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ES-201 Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1
Facilty: M /L STONE AT 2 Date of Examination: 3[/:2“. [/
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) . Ql er
-120 2. NRC examiners and facility contact assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e) g{#n/
]
-120 3. Facility contact briefed on security & other requirements (C.2.c) Q}IW
-120 4. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.d) g%“!lw/ " !E
[-90] [5. Reference material due (C.1.e, C.3.c)] N /ff
-75 6. Integrated examination outline(s) due (C.1.e & f; C.3.d) W,j;x/ J 3/1{
J
-70 7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided .
to facility licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e) Q" /}/M/ i /3
-45 8. Proposed examinations, supporting documentation, and '
reference materials due (C.1.e, f, g & h; C.3.d) q]}’y/ ] /:M
. o . 4 ]
-30 9. Preliminary license applications due (C.1.l; C.2.g; ES-202) ? :xl/f]/,/
-14 10. Final license applications due and assignment sheet prepared \
(C.1.l; C.2.g; ES-202) Mﬁ/}/
-14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee /
review (C.2.h; C.3.9) i
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f & h; C.3.9) 0 H%/
-7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by /
NRC supervisor (C.2.i; C.3.h) q V(?’i /
-7 14. Final applications reviewed; assignment sheet updated; waiver v ‘
letters sent (C.2.g, ES-204) QO ;m/
15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed with J
7 facility licensee and authorization granted to give written exams !},&p /
(if applicable) (C.3.) 9 v
[
-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions 1. ’
distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i) @f’/ﬂ@/ / Mot
[

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1

28 of 24



ES-201 Examination QOutline = Form ES-201-2
Quality Checklist

Facility: M / L 45'7? A/ (3 Z//f/ 7. ,1 Date of Examination: 3'// 2'/0 /

Initials

item Task Description

-

a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate mode! per ES-401.

VRV b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomly prepared in accorda
1 Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all knowledge and ability categories are appropria
¥ ¢. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evol 4
E o
N d. Assess whether the repetition from previous examination out|iz
2. a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sef
normat evolutions, instrument and component failures, and ma
S e
| b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) ;Scted number and
M mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew compositig ichedule without

compromising exam integrity; ensure each applicant can be tegyg” 1”us‘irii
significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are duplicatéd from the &
and scenarios will not be repeated over successive days

c. To the extent possible, assess whether the outfine:
quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 g

3. a. Verify that:

(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required n (
(2) no more than 30% of the test materiaki§'repeated fg%n the last
(3)* no tasks are duplicated from the $§ms' audg%%est(s), and
(4)_no more than 80% of any operating test is takeniditectly from

-~ =

A
)
=

b. Verify that:
(1) the tasks are distributed any

i A emergency or abnormal condition, and
fres the applicantto enter the RCA.

5 t outlines to test the projected number and mix of @ W"
duplicated on successive days. M
J//L ;

c._Ensure that K/A jmportance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. '@
d. Check for gu_’@ig;tion and overlap among exam sections. A @
L ¢ %ﬁtire exam for balance of coverage. m'@
55e5s whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or(@ M@'
Printed Name/ Signatyre Date
V. - Z
a. Author liber? S mmind Jr. /45,/H,42 227 yZ,
b. Facility Reviewer(*) yetestert O Jmmrcesa JOH, 210 5 ,_;/' V.05 e
c. Chief Examiner u ‘_ 4 ¢M’/¢.}!"7’.’ 7. . ¢/
d. NRC Supervisor Lol arIV Costh, O ltetnd >~
(*) Not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
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ES-301

Operating Test Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-3

Faciity JWILLSTONE W77 2

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

Date of Examination: 3/’2/»’ ] Operating Test Number: /‘/

Initials

b

C

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).

4 iy

There is no day-to-day repetition betwésgn thi g'nd
during this examination. g

Overlap with the written examination énd”between oberating test categories is within acceptable
limits.

RS

It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent

applicants at the d@signated license level.

1%

&
Z;

Each JPM includ S

- initial conditions

- initiating cues

- references and tools, including associated procedures

- validated time limits (average time allo for completion) and sp ific designation if deemed

to be time critical by the facility license i

- specific performarnice criteria that include
- detailed expected actions with exact s
- system response and other examniner tues

statements describing important obs

criteria for successful completion of t - S

identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards

restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable

X

=

g

¥

in Category A are predominantly open reference and meet the

The prescripted questions |
of ES-301.

criteria in Attachment

"4

-y

At least 20 percent of the:JPMs on each testare newgr significantly modvﬁeds

3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA

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

a. Author

b. Facility Reviewer(*)

d. NRC Supervisor (*)

(*) _The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests; two independent NRC reviews are required.
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ES-301

Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

: '
. ; \ I
Facility: /V//CL STOME JRITD, Date of Exam: 3/’;‘,2/) /  Scenario Numbers: J/ &% 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 % W
service, but it does not cue the operators into expectéd events: .- q
FE S : T [
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. M @
3. Each event description consists of
. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated
the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event % @
the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew
the expected Sperator actions (by shift position)
the event termination point (if applicable) )
4. No more than on .%,
without a crediblé receding (@
5. The events are valid wufh regar;i tc‘).vnphysms and fhérmod);ﬁamlcs. @
L{V
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain ‘9/
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives. ’e
7. If time compression techniques are useq so indicates. Operators /
have sufficient time to carry out expected ac onstraints. Cues are 0) ( l) g
given,
8. The simulator modeling is not altered’ A2 @
\./r
9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been F%
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. @ W
10. Every operator will bé e\ luated using at least one new or signiﬁca'fﬁly modified scenario. All %
other scenarios have n altered:in.acci i i
k)
11. n7% @
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).
7
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to-support licensing decisions for each crew position. % (@
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE'SECTION D.4. Actual Attributes - |- -
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) : - j// 5 / “% @
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 1d %y /@
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 7 1R @ IEZ ‘
4. Major transients (1-2) y L % ! ]
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) / / / / %{:
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) /] / / W @ 4
7 Critical tasks (2-3) ‘/ 14 W ,@ (%

(1) No

NUREG-
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Form ES-301-5

L

ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist
OPERATING TEST NO.: |
ApPlicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
ype ype Number
1 2 3 4
Reactivity 1
RO
As R
SRO-
As SRO Instrument / +
Component +2
SRO-U Instrument /
Component +
A
Instructions: (1) Enter the operating and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for
each evolution type: ™
(2) Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controfled
abnormal conditions (refer to Section D.4.d) but must be significant per
Section C.2.a of Appendix D. _ )
{3 WNhenever practical, hoth instruj panant maifunclions shicuid
e ol ond at reqe 120i8 aclions that provide insight
G ihe sppiicant’s competence ¢ 5 hie minimun requireiment.
Author: % 7{45/1/(( - WW ?olt/féa))

Chief Examiner:

June 2000

Wilhpn

J_dbépLE,MMmif%% i
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Form ES-301-6

ES-301 Competencies Checklist
—-—
OFE78A 7702 7207 /
Applicant #1 Applicant #2 Applicant #3
RO/SRO-USRO-Uf| RO/SRO-GRG-UJ| RO/SRO-KERO-U)
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
2l3lal1f2]3]a4
Understand and Interpret , [/ Z

Annunciators and Alarms

Diagnose Events
and Conditions

Understand Plant
and System Respdiise

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:

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-

2 e
Dubian B 4ms

NUREG-1021, Revision 8
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ES-401 Written Examination

Quality Checklist

Form ES-401-7

Faciity: MiLLSTONE WNIT Q. Date of Exam: 3/}2/53/

Exam Level: RO/éRéa

Item Description

Initial

b* c*

1. Questions and answers techmcally accurate and applicable to facility

3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than >
per Section D.2.d of ES-401

— 2. e o ¥ I | IH TR I 4 4 ' _NRe
b 1y TToreA Gz oquestonsare uupll\aakcu IIUIII rracuce

fomly devsioped; or
& 2Xa was starded; or

percent from the bank, at least 10 perce ne

and the rest modified); enter the actual question
distribution at right

6. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on

the exam (includin new questions) are
written at the com prehens;on/analysts {evel

enter the actual quest:on dlStl’I

7. References/handouts. ;p,rovl_ded do no

previously approved examination outline; deviations are justified

10. The exam contains 100, one- -poin multlple cl

agrees with value on cover sheet

9. Question psychometric quality andformat meet ES Appendlx y&ldehnes

8. Question content conforms with specific KiA statemants in e distributionrmeets F%

Author

Date

/ofo?.d/

. Facility Reviewer(*)
. NRC Chlef Exammer(*)

oo U

NRC reviews are required.
# See spec:al |nstructlons (Sectlon E.2. c) for items 1,4: 5, and 6€.

Tl [Ta¥=
lJ Hie-ttemsirbracketsdo fot apply toNRE prepared-examirations:

Note:  * The facility reviewer's signature is not applicable for NRC- developed examinations; two independent

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 42 of 45
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist

Facility: M://Lf%ﬂ” S Two Date of Exam: 3//2/%/ Exam Level: RQ/@H’

Initials

ltem Destription s#n, -, a c
N 4 ‘i
1. Clean answer sheets copied!before rading /% Q'M
o e LT
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and % '

documented Ao charges or gusstivn Aelefions

3. Applicants’ ‘_ség oreéu‘checked for addition errors
(reviewers g%ot checkZ 25% 0f exami ations)y”™

4. Grading for@llagg.rdeﬁ%ﬁig% (8 %@t/%%igrevgi‘e ﬁ. 12
detail MO bondepfine cases

5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades
are justified M failibes ] 1

6. Performance on missed que&jﬂq%(ch%gg fqi{ tra?i ing
deficiencies and wording proble m&eﬁluéf_e “'«?JLQ@ of
questions missed by half or more of the applicants

A
¢

ed i

N
=

('\

@)
jo}
—
[¢]

Printed Name / Signature

a. Grader

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

1. Pre-Examination

2. Post-Examination
To the best of my knowledge, 1 did 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 JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE DATE NOTE
Lhobert L Cimming To. S Qi Zust,/Yevelpper ALE) Comr, g[gﬁg Y22, Wy
2. Jacquelin® th. sy _Nudlear Dot AetisventC oceg g, eay Y7 0D Dace wla .. . 2715-04
3. ' afac 4”0Zfd Sife ff"S Alporn 2 / - Z/2/00 = §7e — ?//%/

. DO Supel”  Gidds 1l 20500 Ll U, 3750/

. — /4 . o)

5 Mkl O Torsonl  Siopt ST fpr  ffrl Qe | Yrofoo Nlipne . sl
ratet) £ s Ser Do, Jiretnr Sl Dhopoe  Wffer 7 /ey
&3%- S;dkrh

7,(DL\1\M(>L55®&( w2 AL f_gqo_y“’ﬂ 3his/ay

3. [ yestRT. LoGlI2.  AO/jard @ 87 ) J0,23.00 Y40/
0. > leerv sk coy, D Dec  iojespe Afa/or
10. Q “—ﬁ&_ C'ch’t‘v Ul s r \/l-sof‘ "‘:‘L/ v = 1efs /a0 3//’/0/
1. Keh QPUJV‘}- AL (27 Cosvd. W M[Zﬂ 73a/

TS o d— __ 3/i5/
13/74*9:( 5/97“(/é A2 Sa7 'W,ﬁ /Zl/f/m * / ). *?9 %if !/5"&/
tsJason I brown vz 0 % 12506 % 7 3islos

15. 100 Geckns, Zco /yadador 12115/ @ 3))5)t

: 7
12. (\ONS Tan1r s Vn VRNASS ?A/G«/,;,a cr GAN)— /9'// "//00

Notes:




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. | agree that [
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, | 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 knowledge, I did 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.

{PRIVATE}PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY IGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
L. Mack. Munre Sim_Tech »44«16 (e )&1!5" _ZV/ ' (=7 |
2 David RMter S Teult - nhis ‘5o
38enTruesd I S 1/17/o r/o

4:H.C.Gav)r Huao}qﬁ Seftwave Eng . 31/ ~Cp _~\ 5/i/ot
5. Sk ¢ bk Sofme Tuogr &Z’f TSz 2] sk L 3/l

6. Ki 3. A

7 M@%é ‘ o
8. :Jrétm&r A -%anscz/ COnfro/ O ﬁl’

. Scott R Haowe _Conteol o Perpbn

70 fndepy 4

N J

10. E%K,MMM TR SevdrX TR R C -"_ D) 3-13-1ay
1.~ =

12.

13.

14,

5, e e

Notes:




