MISCELLANEOUS CORRESPONDENCE AND CHECKLISTS

FOR THE DRESDEN INITIAL EXAMINATION THE WEEKS OF FEBRUARY 5 AND 12, 2001



October 20, 2000

Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley .
President, Nuclear Generation Group
Commonwealth Edison Company
ATTN: Regulatory Services
Executive Towers West lll

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500

Downers Grove, IL 60515

Dear Mr. Kingsley:

In a telephone conversation on October 17, 2000, between Mr. D. Shavey and

Mr. D. McNeil, arrangements were made for the administration of licensing examinations at the
Dresden Nuclear Station the weeks of February 5 and February 12, 2001.  In addition, the NRC
will make an examination validation visit to your facility the week of January 15, 2001.

As agreed during the telephone conversation, your staff will prepare the examinations based on
the guidelines in Revision 8, Supplement 1, Addendum 1, of NUREG-1021, "Operator Licensing
Examination Standards for Power Reactors." The NRC regional office will discuss with your
staff any changes that might be necessary before the examinations are administered.

To meet the above schedule, it was necessary for your staff to furnish the examination outlines
by October 12, 2000. The written examinations, operating tests, and the supporting reference
materials identified in Attachment 2 of ES-201 will be due by December 18, 2000. Pursuantto
10 CFR 55.40(b)(3), an authorized representative of the facility licensee shall approve the
outlines, examinations, and tests before they are submitted to the NRC for review and approval.
All materials shall be complete and ready to use. Any delay in receiving the required
examination and reference materials, or the submittal of inadequate or incomplete materials,
may cause the examinations to be rescheduled.

In order to conduct the requested written examinations and operating tests, it will be necessary
for your staff to provide adequate space and accommodations in accordance with ES-402, and
to make the simulation facility available on the dates noted above. In accordance with ES-302,
your staff should retain the original simulator performance data (e.g., system pressures,
temperatures, and levels) generated during the dynamic operating tests until the examination
results are final.

Appendix E of NUREG-1021 contains a number of NRC policies and guidelines that will be in
effect while the written examinations and operating tests are being administered.

To permit timely NRC review and evaluation, your staff should submit preliminary reactor
operator and senior reactor operator license applications (Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) approval number 3150-0090), medical certifications (OMB approval number 3150-0024),
and waiver requests (if any) (OMB approval number 3150-0090) at least 30 days before the first
examination date. If the applications are not received at least 30 days before the examination
date, a postponement may be necessary. Signed applications certifying that all training has
been completed should be submitted at least 14 days before the first examination date.
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This letter contains information collections that are subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). These information collections were approved by the Office of
Management and Budget, approval number 3150-0018, which expires on April 30, 2003.

The public reporting burden for this collection is estimated to average 500 hours per response,
including the time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining the data needed, writing
the examinations, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments
on any aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing the burden, to
the Information and Records Management Branch (T-6 F33), U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555-0001, or by Internet electronic mail at
BJS1@NRC.GOV; and to the Desk Officer, Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs,
NEOB-10202, (3150-0018), Office of Management and Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503.

The NRC may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection
of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB'control number.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Mr. Shavey has been advised of the policies
and guidelines referenced in this letter. If you have any questions regarding the NRC's
examination procedures and guidelines, please contact Del McNeil at 630-829-9737, or me at
630-829-9733.

Sincerely,

fcch@%w

David E. Hills, Chief
Operations Branch
Division of Reactor Safety

Docket Nos. 50-237; 50-249
License Nos. DPR-19; DPR-25

cc: D. Helwig, Senior Vice President, Nuclear Services
C. Crane, Senior Vice President, Nuclear Operations
H. Stanley, Vice President, Nuclear Operations
R. Krich, Vice President, Regulatory Services
DCD - Licensing
P. Swafford, Site Vice President
R. Fisher, Station Manager
D. Ambler, Regulatory Assurance Manager
M. Aguilar, Assistant Attorney General
State Liaison Officer
Chairman, lllinois Commerce Commission
W. Lipscomb, Training Department
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September 6, 1999

Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley

President, Nuclear Generation Group
Commonwealth Edison Company
ATTN: Regulatory Services
Executive Towers West Ili

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500
Downers Grove, IL 60515

Dear Mr. Kingsley:

In response to J. M. Heffley's letter dated March 22, 1999, we have tentatively scheduled an
initial licensing examination for Dresden operator license applicants during the weeks of
February 5 and 12, 2001. Validation of the examination will occur at the station during the week
of January 15, 2001. In the unlikely event that we are unable to support the examination during
the scheduled weeks, we will inform you immediately upon discovery of such conditions and
make arrangements to administer the examination at a mutually acceptable date.

As stated in your letter, your staff will develop the examinatibn.

Mr. Heffley’s letter indicated you are training approximately 14 candidates for the examination.
Please inform us if the number of candidates declines below 10 as this will impact the
examination schedule. Please also inform us at your earliest opportunity if you discover you are
unable to support the examination on the scheduled dates.

A supplementary letter will be sent to the training department approximately 120 days prior to
the examination outlining examination security expectations, listing the materials required by the
NRC to conduct the examination, reconfirming the examination dates, and reconfirming the
number of candidates you have in the training program. If you have any questions concerning
this information, please contact Mary Ann Bies of my staff at 630-829-9711.

Sincerely,

/s/ David E. Hills

David E. Hills, Chief
Operations Branch

Docket Nos. 50-237; 50-249
License Nos. DPR-19; DPR-25

See Attached Distribution
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Commonwealth Edison Company &C, b /«%

Dresden Generating Station

6500 North Dresden Road ﬁ/ Mdﬂ’/

Morris, 11 60450

Tel 815-942-2920

March 22, 1999

JMHLTR: #99-0036

Regional Administrator

Region il

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
801 Warrenville Road

Lisle, IL 60532-4351

Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-19 and DPR-25
NRC Docket Nos. 50-237 and 50-249

Subject: Request for Initial Operator Licensing Examination

The purpose of this letter is to request an Initial Operator Licensing Examination for
Dresden Nuclear Power Station beginning December 4, 2000 and December 11, 2000.
The class will include ten instant Senior Reactor Operator (SRO) and four Reactor
Operator (RO) candidates.

Due to the importance of the requested examination dates, we request that the
examination be developed by the Dresden Station in accordance with NUREG 1021.

Please contact Mr. Dale Ambler, Regulatory Assurance Manager at (815) 942-2920,
extension 3800, if there are questions on this matter.

Respectfully, /;Zv WLW\"

it Lttt bl

J. M. Heffley CV3 77 %w/
Site Vice President },ﬁ/ﬁ ‘/I/% {)7

Dresden Nuclear Power Station

cc: Chief Operator Licensing, Region ll|
NRC Resident Inspector-Dresden Nuclear Power Station

MAR 24 19

A Unicom Company



ES-201

Examination Preparation Checklist

Form ES-201-1

Facility: Dresden Nuclear Station Date of Examination: _02/05/01
Examinations Developed by: /" NRC (circle one)
Chief
Targtit Task Description / Reference Examiner’s
Date "
Initials
-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b) drm
-120 2. NRC examiners and facility contact assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e) drm
-120 3. Facility contact briefed on security & other requirements (C.2.c) drm
-120 4. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.d) drm
[-90] [5. Reference material due (C.1.e; C.3.c)] n/a
-75 6. Integrated examination outline(s) due (C.1.e & f; C.3.d) drm
70 7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided drm
to facility licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e)
45 8. Proposed examinations, supporting documentation, and drm
reference materials due (C.1.e, f, g & h; C.3.d)
-30 9. Preliminary license applications due (C.1.I; C.2.g; ES-202) drm
14 10. Final license applications due and assignment sheet prepared drm
(C.1.l; C.2.g; ES-202)
14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee drm
review (C.2.h; C.3.f) .
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f& h; C.3.9) arm
7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by drm
NRC supervisor (C.2.i; C.3.h)
7 14. Final applications reviewed; assignment sheet updated; waiver drm
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 drm
(if applicable) (C.3.k)
7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions drm
distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i)

* 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.




ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist

Faciity: PRESDEN Date of Exam: 2/15 |01  Exam Leve RO/SRO
Initials
a b c
1 Clean answer sheets copiedipefore @ &M A P
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and wikNIA VN
documented B | b
3. Applicants’ mmecked for addition errors /i
(reviewers %ot checif 25%8 nafiénsy A B R
5
4, Grading for algborderling,c s_f& (gl)%%z/;‘ %kreyviewed ir gj@, NIA N/A
detail ‘| Ot
|/ .
5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades ~A | NJA N/A
are justified B M B
6. Performance on missed queé{%ch% ket .lj ing ﬂ
deficiencies and wording problenis; evaluate r- of a" Girn beer
questions missed by half or more of the applicants
Printed Name / Signature Date

a. Grader

VPE jg 2fazfor_
i

ﬁ. %m %&m/ ﬁ‘gw}i%\ ozl82(ot

b. Facility Reviewer(*) AA(QL.‘?. Mur&ﬁ‘é«?, o

. ‘ 7 , |
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (*) /a&f Ueplool /o 1) A oH27/0

d. NRC Supervisor (*) ! W} f? i:\f/&g&(f/jﬂ ZZLLQA_

) The facility reviewer's signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the
NRC: two independent NRC reviews are requifed. f /\

% tV\CLf‘C\‘j,(A éK Cf:/'\,"’\/L( Ye\ﬁ & LL){‘(’ I’J 7

March 2000 50f5 NUREG-1021, Revision 8
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Exelen.

Exelon Generation Company, LLC www.exeloncorp.com '
Dresden Nuclear Power Station N uC] ear
6500 North Dresden Road
Morris, IL 60450-9765

10 CFR 55.5

March 8, 2001

PSLTR: #01-0033

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region il

801 Warrenville Road

Lisle, IL 60532-4351

ATTN: Chief, Operator Licensing
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3

Facility Operating License Nos. 50-237 and 50-249
Docket Nos. 50-237 and 50-249

SUBJECT:  Submittal of Forms ES-201-3, “Examination Security Agreement.”

Enclosed are Forms ES-201-3, "Examination Security Agreement,” for the Operator
Licensing Examinations administered at the Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and
3 during the weeks of February 5 and February 12, 2001. These forms are submitted in
accordance with NUREG-1021, “Operator Licensing Examination Standards,” Revision
8, Supplement 1, Section ES-501.

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact Mr. D.F. Ambler,
Regulatory Assurance Manager at (815) 942-2920, extension 3800.

Respectfully,

7 on Vi
Preston Swafford

Site Vice President
Dresden Nuclear Power Station
Enclosure

cc: Regional Administrator — NRC Region Ill (w/o enclosures)
NRC Senior Resident Inspector, Dresden Nuclear Power Station (w/o enclosures)
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_ DRESDEN _
Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 02/0% la) 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 parformance 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 olpghe_c. nditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement

action against me or the facility licensee. 1 will immediately report \%t%o facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications cs suggestions that
‘ pyiey

)
ra %% “
L4 E ¥
'\, k-

examination: security may have been comprgmis%d.

2. Post-Examination _ﬁ%&

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered

during the week(s) of 2/5[ei+ 4slzi From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, ; <i¢ not

instruct, evaiuate, or providé performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specif

ficaily
ted balow and authorizéd by the NRC ™y, ~# U 4% "% & ™% -wb " ~5
noted taiow and au onz%’c‘i y R ‘% @ %% é{é %% %’«v;% %;:;‘, @ ;\2 uf
PRINTED NAME %, JOBTITLE / RESPONSIBILITY. %, _SIGNATURE'(1 DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

1. JEFFRE(A. SCHMITZ _EXAM DEVELOPER
2. Sreven D Russioo _NGG By s C«:«g&bwm&
3. TAmes Heck Tasrdecor i

4. JEFrfey L. HansinN abg aa»mfc’éwx‘w»a(eyp
5. Wil am w Hiagins  Tuslevelop iom v & 10 &

6. Zpuy Keqg (S Sof twave *En saee 7 7

7. 1. Kepto - szm Sur ST

8. WA ) N _Mg‘! A G N AN gi)ﬁ, ﬁs"

9. Nhchael &, i Qﬂ@@ﬂ_’ Lot !

10 _Ference 3. g lewyde %L»C'\'/hi. v/ l:—¢f']‘s;mﬂ A Q/R3 79/
1. 1d Sebunwe( ;M_E?ﬁ‘« y{;,;rww,.,\v- S, Ml 15/q fo0 A 2~/ ¢ J
12; ischer y Clerle, §°7° 7 e e 2 Aoianches Jlelop
13__@4,.,‘ E. Niwes, % Exaets Condomorr; b L)

- = g - € ) » /w
14._Mike AR . NSO~ VAL 104TioNn _ a /-g-00 ' 2, el k e 2T
15. DAD M. K1wER SRO- Varidaried : Vizl-es | 2-49-¢

NOTES: E 1

NUREG-1021, Revision 8 e
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DRESDEN
ES-201

Examination Security Agreement

Form £S-201-3
1. Pre-Examination

lacknowledge that ) have acquired specialized knowledge about tha NRC licensing examinations schaduled for the week(s) of 01{‘05[0 | _as of the
date of my signature. | agree that 1 will not knowingly divulge any informalion about

thesa examinations to any persons who have not been aulhorized
by the NRC chief axaminer. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide pe:formance feedback (o those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date unti! completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirernents (as documented in the facility icensee's
pracedures) and understand that violation of the cqnditions of this agreement may resuit in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement

aclion against me or the facility licensee. | \’_vl_" imniediat{ely repor to facility managemant or the NRC chief examiner any indications cr suggestions that
examination: security may have been comprgmsgd 5," R R

4
33

A iy B
2. Post-Examination o L

1
e

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 2{5{vts 2]u{st From the date that | entered into this securi

ty agreement until the completion of examination adminislration, : <tid nol
instruct, evaiuate, or provide parformance faedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, excepl as specificaily

notec tefow and aummizg;g by the I\\I,BC%,: a; , u? [: 5 1, (h‘ % %} w o
PRINTED NAME . JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY & % SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DAYENOTE
1. JEEFREY A ScumiTe EXAM DEVELOPER “M‘*‘ lofafro_ W 0_3/4?;0(_ *__
2 5 zven 3Ry s NG B ory G dum avri Al/:'x Y 4 RV R Afr/ol
3. .’ﬂm«s ﬂecﬁ[: TS idus nog e ; - '} ' ¥ > _—~,—————[dm/ + W a /ol
4, _\IEFF—fE/L . A N5z NG LA (@M,‘th ‘l(ﬂr"L / o ‘JR ’M\ 4#_3,&:‘_( /ie% " .%.T‘—";r_’i :.,22)201 L
5. L_L)_i.//,ha:, (2% l:_hy as fn;?__ﬂ‘dcf‘.a‘g, C- o Lo o '}: . ( ______QZZ.[.QQ__/ e e D2 ‘/_?’_Zo:[...
Ty K4 Sef fusgee Yemwamer T T Tt QU7 S Y17 VAT Y EI@ILL_
Som Sur 2 _ ‘ 5 ’f"[ 2NN Vv Mo _
Hoedwlecy, SV oot Pagdyst S \e—~____lg AR _ (-2 149- oy

Dirn D —ésw]:._ __
_ el ;;?S'L.C‘r/"‘\u:ﬁtfi,;/:m; -1{@2!)
Cinfovey o

e (2 TN W2

X
w5 E'M [¢ & P&I‘J e G/ i

! 24 . N A [ A 1 AN )
14 _Mus AwRED . NSO~ VAL I104TI00 __ . _Irg-oo U7 oo 299 6]
15. ha Ils MM, K}IMCE SRO- ﬂﬂu!j)@ﬂcu _ _ __)l. .M_ { . B _2;‘}:1___0-‘“-
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DRESDEN
Examination Security Agreement

ES-201 Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

as of the

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of ESS O]

date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have hoi been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documeited in the facility licensee's
procedures) and understand that violation o‘é‘th_e__ggnditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement

action against me or the facility licensee. | wll immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been comprikémis%d. ﬁ?‘ . “’% T ‘

g A ‘?‘1

" L

2. Post-Examination a’gu

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 2/5-2/1¢ . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, 1 did not

instruct, evaluate, or providé performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically

noted below and authorizgi}j by the NRC™% "% "B "8 "% "% 7% w4 .
NIRRT AR
PRINTED NAME %@,.A...‘JOB”TIILEIMSPONSIBILIm. B %, SIGNATURE'(1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

1. S:tﬁélﬂ f/i/(fé"? )Q /\ZS \g;) '?/Qﬁ% //BJ.,‘ oV oTHGL ?M%_ Hag/ow)

2._hvvee OaHae O Tnal =y,
3. DAND SLAGENX.  OFPEEATI®

T /S
4 Lorrq E.Cruse NSO [0/
5. ‘\l)c'lw\ Hﬂ h’bér\ if N So F 1=~/
6. __JET _PHRING vs A Lfrshel
7. _Zhmes Gulas NS o+ ST . = /,//7[/
8. .;f‘_Z‘&r_Z LA g//,’ém‘n betham . Contrs A Supp i AR/ VYT B
9. Bowce Coryoze, __/,(3)*36 — N 1125/
10. DAN _ mMuepisy 020l
1. _La ez/oz/o]
12 TenN’ S5 2%/a3/9)
13004 3 : 7 ¥ &, G = \%\ s
14 Best e ot A A TR 2/12)0] / e
15._ Lo Aseen R _mee z//r /..,, £ _§Z—1[r__~_
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DRESDEN
ES-201

Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licens:ng examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 2&?‘ Ol as of the -

date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have hot been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide nerformance feedoack to those appiicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examinatic zdministration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and recuirements (as documented in the facility licensee’s
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may resuilt in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement

action against me or the facility licensee. | \E{l,ll immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
R Y y d. §,r- ﬁ .-‘&%,/%
) NP
LN ?’5

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 a[g-gﬁ /16 . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or providé performance feedback to those applicants who were ad

2. Post-Examination ...fv

Zlanea

d ] mi%jstered these licensing examinations, except as specificatly
noted below and authorizédl by the NRC™, % ‘% YNl T Ee T R

PRINTED NAME ‘%, JOBTITLE / RESPONSIBILITY. % 2. SIGNATURE(1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

< 1,1,@;\/ A il ﬂﬂ/},unq&g 1) fa X /gr‘,'glnl“
1. DO ATATT 1T ST /1 — \XQ A . R 1177 o P .
2. Nicdoe QUNHe  OTna - % (~Hol Ao/
3. DAND SLAGEKL _OPredrien. Sk o &’%‘“‘ VAZT YIS 7S5 2//¢lof
4.L0rry E.Cruse NSO . L oy (o] el e Ao/
5. '\l)qw\ HahcAn.‘( N3o Y __i\jllq._f,/ mv [REARTY ) (Jjaw % vy ,))/}2/0(
6. KEIU PR VS A 3pB 1B 01 T e o et 2/53/s1
7. Jomes_Gulas NS O-H = r / ?/’;f/ ///77”
8. &l:’l M. t//’.ii.ﬁ ég»_f%a& d{)yz B o » u"p'Por 2y .: PO A //,2{, (< I/
9. Bowce Crmidee,o (€ : B IX :Amgsé}_/_\__l[;_)i@_l o
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DRESDEN
Examination Security Agreerment Form ES-201-3

ES-201

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 09-[75 [P 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 *-ose 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. | \E‘{]II immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that

examination security may have been compr"”‘mis%d. ““%@ ﬂﬁ%
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To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 2/5 - 2 //¢. From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | dic not
instruct, evaluate, or providé performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specificaily
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DRESDEN

Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of 2 /S - 212 as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC.Furthermore, 1 am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licensee’s
procedures) and understand that violation of the ccgndmons of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement

action against me or the facility licensee. | w“lll |mmed|ately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been comprbmnsed 5? a% "g:f R
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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 2/sjet r 3f12/el From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not

instruct, evaluate, or provude performance feedback to those apphcants who were admlmstered these licensing examinations, except as specificaily
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Exelen.

Exelon Generation Company, LLC www.exeloncorp.com

Dresden Nuclear Power Station N UC] ear
6500 North Dresden Road

Morris, IL 60450-9765

10CFR55.5
February 23, 2001

PSLTR: #01-0026

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Region HI

801 Warrenville Road

Lisle, IL 60532-4351

ATTN: Regional Administrator
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3

Facility Operating License Nos. 50-237 and 50-249
Docket Nos. 50-237 and 50-249

SUBJECT: Initial Operator Licensing Examination Conducted February 15, 2001,
at Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3

Enclosed is examination documentation which Dresden Nuclear Power Station (DNPS)
is submitting following the Initial Operator Licensing Examination conducted on February
15, 2001, at the DNPS. We have completed a thorough and full review of the license
examination. This documentation is submitted in accordance with NUREG-1021,
“Operator Licensing Examination Standards,” Revision 8, Supplement 1, Section ES-
501.

This information includes the following:

- Form ES-403-1, “Written Examination Grading Quality Checklist.”

- Changes made to the written examination while administering.

- Recommended changes to enhance written examination item quality.

- The written examination seating chart.

- Written examination question incorrect responses summary for RO and SRO
versions.

- Results of written examination performance analysis performed in accordance
with Exelon Nuclear Guideline NTAFT EVA08, “Post Examination Analysis.”

- Questions asked by and answers given to the applicants during the written
examination.

No formal comments are being submitted for this examination. There were no failures
or near failures for the written examination.

There were no answer key changes or question deletions for the written examination.



U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission
February 23, 2001
Page 2

Post-examination signatures are being obtained for the original Forms ES-201-3,
“Examination Security Agreement,” and the forms will be forwarded as soon as all
signatures have been obtained.

The graded written examinations, a clean copy of each applicant’s answer sheet, and
the master examination and answer key were provided to the NRC Chief Examiner, Mr.
Dell McNeil, immediately following completion of the written examination on February
15, 2001.

Please contact Mr. Dale Ambler, Regulatory Assurance Manager at (815) 942-2920,
extension 3800, if there are questions regarding this matter.

Respectfylly,

R P BUPF

Preston Swafford
Site Vice President
Dresden Nuclear Power Station

Enclosures:
- Checklist ES-403-1
- Question Changes Made While Administering Written Examination
- Recommended Question Changes to Enhance Written Examination Quality
- Written Examination Seating Chart
- Written Examination — Summary of Incorrect Responses — RO Version
- Written Examination — Summary of Incorrect Responses — SRO Version
- Exelon Nuclear Guideline NTAFT EVAO08, “Post Examination Analysis”
- Questions Asked By and Answers Given to the Applicants During the Written
Examination

cc: Chief Operator Licehsing, Region lil
NRC Senior Resident Inspector, Dresden Nuclear Power Station



Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Question Changes Made While Administering Written Examination

QID Exam Cog Level Difficulty System KA Imp Objective
60 BOTH 2 3.25 295004 AA1.03 34/36 26205RK001

Given the following conditions:

e Unit 2 was operating at rated power when a severe fire broke out in the control room.

e DSSP 0100-CR was being executed and control of the plant was being established locally.
e  Due to another fault, 125 Vdc Main Bus 3A was lost.

e  The main feed breaker at Bus 38 was OPEN.

e Power must be restored to Bus 38.

Take the breaker control switch on the 903-8 panel to CLOSE.

Plug in the local pushbutton control station AND depress the close button.

Reset the Bus 38 undervoltage trip and take the breaker control switch on the 903-8 panel to CLOSE.

> discharge the closing springs and-elose-the-breaker

SN 'S

Use the ratchet type maintenance handle to fuI cha
contacts.

Answer: Ref(s): Question pedigree:
D DSSP 0100-CR LOC Exam Bank #9 06000B0112
Explanation/Comments:

This type of breaker is normally operated using a closing spring. Under normal conditions, this spring is only
charged to the “pre-charged”. Because of this, there IS NO closing push button. On loss of control power the
closing springs must be fully charged using a “ratchet” type operator. Once fully charged the closing springs will
discharge and close the breaker.



Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Question Changes Made While Administering Written Examination

QID Exam Cog Level Difficulty System KA Imp Objective
69 SRO 2 3.50 295012 AA2.02 4.1 29501LP004

What are the consequences of initiating DRYWELL SPRAY at a drywell temperature of 500°F and a drywell

¢ of 5 psig?

A controllable pressure drop without damaging the containment.
An uncontrollable pressure drop and possible implosion of the drywell.

An uncontrollable pressure increase due to superheating of the spray water.

S 0w >

An uncontrollable pressure drop within the capabilities of the drywell to torus vacuum breakers.
Answer: Ref(s): Question pedigree:

B 295LCO0Ir1 New

Explanation/Comments:

The conditions given place the containment to the left of the straight line starting at ~2 psig and extending to
11 psig. The imminent concern is the implosion of the drywell.



Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Recommended Question Changes to Enhance Written Examination Quality

QID Exam Cog Level Difficulty System KA Imp Objective
124 BOTH 2 2.75 294001 2450 33/33 - 20102LK033

A reactor startup is in progress on Unit 3.

Reactor power is increasing and IRMs are on range 5.
All SRMs are partially inserted.

Annunciator 903-5 A-4, SRM HI/INOP, was received.
The SRMs are reading as follows:

SRM 21 2 X 10° cps SRM 22 2 X 10% cps
SRM 23 2X 10° cps SRM 24 2 X 10* cps
Wh;eh—e#the—fe}lewmﬂﬂﬁequed—t&eeﬂﬁﬂﬂe&e—plaﬂ%-%&%ﬁl Ata mlmmum whlch of the following'is

1 rod withdrawal?

A. Select and withdraw all SRMSs until fully withdrawn.

B. Select and insert SRM 22 until counts are greater than 10° cps.
C. Continue rod withdrawal since all IRMs are above range 3.

D. Select and withdraw SRM 23 until counts are less than 8 x 10°.

Answer: Ref(s): Question pedigree:
D DAN 902(3)-5 A-4, Rev. 05 New
SDM 215004
Explanation/Comments:

To continue rod withdrawal with IRMs below range 8, SRM 23 must be withdrawn until SRM counts are below
the high setpoint
(0.885 x 10°) per DAN 902(3)-5 A-4.



Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Written Examination Seating Chart

Room 101 — Dresden Nuclear Power Station Training Building

Randy Ken
Buckley : Housh
(RO)
Robert Lee
Brock Hare
Dennis Mark
Francis Hanneman
(RO)
Stan Jeff
Vick Simpson
Ron Warren
Wiggins Deagle

Restroom




Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Written Examination — Summary of Incorrect Responses — RO VERSION

Q NO. Q_ID RESPONSES Q NO. Q_ID RESPONSES
RO| CMB| TOTAL | X=CORRECTANS. RO| CMB | TOTAL | X=CORRECTANS.
VER VER|MISSED| A | B [ C | D VER VER |MISSED| A | B |[C | D
1 1 X 51 57 X
2 2 X 52 58 1 X i1
3 3 1 11 X 53 59 X
4 4 X 54 860 X
5 5 X 55 61 X
6 6 X 56 63 X
7 7 X 57 64 X
8 8 X 58 65 1 X1 1
9 8 X 59 66 1 11 X
10 10 1 11 X 60 67 X
1M1 11 X 61 68 1 11 X
12 12 X 62 71 1 11 X
13 13 X 63 72 X
14 15 X 64 73 1 X111
15 16 X 65 74 X
16 17 1 X 11 66 75 X
17 18 X 67 77 1 X 1
18 19 1 11 X 68 78 X
19 20 1 X 11 69 79 X
20 21 X 70 80 X
21 23 X 71 81 X
22 24 X 72 82 X
23 25 X 73 84 X
24 26 1 11 X 74 85 X
25 27 X 75 86 X
26 28 X 76 88 1 1
27 29 X 77 89 2 2 |1 X
28 31 X 78 a0 X
29 33 X 79 91 X
30 34 X 80 93 X
31 35 1 1 X 81 95 2 X 2
32 36 X 82 97 X
33 37 X 83 99 1 11 X
34 38 2 21 X 84 100 X
35 39 1 X 1 85 101 X
36 40 X 86 103 X
37 41 2 X |2 87 105 X
38 42 X 88 106 X
39 43 X 89 109 X
40 44 X 90 110 1 X 1
41 45 X ) 91 112 X
42 46 X g2 113 X
43 47 X 93 115 X
44 48 X 94 116 X
45 50 X 95 117 X
46 51 X 96 120 X
47 52 X a7 121 1 11 X
48 54 X 98 123 X
49 55 X 99 124 1 1 X
50 56 X 100 125 X




Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Written Examination — Summary of Incorrect Responses — SRO VERSION

QNO.| Q_ID RESPONSES | QNO.| QD RESPONSES
SRO| CMB | TOTAL | X=CORRECTANS. SRO| CNIB| TOTAL | X=CORRECTANS.
VER VER|MISSED | A | B |C|D VER VER|MISSED| A | B | C | D

1 1 1 1 X 51 69 X
2 2 X 52 70 X
3 3 X 53 71 2 11X 1
4 4 X 54 72 1 X |1
5 5 2 1 X |1 55 74 X
6 7 X 56 75 1 1 X
7 8 1 1 X 57 76 X
8 10 X 58 77 X
9 11 1 X 1 59 80 1 1 X
10 12 2 X |2 60 81 1 X111
11 14 2 2 X 61 82 1 X 1
12 15 1 X 1 62 83 1 11 X
13 16 2 X111 1 63 84 X
14 17 1 1 X 64 85 X
15 20 2 X112 65 86 3 3| X
16 21 X 66 87 X
17 22 1 X 1 67 88 2 2 | X
18 23 X 68 89 1 1 X
19 26 1 11 X 69 90 X
20 27 X 70 91 X
21 28 2 X | 2 71 92 X
22 30 X 72 93 X
23 31 X 73 94 X
24 32 2 11 X 1 74 95 4 Xib212
25 33 1 X 1 75 96 X
26 34 1 X 1 76 97 X
27 35 X 77 98 X
28 37 1 X 1 78 99 1 X |1
29 38 5 2 1 X| 3 79 100 X
30 40 X 80 102 X
31 41 4 X1 2 1 81 103 X
32 44 X 82 104 1 X1 1
33 45 3 X |3 83 105 1 11 X
34 47 X 84 107 2 2 | X
35 48 X 85 108 3 X 13
36 49 X 86 109 X
37 51 X 87 111 X
38 52 1 X 1 88 112 3 X | 3
39 53 X 89 113 X
40 54 X a0 114 5 5| X
41 58 X 91 116 X
42 59 1 X |1 92 117 X
43 60 X 93 118 X
44 61 1 11 X 94 119 4 X1 1 3
45 62 X a5 121 1 1] X
46 63 X 96 122 X
47 65 2 X 2 97 124 4 3 11 X
48 66 X a8 126 X
49 67 X 99 127 2 X2
50 68 X 100 128 X




Nuclear Generating Group
POST EXAMINATION ANALYSIS

Lesson Plan / Course: Dresden ILT 00-01

Examination No./ Title: Initial Operator Licensing Written Examination administered
on February 15, 2001 ‘

Check the results of the examination.
O Small class (<6) and some questions were missed by three (3) or more trainees.
Analysis required for these questions.
Bl Large class (>6) and some questions were missed by more than 30% of the class.
Analysis required for these questions.
O Analysis of questions requested by individual.

O None of the above apply and no further analysis is necessary.

If an analysis is to be performed, list the question number(s) on the worksheet and review each
using the following guidelines. Record the results on the worksheet.

1. Review each question to ensure it is worded clearly and is not ambiguous. Ensure that
it is properly constructed. Refer to JDESO02.

2. Review each question to ensure that it ties properly to the learning objectives’ condition,
performance, and standard.

3. Review each question to ensure that it is technically accurate.

4. Review each question to ensure that adequate material was presented to allow for
achievement of the associated learning objective.

Determine if action is required for problem questions (e.g. delete from examination bank; revise
question, revise lesson plan, etc.). When action is required, ensure a Training Request (TR) is
initiated for documentation and tracking purposes.

Completed By: Jeffrey A. Schmitz Date: 02/21/01
TRs Initiated: 2001-315, 2001-316

Answer Key Change / Examination N/A
Regrade Authorized by: Group Lead
Comments: .

All questions were reviewed with examinees during the post-examination review that occurred immediately
following exam administration. No further remediation is required unless otherwise noted.

See additional comments on page 3.

NTAFTEVAO8 Rev. 01 12/00
Page 1 of 3



QUESTION ANALYSIS WORKSHEET

Questi Construction | Objective Technically | LP Content Change
N‘;ﬁ;;g: OK? Based? Acciirate? | Acceptable? Needed?
(Y-N) (Y-N) (Y-N) (Y-N) (Y-N)
The following questions were missed by half or more of the applicants and require analysis per
NUREG-1021.
Question ID 19 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 38 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 39 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 41 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 73 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 95 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 110 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 114 Y Y Y Y N
Question ID 119 Y Y Y N Y
Question ID 124 N Y Y Y Y

The following additional question was not missed by half or more of the candidates and
nalysis was not required by NUREG 1021. However, analysis was performed since the
uestion was missed by more than 30% of the class and analysis is required by facility
rocedures.

Question ID 108 Y Y Y Y N

The following questions were modified during the examination following comments by
candidates. The questions were missed by less than 30% of the class.

Question ID 60 N Y Y Y Y
Question ID 69 N Y Y Y Y
NTAFTEVAOS Rev. 01 12/00

Page 2 of 3



Comments:
Question ID 19:

Question ID 38:

Question ID 39:

Question ID 41:

Question ID 73:

Question ID 95:

Question ID 110:

Question ID 114:

Question ID 119:

Question ID 124:

Question 1D 108:

Question ID 60:

Question ID 69:

Missed by 1 of 2 RO candidates. No question changes needed.

Missed by 2 of 2 RO candidates and 5 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed.
Remediation for question knowledge area completed during exam review.

Missed by 1 of 2 RO candidates. No question changes needed.

Missed by 2 of 2 RO candidates and 4 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed.
Remediation for question knowledge area completed during exam review.

Missed by 1 of 2 RO candidates. No question changes needed.

Missed by 2 of 2 RO candidates and 4 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed.
Remediation for question knowledge area completed during exam review.

Missed by 1 of 2 RO candidates. No question changes needed.

Missed by 5 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed. Remediation for question
knowledge area completed during exam review.

Missed by 4 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed. Question knowledge area was
not included in ILT program. TR 2000-1966 was submitted prior to exam to include discharge
permit training for Field Supervisors. TR 2001-326 submitted to evaluate discharge permit
training for the ILT program.

Missed by 1 of 2 RO candidates and 4 of 8 SRO candidates. Question stem is being revised for
clarification (TR 2001-316). Replace stem statement “Which of the following is required to
continue the plant startup?” with “At a minimum, which of the following is required to continue
rod withdrawal?”

Missed by 3 of 8 SRO candidates. No question changes needed. Remediation for question
knowledge area completed during exam review.

Question modified during exam following comments by candidates. All candidates notified of
modification during exam and changes written on exam room whiteboard. Changed statement in
question stem from “How is the feed breaker to Bus 38 CLOSED?” to “How is the MAIN FEED
FROM BUS 33-1 breaker in Bus 38 CLOSED?” Changed question choice D from “Use the
ratchet type maintenance handle to discharge the closing springs and close the breaker contacts”
to “Use the ratchet type maintenance handle to fully charge the closing springs.” (TR 2001-315)

Question modified during exam following comment by a candidate. All candidates notified of
modification during exam and changes written on exam room whiteboard. Changed phrase in
stem from “drywell temperature of 5 psig?” to “drywell pressure of 5 psig?” (TR 2001-315)

NTAFTEVAO8 Rev. 01 12/00
Page 3 of 3




Initial Operator Licensing Examination — February 15, 2001
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Units 2 and 3
Questions Asked By and Answers Given to the Applicants During the Written Examination

Q_ID [ CANDIDATE | CANDIDATE QUESTIONS/COMMENTS PROCTOR RESPONSE
5 | Simpson Are suction and discharge valves State your assumptions, answer based
closed on the secured Recirc Pump? | on your assumptions
7 Hanneman | Is UV time delay included in The times considered are for pump
referenced times in answers? sequencing.
7 Housh Is UV time delay included in time The times considered are only those
referenced in answers? associated with pump sequencing.

12 | Hanneman | Is this question old? Bailey Read question to candidate. Candidate
auctioneered INT/ESS. stated he misread stem and had no

other concerns.

12 | Wiggins Did some transient cause the EDG’s | Use question information as given and
to start? ' state any assumptions if necessary.

31 | Housh Asked if containment O2 and The 02 and H2 values provided are
containment H2 was in the drywell or | uniform for drywell and torus.
torus.

45 | Simpson Does automatic setpoint fail to zero or | Reinforced that the “controller output
do all outputs from the controller fail signal fails to a low value” applies to the
to zero? given conditions.

860 | Vick Should Phrase “ and close the Told candidates that choice ‘D’
breaker contacts be stricken from consisted only of the sentence written
choice 'D'? : on whiteboard and nothing else.

(Question changed in master copy)

60 | Simpson For Distracter ‘D’ should discharge be | Wrote on whiteboard. Change answer

charge? ‘D’ to “Use the ratchet type maintenance
handle to fully charge the closing
springs.

60 | Hare Should "How is the feed breaker to Wrote on whiteboard: Change stem to
Bus 38 closed” be “How is the Main “How is the Main Feed From Bus 33-1
feed breaker to Bus 38 closed. breaker to Bus 38 closed?”

60 | Brock Which breaker is referenced? Main Modified information on whiteboard: “to
Feed Breaker or Feed Breaker To? Bus 38" changed to "in Bus 38".

65 | Housh What time frame should be Time required from start of transient to
considered for “describe the expected | steady state.
response?” 1 sec. 1 min 1 hour?

69 | Wiggins Stem says drywell temperature of 5 Wrote on whiteboard. Change drywell
psig. Incorrect units of temperature. temperature of 5 psig to drywell

pressure of 5 psig.

90 | Housh. Am | being asked about the short- Directed candidate to state assumptions
term or long-term limit of concern? and select best option.

105 | Simpson In choice ‘A, is the water spray from | Read question to candidate. Reinforced
a fire hose or from installed piping. conditions are as stated. Candidate had

no other concerns.

107 | Buckley Is Phrase in stem “and when Told candidate to answer question
cooldown rate is acceptable per T.S." | posed in stem, without regard to
addressing only cooldown rate or terminology in distracters.
results of T.S. required reports results
and notifications.

125 | Simpson Question did not make sense. Why is | Read Question to candidate. Stated
RPV level dropping? that he did not understand why but did

not need more clarification.

126 | Housh Requested Tech Spec reference. No additional reference will be provided.




