Operations Branch Assignment Check Sheet: as of: 4/4/00
(includes ES-201-1 & ES-501-1 Rev. 8 information)
Chief: M MURPHY
Facility/Task: RB EX

h Task Start Date: 10/30/00

ITEM DESCRIPTION DUE DATE INIT DATE
0 |Exam/Inspection Schedule Agreement (C.1.a;C.2.a&b) May 3, 2000 JLP 4/4/2000
1 |INRC Staff & Fac. Contact Assigned (C.1.¢c;C.2.e) May 3, 2000 JLP‘ 4/4/2000
2 |Facility contact briefed on security & other issues (C.2.c) May 3, 2000 JLP 4/4/2000
3 |Corp. Notification Letter Sent (C.2.d) (Exams only) May 3, 2000 M 5/¢7¢ /d,g
3a |Inspection Announcement Letter Sent (PIR & LORT if req'd) Sep 15,2000 | A n-| ~vs-
4 |Task Expectations, Issues, & Standards Discussed w/ BC Aug 1, 2000 //]/%V{ 57/% P
5* |[Reference Material Due (C.1.d;C.3.c)] Jul 2, 2000 ,v/'}'}ax.w ,4,;’/’+
6* |Integrated Exam Outlines Due (C.1.d&e;C.3.d) Jul 2, 2000 M f?/;z/b 0
7% |Outlines reviewed by NRC & Feedback Sent (c.2.h;C.3.e) Jul 16, 2000 /“1/ /./// .
8% |Preliminary Applications Due (C.1.j;C.2.9;ES202) Sep 30, 2000 i A/JJ 7//3/5 w
9* |Draft Exams w/ Doc./Ref. Due (C.1.d/e/f;,C.3.d) Aug 31, 2000 %7 /%/ ,c;/ / Joo
10* |Peer Reviewer Initials As Reviewed All Parts* Sep 10, 2000 E/EZ 9//2/00
11* INRC Supervisor. Initials Approving for Fac. Rev. (C.2.h;C.3.f)* | Sep 10, 2000 9,@_
12* |[Exams Reviewed w/ Fac. (C.1.h;C.2.f&h;C.3.g) Sep 10, 2000 W /0/%0,
13* |Final Appl. Due & Assign. Sheet Prepared (C.1.j;C.2.h;ES202) | Oct 16, 2000 ,ﬂ//ﬁ/ /U)F?/M
14* INRC Supervisor Approved Final Exams (C.2.i:C.3.h)* Oct 23,2000 | & 10[255/;30
15* |Final Appl. Rec'd & Waivers Sent (C.2.g) Oct 23, 2000 /qu// f J 22 /7(}
16* |Proctor Rules Reviewed w/ Fac. & Written Authorized (C.3.k) Oct 23,2000  / ﬁ/ /0 / 2 /
17 |ExamAnsp Material to Team (C.3.i) Oct 23, 2000 74,%“ /| fo /A?, Y

7 S
18* |[Fac. graded exam & Comments Rec'd Nov 11, 2000 Ehpd | /57 /o
19* INRC Written Grading Completed Nov 14, 2000 , ,/ ////7,; 0
20* |Examiners Finished Grading Op. Tests Nov 14, 2000 /}}4 I // Lf/ o
21* INRC Ch. Ex. Review Completed Nov 24, 2000 /Z(/M{ // 47/ﬂ
22 INRC BC Review Completed* Nov 25, 2000 |/, 4/ Yo7
23* |RPS/IP # Examinees Updated Before Report Issued Nov 30, 2000 | 5557 /o /o
24 |License/Denials Signed & Report Issued Nov 30, 2000 |-/ J 2 s /
25 |Package Closed Out Dec 21, 2000 |, 2/ /|
Final Inspection Report Issued, Exam Package to OLA, Facmty Contact Notified of Results ’

# Not required for inspections, except as noted.
* Note Supervisor/Peer initials required.
[] Required NRC-auth. exams only.
When complete, for exams, add to pkg & fwd copy to BC, for insp, fwd orig'l to BC.
Last revised 4/4/00. S:\DRS\OB\Boilerplate\MISC-BOX\assignment-sheet.wpd
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ES-201 - - Examination Outline Form £5-201-2
Quality Checklist

Facllity: & VWOE Eenp Sraprer ' Date of Examination: /0/3 7 ~/.
intials
b'

ftem Task Description

1. a. Veﬂfy that the outline(s) fit(s) tha apprapriate mndel per FS-401,

b. Assess whether the owtline was systematically prepared and whether all knowdedgs and ability
cotegoiles are apprapriately sampled.

¢.. Assass Whether the outline over-emphasizes any systenis, evolitions, or generic toplcs.

ZM—A—-—-0E

‘d. A3sess whether the repstition from previous examination outlines is excessive.

2 4, Using Form ES-301-5, verity that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number of
normei evolutions, instrument and component failures, snd major Yansients,

{ | b Assesswhether there are enough scenario sets {and spares) to test the projemed number and
" M- ] mixof applicants In accordance wih the expected crew composhtion and sotation schodule withotit.
compromising oxam intagrity; ensure each applicant can be rasted using at least one new or
significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are dupllcated from the applicants’ aualt test(s)”,

and scenarios wil not be repeated over successive days

t. . To the extent pussibile, assess whether the outine(s) cu’hfonn(sj with the quafitative and
quantiative crkerla specified on Form £5-301-4 and described In Appendix D.

a, Verfythat

(1) the vudine(s) cumain(s) the required number of control rowm and in-plant tasks,

' (2) no more than 30% of the test materis! is repeated from the last NRC examination,

(3)” niv tasks dre duplicited from the applicants’ audit test(s), and

4) no more than 80% ol ai eratng test |5 taken directiy from the iicensee’s exam han

D. Verify that:

(1) xhortyasks 8re gistrioined among the safety function groupings as specified in E5-301,
(2) one task is conducted i a low-powet or shirdown condition, COMMENT
(3) 40% of the tasks require the applicant to implement an alternate path procedxre‘

- {4) one In-plant task tests the applicant's response to an emergency or shnormal condhion, and

(5) the in-plant walk-thraugh requires the applicant to enter the RCA.

e Vemy that the raqulrod admlmstrauve topics are covered, With emphasis on penormam:e -based
S

“~2 &

% ‘s‘i % 3'%‘&“%*@

- +{ d Determine If there are enough different outiines to est the projected number and mix of Wq 7
“ ) gggl‘ leants and ensure that no tems are duplicated on sticcessive days,

4, & Assess whether plant-speciiic priorities (Including PRA and IPE mslgms) are covered in the ' q 7
| appropriate exam ection. :

-{_b. Assess whm'her the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling Is appropriate,

¢._Ensure mat K/A imponance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5.
‘ d, _Cheack for duplication and cvetiap ainong £xain sections. ' ' v Y
0. Check the ertire exam for balance of coverage. , ' '

I._Assass whether the exam its the appropriate joh level (RO or SRO).

eROMZOn

a. Author
b. Facliity Reviewer(*)
¢. Chiaf Cxaminar
4. NRC Supervisor

23 of 24 NUREG-1021, Revision 8
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ENTERGY OPERATIONS, INC,
54%5 us Hwy 64

P.0. Box 220

St Fruncisville, LA 70775

'Fel: (225) 378-3522 !
Fex: (225)378-3372

To: Mike Murphy Fax: (817) 860-8212

From:  Mike Cantrel Date; 07/06/00

Re: QA Checklist ' Pages: )

CcC: ‘ . .

M Urgent 3 For Review [ Please Comment U PleaseReply [ Please Recyele
. * » [} [ . 3 [ L) 3

' ttsiched is the reviscd QA checklist with the discrepancy on the 2 alternate path
> JPMs noted,
Mike Cantrell
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Form ES.4017

ES 201

RO Romﬂapssmmomm'
» 29 o ES.401,

. oxad
that apphes) anc appeers app! : G :
__the audit exam was systematacaliy ard randomty develom.
_the andit rxam was cornpleted befgre
'V(ﬂ‘e licensee renifigs hat there is:
Sthe I;cen . xam was prepa o

10.  ihe exam contains 100, ong

| 5. Author

b. Facility Reviewar(’) ;
c. NRC Chief Examiner(’) ¢ 2a
~@. NRC RegmnalSupeMsor( 'E’H*F’

m

i+ * The facility reviewar's signamro ls not appi-cabie rar Nnc-damopad exmnaums, lm muependem
NRC reviews are required. ( , ;
structions '

NUREG-1021, Revision8 = 42045 T June2000°




ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7

Quality Checklist
Bend SraTIon) Date of Exam: /Q/f 9/ KXo  Exam Level: R@
Initial
item Description a
. 1. Questions and answers technicq!!x aggqrgte and applicable to facility F"’
| 2. a. NRC K/As referenced for al qu '

b. Facility leamning objectives refi

‘Q‘Q§Qq
=177

exa erich on
that applies) and appears appropriate:
the audit exam was systematically and randomly developed; or
audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
the licensee certifies that there is 6 duplication; or |
5
___the license exam was prepared tﬁ% NRC.,

| 5. Bank use meets limits (no more than-5 '
' percent from the bank, at least 1g perceit nev
and the rest modified); enter the actual quesnon

odified New

u//
rE(d
'H/V

distribution at right

E 6. Between 50 and 6 ent of the questions on
the exam (includin ew questions) are
written at the comp ion/amalysi

enter the actual que:

7. References/hando
7

8. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the distribution-meets :
previously approved examination outline; deviations are justified /.
9. Question psychometric quality a%a{?\eet ES, Appendix B, guidelines %/, E
| 10. The exam contains 100, one-poin ultnp c@é nt%/s;% total is correct and / 9/ f,
| agrees with value on cover sheet I ' l‘/ E
nature

i 1y

a. Author Vl "LM,LC}W{TAME?

| b. Facility Reviewer(*) T0Es A dé/?%:/( K o,
| c. NRC Chief Examiner(")  72¥w T2/ £ 0N

i d. NRC Regional Supervisor(*)

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, apd (:‘gB.

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 42 of 45 June 2000 i




ES-301 _____ Operating Test Quality Checkiist Form £5-301-3

Faciity: /21 vBrz_ B> 7200

Date of Examination: ’Q/ 39/ﬂCO&Operatin1Test Number:

Initials

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

b

a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with

sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55, 45’ %era tional importance, safety function distribution).

4

b. There is no day-to-day repetition be
during this examination.

<

7

limits.

7]
7

[V~
e. it appears that the operating test will diferentiate between competent and less-than-competent E ; Z

applicarks at the

a. i i
- initial conditions

<K o

- initiating cues

- references and tools, including assaciated procedures

- validated time limits (average time allo for completion) and %ﬁc designation if deemed
to be time critical by the facility flicen: 1

H
‘%
238
§

criteria for successm comp s ot g
- identification of critical steps and their assocnated perfon'nance 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 1.4f ES-301.

a. The associated simulator operating tes
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached.

. Author
b. Facility Reviewer(*)

c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) A VWT 2/ & % E g ity A (o M_,.
’ / ) .’I [ Aol

d. NRC Supervisor (*) T {1 . t\

[APON

(*} The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests; two independent NRC reviews are required.

More 1 JPms due Be senr A/ /2000

June 2000 23 0of 26

NUREG- 1021, Revision 8




ES-301 ~____Operating Test Quality Checkiist Form ES-301-3

Facility: /<7 y&@e. /TNy y 7otEden/

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

a. The operating test conforms with the previously appmved outline; changes are consistent with /
sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45 tional importance, safety function distribution). | A74 l\)/ﬂ

b. There is no day-to-day repetition be
during this examination.

- initiating cues
- references and tools, including associated procedlres
- validated time limits (averagemed owegd for completion) and S@;ﬁcdesigmﬁmifdeemed

- identification of critical stepsandtherassoclated performance standards
-_restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable

in Category A are predommantly open r%m and meet the % %/‘9

critetia in Attachment T8 ES-301.

O LA

d. At least 20 percent !z i
' 3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA -] .y
! NIH
| a. The associated simulator operating scel? sets) have been reviewed in accordance with I“/A
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attacl

a. Author Michael e M i ol : ‘
I b. Facifity Reviewer(") JoeY A. '%fi:g
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) (B‘PNU!NTZ/ e E Maﬁ/f’/%‘/ %%j% Yijeo

E d. NRC Supervisor (%) J L

A/orz?( TrE Wt (T EXHpnid 5204 13D 5’Iﬂ(c¢cMz ERfrta
e /’WuzwLy Sttt ons &3 /2000

June 2000 23 of 26 NUREG- 1021, Revision 8




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

wy: /R 1VER /3w<%'hd>~/omasxam:/ 7e/9000 Scenario Numbers:| 172 13

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

Initials

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 symnomslcues that \mll be visible to the crew

5. Theeventsarevahdwnhregafdto phys;csandtheimodynamtcs

N~ X XX
O

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

SPIY S el b

complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectl S.

11. All individual operator :
the form along with th

7. if ime compression techniques are use§ so indicates. Operators
have sufficient time to carry out expect;g! a ur% constraints. Cues are
given. /&Wdﬁ’-’/ 1 Py /
8. The simulator modeling is not ateredi- L7i
9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been 9/
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. /
g /
10. Every operator will be ed/aluated using at lgast one new or significaéilty modified scenario. All 5
ather scenarios have n altm,ac aktlance. with smw& Esmaum,

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

IEEREEGEE

Al s e I Y

Total malfunctions (5-8) C/ ﬂ'\
2 Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) O /-
3 Abnormal everts (2-4)
4. Major transients (1-2) A~
5 EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 3 5 | & Vi
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) ' / 3 ! D ﬂ\
7. Critical tasks (2-3) \ X3 = 7~

= T v
NUREG-1021, Revision 8 24 of 26 June 2000




Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

. Ruwer [7ad Sﬂmx) Date of Exam: /oﬁ;éow Scenario Numbers‘P ‘5‘1

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

ngTestNo

Initials

H

b

The initial conditions are realistic, in thg some‘équpmem andlor mstrwnentatlon may be out of

service, but it does not cue the operatges inte exp

:g&@

Each evern 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 syrnptomslcues that will be visible to the crew
aworzs (by Shc:; position)

No more than % non- mecl'%sn & (e.
- o

Theevemsarevahdwnh regardtophys;csandmermodynamlcs

and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain
complete evaluation resuks commensura with the scenario objectives.

if ime compression techniques are use&’
have sufficient time to carry out expected acs

given.

ary. ¢ so indicates. Operators
m%consu'am Cues are

F 4
The simulator modeling is not alteredi-

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

10.

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

Whiuated using at lgz
other scenarios have Mn altemm,ac e

11.

12.

Each applicant will be s:gmlﬁcamy involved in the minimum number of transients and events
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simuiator scenarios).

RO SORODRDHRORD ORI [ SO

Tatal malfunctions (5-8)

rEDRIS BIPR[eBZ N2> BISIE

2. Matfunctions after EOP entry (1-2)

3 Abnormal everts (2-4) lh

4, Major transients (1-2) 'ﬁ"

5. EOPs enteredirequiting substantive actions (1-2) 1 3 i~

6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 0,0 l‘/
ﬂ 7. Critical tasks (2-3) § 1~ | ad
NUREG-1021, Revision 8 24 of 26 June 2000
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-

ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301+5
OPERATING TEST NO.: |

ApPlicam E\gplution jnimum Scenario Number
ype ype _ Number

4

SRO:|
As SRO Instrument /
omponent
w*ssg’“‘ MOT
SRO.U

Instructions: (1) Enter the oFer\ 1g 1" _
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’
B Section C.2.a of Appendix D.
(3) Whenever practical, both instrument and component malfunctions should
be included; only those that require verifiable actions that provide insight

to the apglicant’s competgrice tount tofyard the minimum requirement.

Author:
Chief Examiner:

ALl Ty L

June 2000 _ 25 of 26 NUREG- 1021, Revision 8
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-

ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301.6 -

e A P 2z . —
Applicant #1 ., Applicant #2 pplicant #3
RO/SRO-KSRO- UREDASRO-I1SRO-U [ RQBRO-IISRO-U

Competencies SC ENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO

21314 112

Understand and Interpret
Annunciators and. Alarms

Diagnose Events
and Conditions

. A
Understand Plant é’;
and System Respotise

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. Specs. (3)

Notes:

SElNISRE

5
i
%
5
9
P
]

(1) Includes Technical Spectflcan%&omp nce for an RO.
(2) Optlonal for an SRO-U. 4
{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 compe;;—fgaeyry applicant.
Author: Aol Cosd

Chief Examiner: =D S Yy
7 r 7 7

NUREG- 1021, Revision 8 26 of 26 June 2000
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- -

ES.301 ~ Compelencies Checkiist B Form E5-301-6
Applicant #1 Applicant #2 plicant #3
A RO/SRO-KSRG-U [PROKSRO. IRRO-U RO-V/SRO-U
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
2 1]2]31]4 3|4

Understand and Interpret
Annunciators and Alarms

Diagnose Events
and Conditions

Understand Plant 1?
and System Respdfise %L
Comply With and N

Use Procedures (1)

£
'K

Operate Control
Boards (2)

Communicate and
Interact With the Crew

Demonstrate Supervisory
Ability (3)

Comply With and
Use Tech. Specs. (3)

g

et O Kl |\ |0 |+

Notes: ol

(1) Includes Technical SpecificatiQp
(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: MI Mit chdhﬁg
e =

Chief Examiner:

NUREG- 1021, Revision 8 26 of 26 June 2000




B2-06-41

16:59

RIVERBEND

85

ES-301

Competencies Checklist

Form ES-301-6

Competencies

RO{SRO-1/SRO-U

RO/SRO-|
———T

. Appligant #2

RO-U

(ROBRO-SRO-U

Applicant #3

SCENARIO

SCENARIO

SCENARIO

4

213

Understand and Interpret
Annunciators and Alarms

5

Diagnose Events
and Conditions

Understand Plant ‘5’ N
and System Re§pq§se

Use Procedures (1)

Comply With and 8. ¢

+

e | |-

¥
A

Operate Control
Boards (2)

Communicate and-
Interact With the Crew

Demonstrate Supervisory
Ability (3)

Comply With and
Use Tech. Specs. (3)

Notes:

(2) Optional for an SRO-U.

(3) Only applicable to SROs.

-llllu di. ;}3

(1) Includes Technical Specificatiop, ¢

-@c@u\-.t:—%:—qz;y

.
3
4
’
g
g
[

[P TS (<O S

Instructions:

Circle the applicant's license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the
examiners to evaluate every apphcable com etency for everg applicant.

At(

M

Author:

Chief Examiner:

NUREG-1621, Revision 8

26of 26

June 2000




82,1581 12:49 RIVERBEND 092

-

ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form £S-301-6
| __FormES
l
Applicant # . Applicant #2 Appllcant #3
RO/ISRO- EDISRO-ISRO-U [(BEDISRO-ISRO-U
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
‘ s 12 4

Understand and Interpret
Annuncistors and Alarms

Diagnose Events
and Conditions

Understand Plant
and System Respoﬂse

{ Comply With and
Use Procedures (1)

Operate Control
Boards (2)

Communicate and
Interact With the Crew

Demonstrate Supervisory
Ability (3)

Comply With and g o '
Use Tech. Specs, (3) B &

Notes:

<= s o (|1 s |t
S QR = IS g |

(1) Includes Technical Specificatigp compliance for an RO.
(2) Optlonal 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 exery applicant.

Author: u (Lﬁ(/f‘{) l(, Cbm
~ ey K

Chief Examiner:
77 Z

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 26 of 26 June 2000




ES-403 g Written Examination Grading FormES4031
Quality Checklist

(vEL Berp STamion Date of Exam: /pv/2.7/» 2

Item Description a c
1. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and .
I documented M 0 ” /‘/V/
2. Applicants' scores checked for addition errors < i
I (reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) MUO ZM

All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades
are justified

Performance on missed questions checked for training
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of Mu)
uestions missed by half or more of the applicants

b
3. Grading for all borderiine cases (80% +/- 2%) reviewed in Mw y W
detail

Printed Name / Signature

) / I

a. Grader \AH 4 mw&;{hﬂ\) H ‘a OO
b. Facility Reviewer(*) 4 % TJOEY S LLARK. /{z{m
* c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) _A/.F, /%:WWW /Y720

d. NRC Supenvisor (*) Q&Q;’TQ&Q* __SLQA\& “‘.7:2‘&-;

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

50of5 ) NUREG-1021, Revision 8




ES-403 g Written Examination Grading ~—FormES303-1
Quality Checklist

Item Description a b c
1. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and ‘ |
documented M’A ' %f/
2. Applicants' scores checked for addition errors y
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) M\,«) Q /Zgb‘/
3. Grading for all borderline cases (80% +/- 2%) reviewed in
I detail N\\b A7 /4‘

are justified

Performance on missed questions checked for training
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of
questions missed by haif or more of the applicants

All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades g/

Printed Name / Signature

a. Grader | Mike. LO%,EZA. ) / fz ) “Q.)QME

b. Facility Reviewer(*) TJoEY A ﬂlz/yﬂl . ///

<

c. NRC Chief Examiner () _ /. E. anff‘// z

d. NRC Supervisor (*)

™ The facility reviewer's signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the
NRC, two independent NRC reviews are required.

50f5 N NUREG-1021, Revision 8
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01/31/2001 09:35:28

Report 21

Region: 4 Phase Code: 5 Operational

Operator Licensing Exam Schedule
From 10/01/2000 To 12/31/2000

| Exam Week f| Site/Docket No./Insp Rpt #

10/02/2000  River Bend Station / 05000458 / 2000301

10/30/2000  River Bend Station / 05000458 / 2000301

Sites: RBS
Orgs:4620
Exam Author:ALL

B # Candidates
ro-A%®  smroi-x3
SROU-43

Admin

xam Author f| Chief Examiner

f{ Examiners Assigned
=

FFF

MURPHY, MICHAEL E.

MURPHY, MICHAEL E.

MURPHY, MICHAEL E.

LANTZ, RYANE.
MURPHY, MICHAEL E.
STETKA, THOMAS F.
MILLES, |LEL




PR

LT

ES-201 ' ~ Examinati>n Security Agreement . ferm E5-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of \llzl dore as of the
date of my signature. | agree that ! will not knowingly divulge any information about these. examinations o any persons who have not been
authorized by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to participate in any instruction, evaluation, or other training-reiated activities
involving those applicants scheduled to be administered these licensirg examinations from this date unti compietion of: examination administration.

| further understand that violation of the condifions of this agreement may resuit in cancellation of the examinations and/or an emforcement action
against me or the facility licensee. | willimmediately report to faciiity management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examinaidon security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

administered during the week(s) of From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination

To the best of my knowledge. | did no&dwglge to any unauthorized persons any information conceming the NRC licensing examinations
administraticn, | did not participate in arly training-related activities involving those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations.

FRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE
1M dhad K. Qudell S utcans Oieeanc,u T R NG MJ«'M@D ld‘%/z:xo '
2. Mike Opopations (e nod pYo. 5 o
3 Jo&Yy A e ALK 7% : : - g, (0!
4. O "n ons (T\an 9 foo afife
. cumd b fuawusd Nu.oum ot Lo QPAATIR Blujoe Ul |
6. RLPONSD f, (POCZE  WUCLEAL CONTIROC JASEATIR = 84-00 2-b-0f
Y&M_Q__Qdméu Crugtsy, Lowm Sitsarisolc 11& ’I/’/ &/ o A-5-0y
MJ_@M;}( Spec Y Correcrrn Mran & IM V, / Z : ngézvo 2-4-0/
0 Tohau D Lee S, L 2=6-0!
10 M ,1/ ﬁ z-6-0f
11. DArdre 0 FELS  Muacssan Comipee OPerfirot // ______ ~1g-vo e [ (. 2 2-5-e\
12/{5{ﬂ/ j.G,,on/j Mol Al Covliag OPea aTdr_ A 4 . P-20-0¢ "‘y" KAa=ol
13. M parror Reom 3openisoR / 77 (L 92560 2-1-0)
14W :Mm 4 ./f 4z 2-28-0 ZL(-0(
15. Lbez 1 £# -y E7 1 NOGS S, el I/I’b'// 193/0D iﬂ{o 4

NUREG-1021

1890820

PS:i9T

[@&?Of(m RITTA OBLY )

aN3gd3aIN Ty

Pl % %]




