, 2012 10:51 AM
Warren.Potter@aps.com

RE: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yes

Farina, Thomas

Brian.Cable@aps.com

Wednesday, March 28, 2012 11:55 AM

Warren.Potter@aps.com
RE: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Farina, Thomas

Rodolfo.Gallegos@aps.com
Sunday, April 01, 2012 3:40 AM
Warren.Polter@aps.com

Yes: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiject:

Farina, Thomas

Stephen.Peters@aps.com
Tuesday, April 03, 2012 6:19 AM
Warren.Potter@aps.com

Yes: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Farina, Thomas

Jerome. Skrtich@aps.com
Saturday, March 31, 2012 7:39 PM
Warren.Potter@aps.com

Yes: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Farina, Thomas

Michael. VanGemert@aps.com
Friday, March 30, 2012 7:30 PM
Warren.Potter@aps.com

Yes: LOIT Exam Security Signoff

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

i

Victor.Scott@aps.com

Friday, March 30, 2012 6:49 PM
Warren. Potter@aps.com

Yes: Exam Security Sign-off
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