VARIOUS CHECKLISTS

FOR THE MONTICELLO INITIAL EXAMINATION - SEP 2003



ES-201 Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1 (R8,S1)

Facility: MONTICELLO Date of Examination: _9/23 - 26/2003
Examinations Developed by: < Facility ) / wsc (circle one)
Target Chief
Date* Task Description / Reference Examiner's
Initials
-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b)

-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)

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

[-90] [5. Reference material due {C.1.e; C.3.c)]

~

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

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

-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)

S P DS BPEREDD

-14 10. Final license applications due and assignment sheet prepared
{CA);, C2.g; EpSL2202) g prep
v \
-14 11. Examination a%proved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee
review (C.2.h; C.3.1)

-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f & h; C.3.9)

-7 13. Written examinations and ogerating tests approved by
NRC supervisor (C.2.i; C.3.h)

IS

-7 14. Final applications reviewed; assignment sheet updated; waiver
letters sent (C.2.g, ES-204)

-7 15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed with
facility licensee and authorization granted t6 give written exams (if
applicable) (C.3.k)

>

-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions
distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i)

RS R lR SRR BB SRRk

/
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.
[1 Applies only to examinations prepared by the NRC.
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
- Quality Checklist '

Facility: Date of Exam: Exam Level: RO/SRO

Initials

ltem Description a b c

1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading q’ /d\,\ o7
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and

documented ’7- e q@ /|
3. Applicants' scores checked for addition errors )

(reviewers spot check > 25% of exammatlons) ? e ((\ 5%
4, Grading for all borderfine cases (80% +- 2%) rewewed in - -

detail ? o K{\%
5, All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades

are justified 7 | ?!c\ﬁm

L

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training ;

deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of
guestions missed by half or more of the applicants

1 %’

~ V Printed Name / Signature Date
a. Grader DigK_Fosrer / 'QD.:;/Z— g -/-63

b. Facility Reviewer(*) Koot Madling //M V4! 10/ foz

c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Hhronorz ? 74 SYHS
d. NRC Supervisor (*) QD Limt(s‘ow\ M) Htﬂls‘é&

™ 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, Supplement 1
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From Pre-Validation Material SmeittaI

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

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

Form ES-301-5, "Transient and Event Checklist"

Form ES-301-6, “Competencieé Checklist"

Form ES-401-7, "Written Examination Quality Checklist” RO & SRO



ES-301 — Operating Test Quality Checklist _ Form ES-301-3
Facility: : Date of Examination: Operating Test Number:
: ' o Initials

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

a | b | c#
a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outling; 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 between this and other operating tests to be administered ﬂ\ O/
during this examination. ) .
C. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants' audit test(s)(see Section D.1.a). @/ R‘\ ,
d. Overlap with the written examination and between operating test Categories is within acceptable 0& & \ i
limits. : ~
4
e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent % 0/ % {
applicants at the designated license level.
s . R R PP s . [ e e e b
- " 2. WALK-THROUGH (CATEGORY A & B) CRITERIA s -4 -1 -
a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable: )
initial conditions >
+ initiating cues %
- references and tools, including associated procedures

+ reasonable and validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and specific
designation if deemed to be time critical by the facility licensee
- specific performance criteria that include:
- detailed expected actions with exact criteria and nomenclature
- system response and other examiner cues
- statements describing important observations to be made by the applicant
- criteria for successful completion of the task
- identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards
-_restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable

N

<
2
x

b. The prescripted questions in Category A are predominantly open reference and meef the )
criteria in Attachment 1 of ES-301, A ﬂ/g

c. Repetition from operating tests used during the previous licensing examination is within %1(]/ %
acceptable limits (30% for the walk-through) and do not compromise test integrity.

d. At least 20 percent of the JPMs on each test are new or significantly modified. ~ * é”l Téﬁk %i §F°

3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA ) - - | -

a. The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with ,ﬁ ba/ .
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached. %‘7

Pﬁnted Name / Signature = Date

a. Author

0

EGC & 5oPkind

¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) V .,/ ,E\% ;/rgzwr ré?t[
d. NRC Supervisor MPX[% ‘! (;‘Q)Mi\sl;) bw&-:)
3 -

NOTE: * The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c;” chief examiner concurrence required.

| ¥ Om\ng N 56 230f26 NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

Facility: MONTICELLO Date of Exam: 9/15/03 Scenario Numbb,rs: 17213 Operating TestNo. 03-01
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initial
a b*

=5 B[ D

specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios.

1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of 0/
service, but does not cue the operators into expected events. é“ y
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. A ;J
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 /@4
. the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew 1
. the expected operator actions (by shift position)
. the event termination point (if applicable)
-
4. No more than one mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario without S 'jy‘/ o
a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. f% (}/
J L
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain /g{ /Q/ .
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.
7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates, Operators Y
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are ﬂz‘
given. Q i l
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. é@/ DA
i
9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been % /0/
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 /% )'/0/
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 % /Q/
the form along with the simulator scenarios). _
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events 4 /7 a/

S R

NUREG-1021, Revision § Supplement 1 24 of 26
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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) : 71717 ( M\/ x|
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 171711 JN @/ _}Q{
3. Abnommal events (2-4) 371472 |X ﬂ’ b |
4. Major Transients (1-2) 2/212 ' ¥
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 272172 |4 7@/ DA |
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 271171 Vil t;i 3 |
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 373/2 |l ) év ng"—?d

‘ »Q?\ SNv— S UV(}@\:V,@L; J} PUETR SN i



ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

Facility: MONTICELLO Date of Exam: 9/15/03 Scenario Numt;érs; . 4l Operating Test No. 03-01

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

Initial

o#

bi
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of ; %
service, but does not cue the operators into expected events. % A L
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. | S g C
¥
3. Each event description consists of
. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated A
. the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event i
. the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew J" C W
. the expected operator actions (by shift position) : ~
. the event termination point (if applicable) ¢
4, No more than one mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario without w/ W‘
a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. % J;
/
The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. il f
= i 3
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain v a)/
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives. r i
7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates, Operators ; ‘ W
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are |74
__given. {‘W
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. | 94 t// W
S 1N
9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been 74
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. N1
= -
10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. All /j’ﬁ (Q/
other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.4 of ES-301. q
11. All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit | (Qf %
the form along with the simulator scenarios). gl (A7
[
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events 54
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. A 7/ 6
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) Actual Attributes | — | — | —
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 6/ [/ A C g
= T
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 1/ 1 w E/
& ——
3. Abnomal events (2-4) 2.4 { 4 MeZt
i N ¥ .
4. Magjor Transients (1-2) 14 1 . ﬁ‘/ EﬁW’ X
et
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 1/ [/ /@'( /U/
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 17 1 //O/ L2l 5 ;
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 31 VA w’ﬁ S
wd

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1 24 of 26

3 MCM&JW:& M o Wgﬁﬁw



ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

OPERATING TEST NO.: 03-01
Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type Type Number 1 5 3 4
Reactivity 1 1 2 2 5
Normal 3 1 1 1
RO Instrument / 4 g g g g g g ‘21 g
Component 9’ ! 9’ 8 ' 8’ J
Maijor 1 7,8 17,8 |7,9 |7
Reactivity 1 2 2 5
Normal 0 N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A
As RO Instrument / ' 2,5 |3,5 |4,6, |23,
Component 8
Major ‘o 7.8 |7,8 17,9 |7
SRO-
Reactivity 0 1 2 |12 |5
Normal 3 1 1 1
As SRO Instrument / '2 2,4, 13,4, 13,4, }2,3,
51 6) 5l 61 5’ 61 4' 6!
Component 9 9 8 3
Major 1 7,8 (7,8 17,9 |7
Reactivity 0 N/A | NJA | NA | N/A
Normal N/A | NA | NJA | NA
SRO-U Instrument / 2 N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A
Component
Major 1 N/A | N/A | NA | N/A

Instructions: (1) Enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for
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
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 applicant’s competence count toward the minimum requirement.

Author:
NRC Reviewer:

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1
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Form ES-301-6

ES-301 Competencies Checklist
OATC BoP CES
Applicant #1 Applicant #2 Applicant #3
ROISRO-I/BRO-U R@SRO-I/SRO-U RC@E@RO—U
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
1 2 3 |4 1 213 4 11213 4
5, | 4G, 23| 9.6, 95,35, | 4, 15, 34,52,
Understand and Interpret ‘?';l B, |23, % ;’;’ 3;’ 7%, ;7(,: Q,’,i,', Z:?;,é i/j,’
Annunciators and Alarms IR 2K HERFAFEENEY
5 23 513,5 29, 134, 134,512, 3
Diagnose Events 2?{ (f'g' hoy 23 10 ?7',?’) ¢ ‘5l,c: 6, (.‘17? il),’i//
and Conditions MG RIZIK SRR VAP s,
S e > [ /.3, V.23 ,2.302,317,2,
Understand Plant h12) 2,3, 12 |2 3,013,9, ’,q" §3~7 L4, j’?..é/’i_B _fi’ }'
7 (%967 s 5 67|57, 1> 67 %> 43.644,5,4% 5,6,
and System Response /Sy A A RIEEAIVINIE PR AV ErININY,
L 2, 23,129, 23,1349 44 |3, 2,4, 134, 134.5) 2,3,
Comply With and ’bi 7’ (pﬂ, (9: 7’, 5’7; 7, |8.31S7 14, 5,6, |54 16,208 9.6,
Use Procedures (1) 19178 Pyl e g e e oy a8l 7
}(2[ 93 ‘?'L/, 23/ _),"’ /,"/y )/ 3/ L
Operate Control &7’ ¢ 61, |57 lem |57]57, /(: U I I R
Boards (2) £9 1919 [ &) & | & |&9(%7
. H /a?y a?.g, ;,L// 2,3, 3,"/) /,‘1' [,3, /J"/ l/I213; "12;3 //“213/ /12,3,
Commumc_ate and s, 1%416,7, |5710,7 |57 |57 &7' RS A EATEA S
Interact With the Crew §9 12919 | & g 1gg |97 he9289 e 28
. /1213/ 62]2 ,1'2;3/ /;2,3,
De.r'gonstrate Supervisory Njp |NIAIN[AIN I (NN R (%S9956)7,5.6|9s,6,
Ability (3) 28 128 2849] 24
ChomplyWithand QA | | ViA Wil o (VU mja| i 2 1341 ¢ |3
Use Tech. Specs. (3)

Notes:

(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 fo evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant.

Author

NRC Rewewer %/\

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1
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ES-401 Written Examination ™ Form ES-401-7
SR Quality Checklist R

Faclty: Monticello Date of Exam:” 9 /15/02  Examievet” RO/@ D
' Initial
ltem Description ' ' a |7b c*
1. Questions and answers technicaily acédrate énd applicable to facility
2, a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions

b._Facility leaming objectives referenced as available

3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percent, and SRO questions are appropriate
per Section D.2.d of ES-401

4. Question selection and duplication from the last two NRC licensing exams
appears consistent with a systematic sampling process

5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled as
iryd'cat,ed‘be]pw (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:
Vthe audit exam was systematically and ' . domly developed; or
— the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
__ the examinations were developed independently; or '
—_ the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or

__ other (explain)
6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 Bank | Modified New
percent from the bank at least 10 percent new,
and the rest modified); enter the actual question
distribution at right 3 q gg
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on Memory C/A
the exam (including 10 new questions) are
written at the comprehension/analysis level; ; 59
enter the actual question distribution at right ‘/az
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously

approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are
assigned; deviations are justified ' :

10. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendix B, guidelinés

1. The exam contains 100, one-point, multiple choice items; the total is correct and
-__agrees with value on cover sheet . O L
L

Printed Name / Signature

3

PR
FEERN

a. Author

b. Facility Reviewer (*)
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#f4 /] 0 Y ssus y { V2N

d. NRC Regional S;pervisor k Shun \ . . qliciony

B/ %02 -

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

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1 42 of 46
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ES-401 Written Examination ™™~

Form ES-401-7

Quality Checklist
Facility: Mgn ticello Date of Exam: 3/ lg/DS Exam Level” ROISRO
Initial
ltem Description ' a b* | o

1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable 1o facility f ‘9/ W % {
2. a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions 19/ W

b. Facility learning objectives referenced as available ﬂ F’ﬁ\
3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percent, and SRO questions are appropriate

per Section D.2.d of ES-401 ¥ |
4, Question selection and duplication from the last two NRC licensing exams

appears consistent with a systematic sampling process
5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled as

if“%ated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate: .~ | | |

Mthe audit exanm « as systematically and randomly déveloped; or™ ~ ’

— the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or %

__ the examinations were developed independently; or

__ the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
___ other (explain)

percent from the bank at least 10 percent new,

6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 Bank | Modified New (9/[’ W

and the rest modified); enter the actual question 4((
distribution at right 5 7 £ 4l
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on Memory C/IA W}Q

the exam (including 10 new questions) are (9/

written at the comprehension/analysis level;

enter the actual question distribution at right £7/7Z 53 % Lgi‘: !5 5
/&I‘ \

8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously -, W
approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are Lo 0/]/ 7
assigned; deviations are justified m L |
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendii B, gdi&elinés d‘/ A
-
11. The exam contains 100, one-point, muitiple choice items; the total is correct and CQ/ %
- __agrees with value on cover sheet - .
Printed Name / Signature Date
a. Author Eﬁs
b. Facility Reviewer (*) ®
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (# 7
d. NRC Regional Supervisor

Yt

%762

Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
#_Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c;” chief examiner concurrence required.
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From Post-Validation Material Submittal

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

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

Form ES-301-5, "Transient and Event Checklist"

Form ES-301-6, "Competencies Checklist"

Form ES-401-7, "Written Examination Quality Checklist’ RO & SRO
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o ﬂ ;xsvé«/

applicants at the designated license level.

ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist Form ES-301-3
Facility: M onticetls : Sl Date of Examination: 9/ 22/ 03 Operating Test Number: (&
. b i T ’ Initials ]
1. GENERAL CRITERIA b " I
. . . a " | 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). % G(V\
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered
during this examination. . M
[ The operating test shall not dupliéate items from the“elibblicant's' audit test(s)(see Section D.1.a). ﬂ’\ /0/
. v 4
d. Overlap with the written examination and between operating test categories is within acceptable %
limits.
[Sr?
e. It appears that the operating test wﬂl differentiate between competent and less-than-competent ﬁt @/ W”

"7 2. WALK-THROUGH {CATEGORY A & B) CRITERIA ~

a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable:

- initial conditions

- initiating cues

- references and tools, including associated procedures

+ reasonable and validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and specific ﬁ\

designation if deemed to be time crifical by the facility licensee

- specific performance criteria that include:
- detailed expected actions with exact criteria and nomenclature
- system response and other examiner cues
- statements describing important observations to be made by the applicant
- criteria for successful completion of the task
- identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards
- restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable

N

N

b. The prescnpted questlons in Category A are predomlnantly open reference and meet the " / A lw /4
criteria in Attachment 1 of ES-301.

c. Repetition from operating tests used during the previous licensing examination is within
acceptable limits (30% for the walk-through) and do not compromise test integrity.

d. At least 20 percent of the JPMs :on each test are new or significantly modified. ,@ﬁ 14 9 M

3. SIMULATOR (CATEGORY C) CRITERIA

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

Printed Name / Signature ) Date

E/féc/ C éﬂf",@m) 7

c. NRC Chief Examiner (#)? I

a. Author

b. Facility Reviewer(*)

d. NRC Supervisor

NOTE: * The facility signature is not applicable for NRC—devéloped tests.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c;” chief examiner concurrence required.

230f 26 NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1




ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-3014

Facility: MONTICELLO Date of Exam: 9/22/03 Scenario Numbers: 17213 Operating Test No. 03-01
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initial
a b* c#
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of .
service, but does not cue the operators into expected events. ék
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. ﬁ“ )
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 ﬁﬁ ‘Q/ ﬁ D
. the expected operator actions (by shift position) m,’
. the event termination point (if applicable) [\
4, No more than one mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario without 0‘”
a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. /O'/
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. (M
7 [V I
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain ¢
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives. ﬂk \¢
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 IJ/A NA A/ {A
given.
Y,
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. A /7/ M
vy
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. I#
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 ﬂ‘ /Q‘/ &
the form along with the simulator scenarios). . /] M.
£ }
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events /@" / r/
specified on Form ES-301-6 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios.
g
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. A s
T
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) Actual Attribgtes | — | — | —
Y1
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) S A A ‘s .. Jﬁ/ 0%
.
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 /27 4+e0Nx OV W
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 3714/ 2 | 5@/
= S
4. Major Transients (1-2) 21212 |H :@/ 22
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 2 /2412 |44 @/
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 2/ 1171 /61’\ '
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 3/312 g
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-3014
Facility: MONTICELLO Date of Exam:; 9/22/03 Scenario Numbers: 41 1 Operating Test No.  03-01
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initial
a b* c#
| —
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of #
service, but does not cue the operators into expected events. ﬁﬂ \
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. g4 v (T%
4 v
3. Each event description consists of
o 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 mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario without Y /q/ 4
a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.
7 T
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. Vil /6[ o(l,d?
LI s
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 N A
given. AJ)R«:
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. il .
N v
9. The scenarios have been validated. Any open simulator performance deficiencies have been 44
evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios. W
A 1
10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. All @/ é#
other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.4 of ES-301. %fl fk”\
T
11.  Allindividual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit 41( ’ @/
the form along with the simulator scenarios). ) {
N’
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events % Q/
specified on Form ES-301-6 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios. %"1
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. W O/
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.4.D) Actual Attributes _L__' 7_ _
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 6/ 1 g WV
N
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 1./ 1 il \W O
3. Abnormal events (2-4) N E T4
N
4. Major Transients (1-2) 1/ 1/ L <>@/ 9}%
5.  EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 17 [/ K w
LR
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 1/ [/ ﬁﬁ kw
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 3/ 1\ V(& :@L
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ES-301

Transient and Event Checklist

Form ES-301-5

OPERATING TEST NO.: 03-01
Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type T
yp ype Number 1 5 3 4
Reactivity 1 1 2 2 5
Normal 3 1 1 1
RO Instrument / 4 g ; g: g g 4, i 3 i
Component 9 ’ g' ’ 6.8
Major 1 7.8 [7,8 |7 7
Reactivity 1 2 2 S
Normal N/A | NJA [ N/A | N/A
As RO Instrument / 2,6 3, 6, 13 2, 3,
Component 8
Maijor 1 7,8 17,8 |7 7
SRO-I
Reactivity 0 1 2 2 5
Normal 1 3 1 1 1
As SRO Instrument / 2 2,4,,13,4,13,4, 12,3 on
56, (586 |6 4
Component 9 9 6.8
Maijor 1 7,8 |7,8 |7 7
Reactivity 0 N/A | NJA | NA | N/A
Normal 1 N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A
SRO-U Instrument / 2 NIA | NIA | NIA | NIA
Component
Maijor 1 N/A [ N/A | NA | N/A
Instructions: (1) Enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for

Author:

NRC Reviewer: ? A Ué)ma ats / G I?"‘*\(S\»\r.»---\b WA

(2)

3

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
Section C.2.a of Appendix D.
Whenever practical, both instrument and component malfunctions should
be included; only those that require verifiable actions that provide insight
to the applicant's competence count toward the minimum requirement.

G M Abr e LT Y

NUREG-1021, Revision 8, Supplement 1



E£S-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6
Bor OATC CRS
pplicant #1 Applicant #2 Applicant #3
'ROJSRO-SRO-U [(ROERONSRO-U RO@%@)&:RO-U
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
1121 3[4} 1]2]13] 4 112]|13] 4
< d PSS & A ,'. o, 3,"/ Z,g,
Understand and Interpret 67| 4,5 43,| 25125116/ 1) 3.5, ?q' Z,?,: 6|56 |45
Annunciators and Alarms gl 7]€7({6 [[78]8]7 $lgal7 |6
S 5 '.IJ 1"’/ JLI 7
Diagnose Events g’t' 4,706,7 2(’:' 27.'(;' 34 3715, 2?,7,' ?,,5, 3, ?@79,
and Conditions 1 8 16,8 g8 |7 |g
434144, 12, [ea412,3, 13,4, L3 | ha3, 1 ng) 1425,
Understand Plant é‘un’ 5,7” h, s’,o, 5};9'7 6 /3 50 4508, t/,;lé, 5,‘41, 4,5,9,
and System Response e @7 1Ty s g 115 28 [7g 167198

. ‘ 3,4, | 14 w148 1243, 3.4, [1h2i3, 2 s (423,
Comply With and o7 5,7’1 L, 54, ;—,-’7, o, g';f =7 w5, 4,55 H,;,b, 45,
Use Procedures (1) 5 ARENFNEE J17s 38 172%9 7 1 28

3,4, | h4, e e, 2,3, ; 3.4,
Operate Control RAEEARSA A PR ;37’ 5,7, [[N/a |Wia [0 | M
Boards (2) 9 b4 b, s 8,9 ) ?

3/L/ WY e, e, 2,3, 3,4, /2.3, %42,3,11,2,3142,3,
Communicate and 6,7 |s,7, Z‘;' sllsd 16 ?:’ 57 456|956 4,56 5.
Interact With the Crew £,9 ! 708189177 £ [ps5285] 7 {28
Demonstrate S iSO iraed I Kadled i

S e nstrate supervisory / . "\ 4,5, L/,S,b’ %5"“‘%51(‘,,
. Ability (3) NI | NIn | NfA nia [[NIA [uja [NIs [N 709781 7 |28
Comply With and i | [n 2 14 |
pig itaia (NI [Nl [R]A in | 3
Use Tech. Specs. (3) o il -
Notes:
(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: Genady M. AL@MM
NRC Reviewer: Pﬂ
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7

Quality Checklist

b. Facility leaming objectives referenced as available

Facility: M oM 711'65 Y74 Date of Exam: 9/»7’? /()3 Exam Leve :9 RO
Initial
ltem Description ' a b* c*
1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility
2. a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions

3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percent, and SRO questions are appropriate
per Section D.2.d of ES-401

4. Question selection and duplication from the last two NRC licensing exams
appears consistent with a systematic sampling process

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

6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 Bank Modified New
percent from the bank at ieast 10 percent new,
and the rest modified); enter the actual question
distribution at right L/ 9 87
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on Memory C/A
the exam (including 10 new questions) are -
written at the comprehension/analysis level; : -
enter the actual question distribution at right L/O (’ o
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously

approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are
assigned; deviations are justified

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

11. The exam contains 100, one-point, multiple choice items; the total is correct and
-__agrees with value on cover sheet

Printed Name / Signature
a. Author Genach M. ALL&'X / ’7 '

b. Facility Reviewer (*) e C. Spf
. NRC Chief Examiner (#) () ST T lzm
d. NRC Regional Supervisor ' ' L

Note: ™ The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c;” chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-7
Quality Checklist
Facility: MOm ‘fico,// o Date of Exam: & /2-2 /03 Exam Level:- RGISRO
Initial
litem Description
1. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility
2. a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions
b. Facility learning objectives referenced as available
3. RO/SRO overlap is no more than 75 percent, and SRO questions are appropriate
per Section D.2.d of ES401
4. Question selection and duplication from the last two NRC licensing exams
appears consistent with a systematic sampling process
5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled as
indicated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:
e audit exam was systematically and randomly developed; or -
__ the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
__ the examinations were developed independently; or
__the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
__ other (explain)
6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 Bank Modified New
percent from the bank at least 10 percent new,
and the rest modified); enter the actual question )
distribution at right ’2 9 gq
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on Memory C/A
the exam (including 10 new gquestions) are
written at the comprehension/analysis level; Z 5‘?
enter the actual question distribution at right / /
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously
approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are
assigned; deviations are justified
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendix B, guidelines
11. The exam contains 100, one-point, multiple choice items; the total is correct and
agrees with value on cover sheet
Printed Name / Signature
a. Author
b. Facility Reviewer (*)
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#)
d. NRC Regional Supervisor
Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c;” chief examiner concurrence required.

'-—’n
116,
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NMC Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant
Committed to Nuclear Excellence Operated by Nuclear Management Company, LLC

October 29, 2003 L-MT-03-078
10 CFR 55.40

Mr. Pete Peterson
NRC Chief Examiner
USNRC, Region Il
801 Warrenville Road
Lisle, IL 60532-4351

MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT
DOCKET 50-263
LICENSE No. DPR-22

OPERATOR LICENSE POST-EXAMINATION DOCUMENTATION — EXAMINATION
SECURITY AGREEMENT

Reference 1: NUREG-1021, Operator Licensing Examination Standards for
Power Reactors, Revision 8, Supplement 1

Reference 2: NMC letter to NRC, “Operator License Post-Examination
Documentation,” dated October 3, 2003

Pursuant to the requirements of Reference 1, Section ES-501, “Initial Post-Examination
Activities,” and as committed to in Reference 2 Nuclear Management Company, LLC
(NMC) is providing the NRC with a completed ES-201-3 form, “Examination Security
Agreement.”

If you have any questions, please contact Gerard Lashinski, General Supervisor,
Operations Training (763-295-1531) or John Fields, Senior Regulatory Affairs Engineer
(763-295-1663).

/7//&

Thomas J. Palmisano
Site Vice President, Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant
Nuclear Management Company, LLC

CC: Regional Administrator, USNRC, Region Ill, w/o
Roger D. Lanksbury, USNRC, Region lil, w/o

Attachment 1

2807 West County Road 75 « Monticelio, Minnesota 55362-8637
Telephone: 763.295.5151 o Fax: 763.295.1454



Attachment 1

NUCLEAR MANAGEMENT COMPANY, LLC
MONTICELLO NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT
DOCKET 50-263

FORM ES-201-3, EXAMINATION SECURITY AGREEMENT

5 pages follow
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MNEP 2003 Teo MRE Exam
ES-201 , . Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of f[/,;"[&'! 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, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licensee’s
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement
action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
~ examination security may have been compromised.

2. ©  Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge 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 | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. -

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

1. Geas M. Aceex T2O NRC Expam Teoom ﬂ%\ (22l AL U 200 f22
2, JoHN U SHRIVER Princle Eagmes/ing AaelpsT v . 12[eefor A~ pAi 10/6lo2
3. Z0LUAS £ LLusdeS (o TRACIR -_Exa DEVELOPER _tfefe3 ] )

4. Ron_L(GLowy THIAT powasbtit — £x A Thm "yl Iefoz ~ JLAY T~ £ 2Y=o7
g:_ Dok Fif*v — ._._Pﬂ.;m;p&ﬁg:. Linsbructer ’ %1 2 Yules
7. {9, i 1;5@«\ 7 ﬁf N L_L;%gogzag
B.J . P ] 4
10.£ au De w T -
11 &Q/f‘ Sa PA i BN/

4R KLING, @w_&«m .sJ,.,
eLL »J- IORFQ [ o
'ﬁ-M / Tl W?ru./uﬂ’\r‘ eFr

NO'_I'ES.
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ES-201 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 1“5 ‘0) as of the
date of my signature. 1 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, | am aware of the physical security measures and requnrements (as documented in the facility licensee's
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement
action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, 1 did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of ‘r)[a-z[q} . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

1. __dhetd ‘Pns‘\idk Ye‘w{or f intee ATLA) O‘mﬁ/ ‘Jﬂd‘r} _ Ol o ,3103
2. CLAODE_BAA ConTeol SUPY- el Y2751 » e 2O ~ZET
3. Laevt V. Corlse NLPEGRO 4 /,,74" 'V, [ dC b-23-03 oA _[o~3-a3
4. WLHAM BD__ERGEN 1}\/\/ ;’;E -i')/%o _ Ao _ %} b29-03 B _lo:3:2>
5. Jerr, = ¢+ RO ' £ S — ___g-12-03 dpdp—F_ __9-26-03
? E,ii?w. Er;irom Sheft Manager J K K2 / £ 120 ﬁ bu T Y derty T-:26-03
Ason S Kimoren _ CRS J rr e 8r12:03 ' . 2-26-03
4 L}é@;\—_ NPE$ Po Tt l o loge 3207 B 2l F DRns? Fdiaz
9. A LN gf 2l At ' dv2 / : _,@“
10.S¢corr A. Cres/ak NAPED ,’ 81303 4 ‘o"?/ wola M, 1O-3-03
11. Mfllc‘ﬁhf\ ﬂ &W Tm_g_ m .{,K___ ___ ' S, .nr,‘/’/ — 11[' A — ——?yjﬁ
12 ML_ _tasgd _ ,,ﬂl/ﬁi/n' . M .-* "?.y’.'" _ /o

13 7' T ,//,' & /f_;____ A ._., P-26-03
mﬂ&@c / A P e tlyeiton /441@
15 .&Qu.?__,g_ast( = 74 bs. Lo/l

NOTES:
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ES-201 : 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 ZAS/ e3 asofthe
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 1 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. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that

~ examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of “7;7&20 3 . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. '

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE  SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

1.8 _Poter Kamaced  1Pero )

2.';&%. scnen, _ pIPE |20 S10%;

3. Oames Koveol'  ~ NLPGH/ RO Q;%
AN

o\ 2

P
RS

4 Rwice T Seck  _HO™M _ A VIR Y
5@_?;2&:2‘ ;sif 2 GsoT. ' S el prl
6._Kavin_ HrUGeN SHFET_MINGGR Y )

7. .

8

9.
10.
1.
12.
13.
14. ' N
15. :

NOTES:
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MM ED 2003 I¢U NP“C (= xem

. E5207 - Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3
o

1. Pre-Examination 4 . !

-l acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of _7//5/03 _ as of the

* date of my signature. | 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. | 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 requwements (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. | willimmediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that

examination securlty may have been compromised.

"2, Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of _7/22/p3 . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
., Instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specmcally

- noted below and authorized by the NRC. - i

. PRINTED NAME JOBTITLE/ RESPONSlBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENO;I"E
V1. Getaan M. Acesx L0 N2 g Towm i ‘é)ﬂi’/(%\ lolss XA 40 foz
2. JoHN V SHRIVE anxc»?h. E-‘\S\V\O-ef"\’y AT [ v - _ 12 [nfor
3. INLIAS B Lot 1slES . LonrTRACIoR - Exard DEVELOPER 7/2%&1_/,______ c,dr-zz__ _ﬂﬁéf(w_ _/_,léjL
4. Row L,J:_G-ut-d ﬂPinmAMvt LXBrn T L4 : . [__
5 Pirk m‘v Feine; g__ﬂf.s__ﬁv_.:[z&e{a/ 4 (o003 "D7hy I l_wﬁ'___
fkﬁéé‘g; bz.m\/ Cng'neay _J_M ben) l~/6-'03 T AT A _4;&% ;\4@5 _
'5;;‘.1-7 ")/r(’uu« b?\\l\ Ty cﬁm Dty pexl (J’/'—téﬂv\./ \\l 3¢ ket Efﬂtk 1“21
-1 8. ' ; Qaﬁf?’a/ /o7 ‘/)1/&-62%&/’/« Lt “‘/.)'{ £ 7‘3? ﬂ:- . '
L - - e Aled s 1o (\,u; v ) 7 : ‘;::_% ok "/’UJ»J } Lt /Jg e e eds
".10/7au DcL. e TdC g.ﬂtc:cilsT & .,D‘.-.RM\—%/ 42

11. &élif T Phoy i) EAL 0 S aks Dfife e ,/Om/,c/

12. 4 . I AN Lé w‘\(( L(.OL~~ S«unu
1377~ LL(J_»%H rf PRA Epucer
14 L 1E ot i T Aypig P € P

15Tt /:én[mu P Tkl Ttz e tun
NOTES:
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- ES-201 ~ 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 “7//5/¢3 _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. 1 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 reqmrements (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
=3 action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
- examination security may have been compromised. :

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 % . From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, { did not

. Instruct, evaluate, or prowde performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specmcally
noted below and authorized by the NRC. - !

i
i

2. Post-Examination

PRINTED NAME JOBTITLE/ RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATENOTE

i . ’ \r 7 o o ‘ ) : 2 oo
S0t Gawan M. Aceex 1O AR e Tem A cad abalss AR 8406 fn2

2. J0HN VU SHRIVEL Princfle Eq;\nﬂﬂ/"\:‘y g Ay 1 v N 12[1ef0t

3. DNLLAS £ Lt iMES  (ontTRHIR - Exard DEVELOPER _(Jefio( et a s (o3

4. Ron_t4G-Lows SHIAT MANBGAL — £ XAy TAMM 1/t /o2 .

5. Divk_Foshe P_Lm4/1_0£.5_ Z—‘m[zne{n/ DD [ -$-03 DD,

6 A.ALASa &3_ Za¥) ap{ heey M e 11603 DnpeicdS)

/L : V)J\\l\ Sen 'k\ Ay, Dhgr g gy (éj..{‘k._ 2 e ﬂm (=21-63 . e

A?/)ﬁ//f / 24 - \&/WA/’ . d il /)’/ff @ “"A}t ' ﬁz
;/(\//ul{” “)U;./l«r?l &w_’_%p__ﬂm ?Q./ /1, [LLJ( ,_/)

Td e SpeciddiT hoose] abufos
- 13 ENIE 1 2y fid nder_ Dpftdecdd e ,/;)w/ Ay b : '
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