
ES-201 Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1 

Facility: (•'-/,i/• (z7 Y• 5 l/d-z. Date of Examination: 9 
Examinations Developed by: / / NRC (circle one) 

Target Chief 
Date* Task Description / Reference Examiner's 

Initials 

-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b) 6l•'V 

-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) -,7,, 

-120 4. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.d) 

[-90] [5. Reference material due (C.1 .e; C.3.c)] Ax/// , 

-75 6. Integrated examination outline(s) due (C.1.e & f; C.3.d) 

-70 7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided 
to facility licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e) 

-45 8. Proposed examinations, supporting documentation, and 
reference materials due (C.1.e, f, g & h; C.3.d) 

-30 9. Preliminary license applications due (C.1.1; C.2.g; ES-202) 

-14 10. Final license applications due and assignment sheet prepared 
(C.1.1; C.2.g; ES-202) W ad ,'ýýp 

-14 11'. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee 
review (C.2.h; C.3.f) b9 -,,6, 

-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f & h; C.3.g) ____-.____

-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) if________ 

* 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 
with the facility licensee.  
Applies only to examinations prepared by the NRC.
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ES-201 Examination Outline Form ES-201-2 
Quality Checklist

Facility:

Item

T

Task Description

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

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

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

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

2. 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.  

S 
I b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number and 
M 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.  

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: ,0 
(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks, 

W (2) no more than 30% of the test material is repeated from the last NRC examination, 
/ (3)* no tasks are duplicated from the applicants' audit test(s), and 
T (4) no more than 80% of any operating test is taken directly from the licensee's exam banks.  

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, 
,(3) 40% of the tasks require the applicant to implement an alternate path procedureo 
(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.  

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

G 
E b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate.  
N 
E c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5.  
R 
A d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections.  
L e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage.  

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

11

a. Author 

b. Facility Reviewer(*) 

c. Chief Examiner 

d. NRC Supervisor

S/". . . . . P7 M a r ,e / S i g n a t u r e

R'J F V

- U
(*) Not applicable for INIRC-develoned examir~tircn•

7, �-�' (Z�-

Date-L~

,,I' •,. 1/4 d- es 7. 7
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ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist Form ES-301-3 

Facility: CC. j PP Date of Examination: Operating Test Number: 

Initials 
1. GENERAL CRITERIA 

a b c 

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 betwean this ndrd ot per ting tests to be administered 

during this examination. '01 A.  
c. The operating test shall not duplicate items from t ap..k audit test(s)(see Section 0.l.a).  

d. Overlap with the written examination and between operating test categories is within acceptable 
limits.  

e. It appears that the ,op.•Ating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent 
applicants at theos, ; inud license level.  

sef WALK-Teratt .... ..  .ORY..j 
EO- CATS 

a Each JPM includ e ted ac s wtap1.e6a n 

cinitial conditions 
*initiating cues 
references and tools, including associated procedures 
validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and sp,,,,,ecific designation if deemed 
to be time critical by the facility licensepipc 

*specific performance criteria that include0 
b T detailed expected actions with arcttjteria nt"d opeeI 
- system response and other exanirner cues 
- statements describing importanth obse~gt"ionsAo bmaey.e applicant 
- criteria for successful completion of th& &-sk-'X 
- identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards 
- restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable __ 

b. The prescripted questims~in Category A are predominantly open reference and meet the 
criteria in Attachment* 1fE-31.  

c. Repetition from operati t'<'< s' rising exm6At 
testsad un te.prv K i 

acceptable limits (30%_r the' lk- trou•) arde c promis tes.ntety,.  

d. At least 20 percent of~tl-,l•s on each teet re rlewFr sig cantyiled•: 

3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA ..  

a. The associated simulator operating test:'(scenarfo sets) have been reviewed in accordance with Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attachea il 

• P i ntc~i• • i~ i•=Date 

a. Author A) 117 111 

b. Facility Reviewer(*) T-', 

c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) 

d. NRC Supervisor (*) °' c .j v" /, 

(*) The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests; two independent NRC reviews are required.
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E[..... SimuiaLor Scenano Qluallty Checklist Form ES-301-4 

Facili Date of Exam: ýD-! ) Scenario Numbers: / / c'/ .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.  

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. i 

3. Each event description consists of a 
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. • • , 
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. ,1// 

6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain 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 I/ 

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 (submi/ 

the form along with the simulator scenarios).  
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events 

si 

specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios).  
13. The level of difficulty is approprate to support licensing decisions for each crew sition.  

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

1.: Total malfunctions (5-8) /I/ 

2. Malfunctions after EOP entr (1-2) 1 /313 
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 

/, / 
4. Major transients (1-2) / /!2..  

5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions1-2 / / / (1 

6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) C / 0/ I L".  
7. Critical tasks (2-3) / / 
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4 

SFacility: C (" ' 1f' Date of Exam: / .ioScenario Numbers: ,/.3 Operating Test No.: 

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials 

a b c 

I J3 
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.  

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 
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.  

5. The events are valid with reg1ard to physics and thermodynamics.  

6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain 
complete evaluation results commns•urate 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 
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).  

12. 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).  

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 Attributes 

1. Total malfunctions (5-8) / / 

2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) / / 

3. Abnormal events (2-4) / / 

4. Major transients (1-2) / 

5. EOPs entered/requinng substantive actions (1-2) I / 

6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) / / 

7. Critical tasks (2-3)
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oi.... rimulator zcenario Uuality Checklist Form ES-301 -4 

Facility: C C iM4P P Date of Exam: 9-_.s-6o Scenario Numbers: i 0 erating 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.  

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. it 

3. Each event description consists of aia 
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 a2ppicable) : _ 

4. No m ore than one non-m ec hanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenariowi 
h u a cr d b e p c d ng n i e t s ch s a s i m c ev t. , 

without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.  
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 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 

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).  
12. 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)./1 
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position.  
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION DA.D Actual Attributes - -..  

1:, Total malfunctions (5-8) 7 /7/ 
2. Malfunctions after EOP ent (1-2) 3 / / 
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 

4. Major transients (1-2) / / 
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) / / c, 
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) i / 
7. Critical tasks (2-3) / / 

lu/5? ' OA- 7¼.
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4 
4 

Facility: C,4l)fp Date of Exam: tigi/ Scenario Numbers: /.,/ 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.  

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 
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.  

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 
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 
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).  

12. 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).  

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 Attributes 

1. Total malfunctions (5-8) / / 

2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) / / 

3. Abnormal events (2-4) / / 

4. Major transients (1-2) / / 

5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 

6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) / / 

7. Critical tasks (2-3) 3i/--
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5 

OPERATING TEST NO.: I

Applican t  Evplution Minimum Scenario Number I ype I Pe Number 

1 2 3 4 

Reactivity 1 Z .> - _ 

Normal 1- I 
RO Instrument 2 

Component 2 3 

Major 1 • •i1 : • l 2,7 

Reactivity 1 / .. • / 

Normal 0 . . .  
As RO Instrument 1 Y c2 / "3 

Component 1 X . 3 y 

Major 1 7 7 

SRO-I 

Reactivity 0 

Normal 1 / 3 - / 
As SRO Instrument 1 3" /1 -2 /1.;, •3 

Component 1 ? • 3/, •, f 

Major 1 6,7 C 6,7 C)7 

Reactivity 0 

Normal 1 / 3 • 

SRO-U Instrument 1 , / 4• ;- 3 

Component 1 ,__ "___ 

Major 1 CL , L. C) 7
Instructions: (1) 

(2)

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

Author: 

Chief Examiner:

NUREG-1021, Revision 8
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ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6

Competencies 

Understand and Interpret 
Annunciators and Alarms 

Diagnose Events 
and Conditions 

Understand Plant 
and System Response 

Comply With and 
Use Procedures (1).  

Operate Control 
Boards (2) 

Communicate and 
Interact With the Crew 

Demonstrate Supervisory 
Ability (3) 

Comply With and 
Use Tech. Secs. 3)

Applicant #1 
-. r@1SRO-I/SRO-U 

SCENARIO 

1213 4

2-711-611=7 k-z
2-7 11-( 1-7

/-7 /-6& -7

/-6 1-7 1--7 

6/
Notes:

Applicant #2,• 
R O/ RO)4tiff-• 

SCENARIO 

1 2 3 4 
'>,, 

"Y'-7 /-& J,-7 7 

'-Y-7 V/-6 J-7 -, 7 

(/,~ -6 3- , s, 

V/-7 3-6, 3-7 %-7 

5--7 3- -7-6-7, 

7-7 /, -7 ±Z 

•, 3• 
•1-7 1-6 3-7 V,6,7 

A) /f)/// Am tl

Applicant #3 

SCENARIO 

1 2 3 4 

S-7?-6 3-7 s7 
1,3 Al * , A 

7-7 3 3-17 S- 7 

57 3-6 3-7 1-7 

-r-7 3-6 '-7 s-71 /-6$ I, 2, 4>;, 
•-7 3-6 3-2 s-.7

(1) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.  
(2) Optional for an SRO-U.  
(3) Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Circle the applicant's license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the examiners to evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant.  

Author: 
Chief Examiner:
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7 
Quality Checklist 

Faciri t:y cc,JiPI9  Date of Exam: 97-4ý'- Exam Leve[ RORO] 

Initial 

Item Description ja bC# 

1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility ___ 

2. a. NRC KIAs referenced for all qu&*s*tions' , 

b. Facility learning objectives ref -ern i as,,* aVal'ble::'1V 

4. ROSOoelpi n oeta -5 dpere'I n tioffstn are~ aprorit 
pe exactioneprUn D.2on.dle os iEdSdel401hc4 thA17 

4. tN e lirctensee c uertifie s t athre is dupli ca fom potion; or) Ghet, 
tne~~~~~ licns examiim waepxardms;R~:.~ 

ditrbuio atston rightgh 

7. Aeeecshadu~o~ *1 Rv~a a~es __ 

8. uesio coten cnfoms it spciic KA sttetsi the sýý ~ t 

9. Qutaplestio n d psyho etricqalt appropria~tne: tEApni ,gieie 

10. T~he adtexam conais 100, one-poibeforethepl icense texa toals istatd corrcan 
ares withvlens on c ov~fer shthere iit p d-p.2tn or 

Printed Nro ure Dak telas 
a. d Autho rest modiied) ene thetu u A 

d. NRCwRegin50al d Supervisr() ofth qetinson Mmoy / 
c.NR thief exam (ndier(* it":ne qesios)ar 

Note te atthe fcilt revewe'ssignjnatue snt apicale fo NR-eeoe exmntos tw independent ...  

NRCreviewsl aproed requmired. otln;dvatosaeutfe 

#~ See speitvalu instrctonersh(Setio, .. )frIes -- 5 n 

Not: The failty,,. reviwers sintuei not appl icbl tor NRC proelopd exmntos w needn

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 4 f4 ue2042 of 45 June 2000



ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7 
Quality Checklist 

Facility: CCtJpp Date of Exam: 9-.c2•-eO Exam Level: R SR( O 

Initial 

Item Description __ b* c 

1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility ___, 

2. a. NRC K/As referenced for all qutions 
b. Facility learning objectives refeeoaacý va*, be 1.." 

3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percen.qnd•R",ýR"luestions are appropriate 
per Section D.2.d of ES-401 #• •f ,i:::i:: ...  

4. [No more.. then 2. :q , ,rj,)uest!e n ae bples tol from th[ ltc sNeGcei t 
exam (,f ,,d •,'.=,,fy tt,,),],.,} w'as..ont{alle.~as •d cet.edJ belo•.#.#'ieoii4he ,tm : 
that applies) and appears appropriate: , 

__ ! audit exam was systematically and ran'domly developed; or 
*.... e audit exam was comole•ed before the license exam was started; or 
___.th~e licensee certifies that there 1i9 d plicatmon" or i 

__the license exam wams prepared b NR , .  

5. Bank use meets limits (no more thar*~liiiV• Modfie Ne 
percent from the bank, at least l9•perce~i1ine'• f~~ 
dtrbioand the rest modified); enter the ac"(tual que~stion" ~'• l' aih 

ditrbuio atston rightgh 

6. Between 50 and 60N..pent of the questions on Memory C/A 
the exam (including'fb new questions) are written at the comprapensarsaplysplevel . , 

enter the actual que$1on d~ribu~on'::t rl• .....ight :::i .• 5 
7. References/handadi t ex o. was dn fgive'nwcll'. n radom e o r_,__ 

8. Question oxamntent conforms with specific KA statements in the 
previously approved examination outline; deviations are justified 

9. Question psychometric quality and format Weet ES, Appendix B, guidelnes w 

10. rTen exam cothbains ,a 10,leasint I rnutp~c hoc~~s ettli orc n 
agdtereest w oiith) vl eontcoer shee-t.  

aA thor thece / ignature .Date 

a.Ato __ "___0••__••••Z 
b. Facility Reviewer(....... .  
c. NRC Chief Examiner(*) ,,g X A-_•_,1_•1L A_/_••- 

d. NRC Regional Supervisor(m) __s_ the .... me_ 

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 Items I o4 5, and G8.  
[]Th.........,........... . ..... .....RC........ 0,, ,t, 0
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1 
Quality Checklist

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 6 of 5



0 Constellation Nuclear 
Calvert Cliffs 
Nuclear Power Plant 
A Member of the 
Constellation Energy Group 

TO: L. R. Briggs, NRC Region 1 Chief Examiner 

FROM: R. W. Scott, Sr. Ops Instructor via J. F. Hornick, Supervisor-Initial 
Training Unit 

SUBJ: ES-201-3 Examination Security Agreement 

DATE: October 10, 2000 

Attached per NUREG 1021 Rev. 8 are the Examination Security Agreement forms 
(ES-201-3) for the recently completed Initial License exam administered on September 
22, 2000 and the week of September 25-29, 2000.  

If you need any additional information, please contact me at 410-495-4957 or John 
Hornick at 410-495-4789.  

Sin rely, 

UP'. W~tV YF. Hornick 
Sr. Operations Instructor Supervisor-Initial Training Unit 

cc: N. A. Winters 
J. F. Hornick 
T. W. Grover

Attachments: ES-201-3 Forms (Examination Security Agreement)



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

1. " Pre-Examination 

I acknowledge that I have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of as of the 
date of my signature. I agree that I will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been uthorized 
by the NRC chief examiner. I understand that I am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled be 
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below an 
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, I 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. I 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 knowleg,, I did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered 
during the week(s) of (4,-'2YL2 . From the date that I 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 

2. ife C,/ J J.I w / -
5. /YA .u,_'Iz rL•.,-, y c,.-a,-- /2/.-~ 6. ,-/,T , 3•//?,.J-5- ____ ____ _-_/____ ___ - -7Aftte dk t 4 /? 1 &6, .6 

9. ~Yi -c;I-% Owl
11. ý .S / / Xx &6 ý 

12. A,b 

65. ^e!__ 
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t .....Examination.Sec.rit. An•r,,pm,,e,, Icr ;:/III ,,.l. -. I jq 

1. Pre-Examination 

I acknowledge that I have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of / as of the 
date of my signature. I agree that I will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized 
by the NRC chief examiner. I understand that I 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, I 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. I 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 kno lIdg "Ji not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered 
during the week(s) of ' - From the date that I 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 

2. c / rl4 A 1tUAj, 
3. e ,q.ke /QD. k 
4. AbcleA ?4Rvzoe 
6. At 

"-7. _qq6iWT 1ý(L-oJAC-4_~' 

8.-4OJ W(L-5(o 

9. -To Ift- 4J0 I 4.lC t 

15. 1 1~ r -•.,o 

NOTES: 
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1. Pre-Examination ý/1 5 [ 

I acknowledge that I have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 9 (725-'0 ' as of the date of my signature. I agree that I will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized by the NRC chief examiner. I understand that I 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, I 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. I 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 knowle dge.Idid not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered during the week(s) of i 'Z.f0t. From the date that I 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 

3 e. A (6 
2. -+•++] -++ ." , 41,..,s 

3. O~4/4 ir-13 HOLM 

4. . OWL Lf:rQ?-.4.' 
5.  
6.  
7.  
8.  
9.  
10.  
11.  
12.  
13.  
14.  
15.  

NOTES: 
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E xa min a tio n S e c urity A re e m e n t E.. . "s 2. . . .  1. Pr._e:Examinatuon 

. acknowledge that I h1ave acquired specialized knowledge about ihe NRC licensing exarn....ioa, sc. euled for the week(s) o asb of the 
date of my signaturo, I agree [hat I will not knowingly• divu- aA,:•...i. __ .... Ie• e n() ol•{2•X : se dat ofmysig atuo.I a re tht Iwil nt k owngl dvulge any inforrnalion about these examninations lo any persons who hav io been -4uthorized 
by the NRC chief examiner. I understand that I am not to instruct, evatuate, or provide performance leedhack to tose applicants scheduled be admirnistered tInese licensing examinations frrn [his date until completion of examination admi..istraion, except as specifically noted beow ane aujthorized by the N IC.Furlheror.. ) am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility Iicensees'\ procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may resull in canceflation of the examinations and/or an enforcement action against me or the facility licensee. I will irnmediately repor to facility management or the NBC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that examination security may have been compromised.  

2. Post-Examination 
To the best of my know Ik, I did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any informalion concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered during the weekýs) of From the date that I entered info this security agreement until Ihe completion of examination administralion, I did not instruct, evaluate, or pmvgi performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME

NUREG-1 021, Revision 8
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