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ES-201 Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1
Facility: _H. B. Robinson Date of Examination: 8/27 - 9/10/2004
Examinations Developed by: %I NRC (circle one)

\\._/
Target Chief
Date* Task Description / Reference Examiner's
Initials
-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b) rfa
-120 2. NRC examiners and facility contact assigned {(C.1.d; C.2.8} rfa
-120 3. Facility contact briefed on security & other requirements (C.2.c) rfa
-120 4. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.d) exl
[-90] [5. Reference material due (C.1.e; C.3.c)] rfa
-75 6. Integrated examination outline(s) due (C.1.e &f; C.3.d) rfa
-70 7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided rfa
to facility licensee (C.2.h; C.3.6)
-45 8. Proposed examinations, supporting documentation, and rfa
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) rfa
-14 10. Final ficense applications due and assignment sheet prepared rfa
(C.1.; C.2.g; ES-202)
-14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee rfa
review (C.2.h; C.3.)
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f & h; C.3.g) rfa
-7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by rfa
NRC supervisor {C.2.i; C.3.h)
-7 14, Final applications reviewed; assignment sheet updated; waiver rfa
letters sent (C.2.g, ES-204)
15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed with rfa
-7 facility licensee and authorization granted to give written exams

(it applicable) (C.3.k)

-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions rfa
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.
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ES-201 Examination Outline Quality Checklist Form ES-201-2

—

22 AFT
Facility: Robinson Date of Examination: 8/30/2004
- Initials
Item Task Description a o | o
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model per ES-401. JGA MV %
b. A§sess thether the outline was systematically and randpmly prepared_in accordance JGA |’ 3
with Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled. A A
c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. | JGA )1\.— \\;
. Assess yvhether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are JGA /«
appropriate. }11» ‘
N

NiZMmH—A—-DE
=%

a. using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number | JGA
of normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, and major transients.

b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected JGA
number and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and
rotation schedule without compromising exam integrity; ensure each applicant can be
tested using at least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are
duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s)*, and scenarios will not be repeated on
subsequent days.

&

-0

=

c. Tothe extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative and | JGA
quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D.

3 a. Verjfy that: JGA
the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks,

5T T
&|

V,V no more than 30% of the test material is repeated from the last NRC examination,
T {3)* no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s) and
\'(i'l o more than 80% of any operating test is taken directly from the licensee’s exam
banks.
b. Verify that: JGA
@ tshl; tasks are distributed among the safety function groupings as specified in ES-
12{ ~one task is conducted in a low-power or shutdown condition,
L})’ g 4 — 6 (2-3 for SRO-U) of the tasks require the applicant to implement an alternate
path procedure,
{4y cne in-plant task tests the applicant's response to an emergency or abnormai
_condition, and
(5{ the in-plant walk-through requires the applicant to enter the RCA. R .
C/(ferify that the required administrative topics are covered. JGA M A
dybeﬁmline if there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix of | JGA )7/\1 \%
applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days.
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered in | JGA h/L N
the appropriate exam section. P
G b. Assess whether the 10CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. JGA |4 ;‘-” \\\
E ¢. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. JGA | \Q
E d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. JGA n\ \\‘
i e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. JGA )’l/‘/ \\}
L f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). JGA | )/\\ﬁ
o/ Signpture Date,
a. Author M $/26/0
b.  Facility Reviewer () _ L/2/0Y
c.  NRC Chief Examiner (#) = - AL Rl LD Jt{/d 7/0 G
d. / 7 fa 2 [

NRC Supervisor @;’ﬂ/o[ﬂ pes” / M A{rﬁ‘/;;éfzi

NOTE: * Not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “¢”, chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-201

Examination Qutline Quality Checklist
Final

Form ES-201-2

Facility:

Robinson Date of Examination:

8/30/2004

ltem

Task Description

Initials

1.

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

JGA

Assess whether the outhine was systematically and randomly prepared in accordance
with Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled.

JGA

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

JGA

Y
p
B

Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are
appropriate.

JGA

Nlzma4-333

I —w

using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number
of narmal evolutions, instrument and component failures, and major transients.

JGA

¥
{
&

Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected
number and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and
rotation schedule without compromising exam integrity; ensure each applicant can be
tested using at least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are
duplicated from the applicants' audit test(s)*, and scenarios will not be repeated on
subsequent days.

JGA

To the extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative and
guantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D.

JGA

~~3

Verify that:

(1) the outline(s) contain{s) the required number of contral room and in-plant tasks,
(2) no more than 30% of the test material is repeated from the last NRC examination,
(3)* no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit tesl(s) and

(4) no more than 80% of any operating test is taken directly from the licensee’s exam
banks.

JGA

~b

Verify that:

{1} the tasks are distributed among the safety function groupings as specified in ES-
301,

(2) one task is conducted in a low-power or shutdown condition,

(3) 4 -6 (2-3 for SRO-LJ) of the tasks require the applicant to implement an alternate
path procedure,

(4) one in-plant task tests the applicant's response to an emergency or abnormal
condition, and

{5) the in-plant walk-through requires the applicant to enter the RCA.

JGA

N

~§

Verify that the required administrative topics are covered.

Determine if there are encugh different outlines to test the projected number and mix of
applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days.

»

mrrIMZ2MGO

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

Assess whether the 10CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate.

Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5.

Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections.

Check the entire exam for balance of coverage.

~lo|laio|o

Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job levei (RO or SRO}.

Auther

& 0 o

Facilty Reviewer {*)
NRC Chief Examiner (#)
NRC Supervisor - 4 p;

rintecy Name// ature
Joseph G. Arsenault M
3 ¢ 4 |

TeydL € Ml

NOTE: * Not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

# Independent NRC reviewer initial tems in Column "c”, chief examiner concurrence required,

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 8
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ROBTNSON TRAINING

14:42 FAX 843 857 1888

0
16 04 0O7:58s5
Feb 16 G4 11:30a

I'l

09/,28/2004

"~

Ma«:

Joe Arsenault

535-1307

(6231
860~739-9475

Jacqueline Schelkly

Feb 18 D4 0O8:53a

——

Jue Arsgnault

I623) S35-1307

foz.r«}s onJ

ES-201 Examinetion Sacurily Agreement ; Farm ES-201.-3
1, ination ' R 8/2‘7/‘;/ aierTeN

2t ,-" :r' - .
! acknowledge Lhat ! have acquired speclalized knowladge ahout the NRC licansing axarn:‘_riauans schadulad:for the waek(s) of 3/
dale of my signatire. | agree that | whi not knowingly divulge any information about | 5
gk 16ose. appicaniy-scheduled io be

admindsterad {hese licsnsing examinstions from this date unfil completion of examinaghn adminisiration, excEptas:specifically fioled beiow and )
outharized by lha NRC. Furtharmore, | am awars of the physical security measureg.and requirérifents {as dooumgn!bdfﬁﬁ facility fcensee's
pracedures) and understand that violalian of the concitions of this sgreement may rsult inCanicaiialion of the exany

A Nigations and/or an enforcement
acion agalnst me or e faciity licensss. | wid mmadiately repart to facility manageitBat or. the NRC chief examinar any indications 07 suggestions that
axamination securily may have bgen compromised. et

, f as of the
5 examinalions o A parsans who have rol been authorized

£ .

2 PostExamnsiion RN
Ta tha best of my knowladge, | did not divulge lo any unauthorized persons 3 /¥ Iﬁ!orfnajion cnm;imh_\g ihe NRC licensing exsminations administered
during the week(s) of #7840, From the dale that | enlerad Into this r,sai:uﬁty agraemant untll the completion of examination adminigiration, | dig not

insiruct, avaiuals, or provide performanca feadback to those applicants who were administered thess fcensing examinations, except as specifically
noted balow and autharized by the NRC. et Ag T E ;

PRINTEONAME  JOB TITLE JRESPONSIBILITY.

1 ' (1 - DATE  [SIGNATURE (2} A TE
- LA y-. g» 759 A 148 4°4ﬂ_£:ék7 ty;%g;
;. ] i 2 ;. " - 1 14 v *L:,ﬁ 7] - _
1. Ak : ' STB hetds i ﬁ” (el T b AR T 77
4

oy . YShY Aok L9737t
1. 3AGED KHACFAY M TR iR eilide p Ll o STifef bl =
8. Fiscen £ TooD a3 L R : :
9 .')'inn-; me gt
1050 44
La!

25025 NHUREGR. 4114 R—a ..

el oA
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ROBINSON TRAINING

09/28/2004 TUE 14:42 FAX 843 857 1838

Foo3

™
|
4
~ - I ' ) ——
&l ES-201 Examination Security Agresment Farm ES-201-3
m .;'f:-_ ’
" v emeamten 4 £, Kobrosea . £ ¥er wam
g { acknowledge that [ have acquired speciaized inowiadge about the NRC licensing nxa!ﬁhahms sﬁﬁﬂufﬁd‘fgg@e week(s) of f{ -ﬁ_"[’f as of tha
1 date of my signalurs. | agres thal | wil nat knowingly divuige any Information about thiesé éxamination§ do-any. paisons who haveiot been authorized
_ by the NRC chief examiner. | understand thal | arm not o instruct, evaluats, or provide performance feedback to fhode applicant scheduled io be
oo administered lhese ficensing axaminations from this date until complation of examingtion adminisifation, excifyak spurificaly.noted below and
o 12 authorized by tha NRC. Furthermars, | am aware of the physical security measure§ and.raquiréfents (as docurrgnlad:in the taciity licensee's
Lrie procedures) and urnderstand that violation of the conditions af his egreament may
5 action against me or the facility bcensee. | will immediately report to facility managart
g exarsination security may have baen compromised.
1
o 2 Post-Examination
@
To the best of my knawledge, 1 did not divulge to any unaufhorized persons; iigibe
during the week(s) of iz . From the date that{ entered into this unifil the comnplation of exammation administritlon, | did not
Instruct, avaiuste, or provide performance feadback (o thoge applicanty prad the$H licensing examinalions, except as speciiically
noted below and authorized by the NRC. - =
) PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBIL!T}( : DATE SIGNATURE (2} DATE NOTE
g ezpk‘\ —_—T ézft’f)? %’ P ’
: [ﬁ o 2 Zoh ke R P_TLrahhedm—fi X
&3 3 ’ ofof
r ry 4,
c|3 5.4
v 6. o
[+
ol w 7. La afsfo
)k OFF —2% foy
n .
n 10.
© 11.
w & 13
= 14, __
ol m 18,
X NOTES:
aj b4
| o
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TRATNING

ROBTNSON

14:43 FAX 843 857 1888

Sep 02 04 05:20p

T

9/2872004

860-739-9475

Jacqueline Schelkly

r.2

535-1307
p.1
mal

6231
BE0-739-3475

Joe Arsenault

» M3kt 16 04 07:58a

Jacqueline Schelklys

Fea YE 08 0@:%53a

6 04 11

Fab

S35~ 1307

Jo= Arsenaule

‘ Aoguisons - .

Es-2b1 Endminalion Sscurlly Agreement s ~ - FemESING
’ *h < .

! PreEamietion SN 8/27Ay drrrev

1mmﬁnum-aequmqmammwhmimu?wméé ' gt tha waek(s) of L/ arcfihg

dela ol oy signslure. | agres that | will not nowingly diviige any infarmation sbow th waminalions lo i who havy ol baen sutharized

by ihe NRC chiat sxaminer. ) undrstend ihat | am nal o instuct, svaluals, or i -

e 8. soplicepii-schoduled o ba
mmmmmmmmmmnmwunmmamarmm m adminjsiraficn, Spcificall i
lﬂMﬂudW"uHﬂ&l%mmmuﬂJIMHﬂmd%lﬂmmﬂluww i ie (o i
procadicas) snd undersiand that vielalian of Ihe eanditions of s agrsement may fagdlf bemicalation of (v
acion againel e or the facilly icenser. | will immuzstaly repart {0 lacilly manegelinLor fus NAC chief axaminar any indications o7 suggesbions that
axsminaiion sacurly may have baan compromisd, PR '

e EE . 4
e AR

2 PostExamingfon “ SUE

LY T

Tothe besl of my knowledge, | did not divuige % eny unsuthorized umgiiﬁlﬁlofr'nalion mn&:ﬂgpm'mc ficensing examinafons agministersd

diring ™ woek({s) of . menmm1muhlomﬂcmamﬁtwuﬂg&wﬁmmmmwmmmlmnot
inrue, Bvahials, or provids perfomtance fadback to thoss applicantdwha were admiriiitered hesé Fovning examinalions, axcept as apecifically
rnled balow and aviarized by the NRC., A ?
PRINTEDNAME  JOBTITLE/RESPONSIILTY”  ,  SISWAFURE (i) - DATE
T - ‘-"'f.i y i\*)’)" N ’ ‘
1. e N AL S P e
2 J Atah Resistart UM T U I
30 .m;r ead OfS Tn TR mlc::wz.;gr
4 JA2 / Inacachy R i 2R
' LB TRASE o, “‘“"f‘ T

L pedi W

qg'-f’;'-feé:'.!;"
LY i
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ROBINSON TRAINING

09/28/2004 TUE 14:44 FAX 843 857 1888

dous

8565-339-40008

Llowd

James

Sep 03 U4 07:00a

E5-201 Examination Security Agreement L Form ES-201-3

1. Pra-Examination // g %{,,7534
8 week|s) of JZ j”ﬂ’f as of the
ns whe have not been authorized

I acknowledge thal | have acquired spacialized knowledge about the NRC licensing & iy |
date of my signature. [ agrae that | will not knowingly divulge any information about thesd examinatio

appiicants-scheduled to be
f__ca!;y Toted below and

by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that! am not fo instruct, evaluale, or provide-performance’ eedb"ﬁ("ﬁ'
administared these licensing examinations from this date unil completion of examination admlmsfraﬂon excepik
authorized by the NRC, Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measure&
procedures) and understand that violafion of the conditions of this agreemant may G
action against me or the facility licensee. | wil immediately report to facility manager
examination security may have been compromised,

fis andfor an enforcement
#NRC chief exarniner : any indications or suggestions that

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowi ge | did nat divulge to any unauthorized persons;
during ths week(s) of - From the date that | entered into this gt

instruct, evaluate, or pfovi e performance fesdback to those appbcant&ﬁho we'
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILI

s mzs/(’ Lyl Exam %mm&v‘}

“.

DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE

/1%/@( Z/zf/fyM%{ YWfoy
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ROBINSON TRATINING

FAX 843 857 1888

14:45
JUL-0F~2004 TUE 05:03 P EREC

09/28/72004 TUE

01

19183623446

Robinsen NRC Written Examination Agreement

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

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowtadge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC ficensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of _8/27/04 — %3104

ag of the date of my signatre. ] agree that | will not knowingly divuige any informatlion about these exarninations lo any persons who have not bean
authorized by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to
be adrinistered these ficensing examinations from this date unti completion of examination administration, except as spacitically noted below anxd
authorized by the NRC. Furthermare, { am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documenled in the facility licensoe’s
pracedures) and understand that violalion ot the conditions of this agreernent may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an erdorcernent action
against me or the faciiity liconsee. | will inmediately raport to faciiity management or the NRC chiet 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 conceming the NRC ficensing examinations administered
during the week(s) ot 8/27/04 — 9/3/04. From the date that [ entered into this security agreement untii the compietion of examination administration, | did
not instruct, evaluals, or provide performance feedback 1o those applicants who were administered these kcensing examinations, except as specitically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

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

A upaprmian . ST o
:J_dm L. Car &% Suvprr Ml /4/4,;? ﬂ'l

DEND O @M

25 0f25 NUREG-1021, Draft Ravision 9



oot

ROBINSON TRAINING

14:45 FAX 843 857 1888

09/28/2004 TUE

L%&és NRC. SBO WWermrmn Exam A yee oyt

Examination Security Agreement

ES-201 Form ES-201-3

1 Pre-Examination

0% as cf the
beeh authorized
cheduled o be
oted balow and
Bments (as doculigd . acillty licensee's
ncellation of the exan Ms and/or an enforcement
&NRC chief examiner any indications cr suggestions that

by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct evaluate, or provigh
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of exami
authorized by the NRC. Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measurad
procedures) and understand that viclation of the conditions of this agresment may
action against me or the facility licensee. 1 will immediately report to facility managert
examinaticn security may have been compromised,

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, | ¢id not divulge to any unauthorized persong
during the week(s) of . From the date that | entered into this
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applica

noted be'ow and authorized by the NRC. ¥

NRC licensing sxaminations administered
pletion of examination administration, | did not
icensing examinations, except as specifically

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILIR

Michgek e ihilbaz  Lend o5 Fuisrpe e

DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE

Lo by 1Y

CENONE LN

NOTES:
3601/@ Yy,
Y, o i
Heeei NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9
2L SED g e

SXO e aMmcy&wmymnmg
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~ [doos
P, 01

181936234486

FRX NO.

F43 957 I8€F

ROBINSON TRATNING
CP&L BNP EOF 1

FAX 843 857 1888

14:46
THU 11:07 FAX 4008
SEP-09-2004 THU 11:03 AM EREC

09/28/72004 TUK
08/08-/04

MIRE  MILECLE

Robinson NRC Written Examination Agreement
ES-201 Examinalion Security Agreement Form ES-201-3
1. Pre-Examination

I acknowiedge thal [ have acquited spectalized knowladge ahou! the NAG licensing examinations schedkied for the week(s) ol _/77/04 - 304

as of e date of my signature. | agree thai i will not kmowingly divulge any informafion about these examinations o any persons viho have not haen
authorized by the NRC chief examiner. undarstand thal § am nol to insirucl, evaluats, or provide perormance leedback to those applicants schedulad to
be adwinislered these licansing examinations from this dale until completion of examinalion administration, except as speciically noled befow and
authorized by the NRG. Furthermore, | am aware of ihe physical security measures and requirements (as documenled in the faciRy ficensae's
procedures) ard undarstand that violation of the condions of this agreement may tesull in cancellation of the axaminations andor an enforcement action

aganst me or the faciity ficensee. | will immediately reporf to lacility managemen! or the NRC chiel examiner any ndications or suggestions that
examinafion security may have been compromised,

2. Post-Examipation

To the best of my knawledge, | did not divulge Yo any unautharized persons any information cenceming the NRC licensing examinations adrministered
during \he weel(s} of 8/27/0d — 6/404. From lthe dale thal | enteved into this security agresement until the completion of examination adminisration, 1 gid

not instruct, avaluale, or provide performance feedback 1o those applcants who were administared these ficensing examinations, excepl as specilically
noted helow and autharized by the NRC.

PRENTED NAME JOB TITLE/ RESPONSIRNITY SIGNATURE {t) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1.4 E;La ‘.Cu'az Sopgrmiom - %‘d %o% P-4
2 2 0 Y
9 gyt T ff asee [ ors-wee il . oy .
4 Curd Roherd By? off TRNG [NITRWLIBA Wil Gedtoted  9-9-0v
5. _Tis €LY A —5A0
8. m Drdo Mussgzpnad- Asd =
7. ol Sew - _Laty
8 Tamezs 0'\, IR0 - B- Shaft

Hajwty
5

7oy
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ROBINSON TRAINING

14:47 FAX 843 857 1888

SEP-15-2004 WED 12:22 PM E&EC

09/28/2004 TUE

ldoo0g

P. 02

18193623448

FAX NO.

Robinson NRC Written Examination Agreement

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Fom ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge tha! | have acquired spaciakized knowiedge about the NRC ficensing examinations scheduled tor the week(s) of B/27/04 - 9/3/04 -

as of the dale of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divuige any information about these examinations 1o any persons who have not been
authorized by the NRC chiel examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluats, or provicde performance fesdback to those appiicants scheduled to
be administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, excepl as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC. Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as decumented in the facility licensee's
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in canceifation of the examinations andfor an enlorcemant action

againstme or the facly licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that
exam nation security may have besn compromised.

2. Post-E naltio

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any intormation cancerming the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 8/27/04 ~ 9/3/04. From the dale that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administratian, | did

not instruct, evaluate, or provide perfomance leedback to lhose applicants who were adminisiered thesa licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
lt L C Copnd pap

Jobhs L. Lar Supfrmion « rPpsece /& ov Q7-vid
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3. fav AT i Use [ orslwee o 2 o AN 4 Gy
4. _Curl Rodert  Awro N ETRUL DL, 1ialeld ~ _ _
5._Tin~ €WOLW sd -gno Jerjeny Iz a Wviny
6. idggffe  Pafe Mansgenant AMF T ¥ Fae Midk afoy
7 4 Seo -8 LT i 2 VE e g
8. Tamie O%Wee SRe - .- shift 12y ,‘ﬂl"ﬂ
9.
10.
11.
2
13.
14.
15.
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535-1307

860-739-9475

(623)
62

Joe Arsenault

16 04 07:58a
Feb 16 04 11:30s

Ma.

p-1
p.i

535-1307

Jacaqueline Schelkly
Joe Arsenault

S3a

feb 16 04 0O4&

fbl’fa:lj on)

€8-201 Examination Securily Agreement s "~ Form ES-201-3

1, Pre-Examination SR / 27ﬁy bieTTEN
i S
| acknowledge thal | have acquired specialized knowledge aboul the NRC licansing axarrunauons scheduhd for the waek(s) of 3/30/6 as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divuige any information about lhese en(ammaﬂms to dmt arsans who have nol been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understend that | am nat to Instruct, evaluate, or providigparformance’| fébdba Igu’lﬁosa app!came scheduled Lo be
administerad these Licansing examinations from {his date untii completion of exa rmrp,lgbn udmlrushaﬁun exce’ﬁtgs,spwﬁca!fy rioted below and
suthorized by lha NRC. Furthermora, | am aware of the physical security measursgand requmenﬂents {as documﬂladnmwlammy feansee's
procedutes) and undsrstand that violation of the conditions of this agreemant may r‘émlthcaﬂcallailon of the examlgahons and/or an enforcement
action agalnst me or the fadility licensaa. ) wit immaediatety repor! fo facillty manugeﬂﬂn[ur ;hn NRC chief examinar any indications or suggestions that

axamination securily may have bean compramised.

2, Post-Examinatio il'? -' T o

Tao the bast of my knowledge, | did not divuige to any unauthorized persons an"\j hl’mmahon cnm:smingma NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of #27 #$/o. From tha date thal | entered Into this secuirity agraemant unil the completion of examination administration, | did not

Inairuct, avaluate, or provide performance feadback {o those applicants who werg admmistaud thesa ficensing examinations, except as specifically
noted batow and avihorized by the NRC. . Ay . )

PRINTEONAME  JOB TTTLE /RESPONSIBILITY

2.
1. Mic ;
4, é
5.
L So el TH

1@&..&1-
B. /e ST 2 ToDD

9. :)’fmr—\-e mc K«rsh*
10 deg
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e
A
L
5 i ES-201 Examination Security Agreement . e Form ES-201-3
m i . ’ .‘;‘ . ‘_ s y et
- | 1. Pre-Examination // % i 27 wi
: | l g- 05’149”’ ‘,‘,;-fl. j‘, s X
g | acknowiadge that [ have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations schigdy the week(s) of 2/I¥ s of the
n ‘ date of my signature. | agree (hal | will not knowingly divuige any Information about ﬂ;h{sewmlmﬂgnﬁ;@'@ny paisons who havenot been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluats, of provigq;performance’feédbaq;';to.mos_e_l_gppIica,q@?;échedu!ed 1o be
™ i administared these licensing examinations from this date until complation of examination adnﬁqi_gﬁh an, excafl; Beifically noted halow and
o2 authorized by the NRC. Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measure§ and requirSients (as documénted i the facility ficensea’s
0 e procedures) and understend that violation of the conditions of tis agreament may reésUk cancefiation of the exaitfiatiofis andfor an snforcement
o action against me or the facifity licensee. { willimmediately report o facility manageimaf },NRC chiof examiner any indications or suggestions that
‘;’, axamination security may have been compromised. . .
1
n 2 Posi-Examination
» . . SR i
To the best of my knowledge, | did not divuige to any unauthorized persons:an Tiation con NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of GizM/30 . From the date that | entered into this Eeiiiy.a completion of examination adminis(ration, | did not
instruct, evaluata, or provida performanca feadback to those applicantgiwho werk B licensing examinations, excapi as specifically
nated below end avthorized by the NRC. &
" PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILI a__g;&?mungs_ : DATE  SIGNATURE(2)  DATE NOTE
2| JER ——’;’1':-_jrﬂf5 AL / yd é{ﬂ/ﬂ //f rarak A 4 EArnd_ Z#%/7Y
D lgrlaetad G X P, L P L VIV PR = Y
¢ o 5 - Aot~ 0 danid 0o 2fof
vog 4. LvE (Lo & et
T, - 5, b b 7
6. ; Qw 5ﬁ'i{.h1g R q
Gl w 7. _Ratr_sTEDm A \assd
i L O - -—_'7’ B- ‘- = . .~ i ) A
E Fe 9. \ ]
i 10. I
11.
- 12
n' T 13. .
[:: o 14,
o 15 e e n
< .
o E NOTES:
L) o
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860-739-9475

Jacqueline Schelkly

20p

Sep 02 04 05:

- Ma® 16 D4 07:5Ba

2

p.1
p-1

535 -1307

860 -739-9475

I1623)
1623} S35-1307

Jacaueline Schelkly
Joe Arsenaule

Joe Arsenault

Feb 16 04 11:30m

Febh 168 04 DB:53a

A%&hubnl ) X
€S-201 Examinalion Sacurlly | Agreement . 5 Form ES-2013
1. PuEminl SV 8/27Ay sorre’

1 acknowledge thal t hava Atquirag speciaiizad knowladge aboui e NRC licensing enn\imlson: ldudlhﬂol' o wuek(x) of 3/39 aofbs

by the NRC chisf examiner. | unduerstand that | am nol to insuiudt, evaluale, or provid

administead \hesa licansing sxaminations from ihis date uotli complelion of examing!

eutharkzed by the NRC. Furhermors, 1 am awsnt of the physical sacurily mlnmnd (] !l (as
proceduces) sné undarsiand that violation of tha canditions of (s sgreement may rlq_ﬁhumhlhn ofihe

dule of my sgnature, | agran that | will net knowingly divuige any information sbout g
n ldnmsh&nn.

0y

: who havg not been guthorized

mluw’ oduled ip by
ioted beiow and

lbiﬁn il (acTity foansee's

it andjor an wnforcament

action agalnst me or tha facilily icenses, § will immedistely repor 1o facilly mnamﬂ!ﬂuﬂumc chlef azaminar any Indicafions a7 suggastions (hal

axaminalinn securlly may have basn compromised, s
' t -t .- w

"

Ta the bes! of my knowledge, | did nat diveige o any unsutharzed umgiﬁi Ihlolmabon mmninpﬂ NRC ficonsing sxaminations administered
during the week(s)of . From iha dele thal ] salarad tolo this murlv agtaeminl unkl the completion of axamination adminiairsitan, | did nat
Wvuet, avalusla, o provide perfomsnce fesdback fo thesa appﬂun[l fwha wers u(mlrunmd mm Ficansing examminalionn, except as apecificatly

noted balow and suharized by iha NRC. A i

[l 2!
o

PAINTEDNAME  JOB TITLE /RESRONSIBILITY m

"""”L._L'"f'ﬂ A,,.J

:r.vJ i
x\- ,j,,..

t’_!!?'lt -
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856-339-4008

Lloyd

James

Sep 03 04 07:00a

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

1. Pre-Examination /6/ g /4 { ey B
| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examlnatlons I for.the week(s} of X( /Zf’[(’/_‘ as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinati rsons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or prowdeperfonnancefiéedback those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination adminjstration, excep! spscrﬂcaiiy noted below and
authorized by the NRC. Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures-and equunments (as documg ir-the facility licenses's

procedures) and understand that viclation of the conditions of this agreement may res ittin cancellation of the examminations and/or an enforcement

action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report fo facility managem -NRC chief examiner ény indications or suggestions that
examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

! & NRC licensing examinations adminisiered

during the week(s) of From the date that | entered into this secu ipletion of examination administration, | did not

instruct, evaluate, or pfovide performance feadback to those applica
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

To the best of my knnwhe%gez | dig not divulge to any unauthorized persons '

PRINTED NAME JOBTITLE / RESPONSIBILITY{?:- DATE SIGNATU?Z) DATE NOTE

Vémﬂs A _Lhyd EXn) //’/;ﬂdmf ; _ // /3;/( 2/2%’V//9m% _%f/w

—L

o N ® ;RN

-
o

—a
N =

—
L

e
R

-
o

NOTES:
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FAX NO.

Robinson NRC Written Examination Agreement

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form £5-201-3

JUL-06-2004 TUE 05:03 PM EREC

1. Pre-Examination

{ acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s} of 8/27/04 - 9/304

as of the date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divilge any information about these examinations lo 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 untii 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 viotation ot the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations andfor an enforcernent action
against me or the tacilily licensee. (| will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chiet 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 conceming the NAC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) ot B/27/04 — 9/3/04. From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion ot examination administration, | did
not instruct, evaluate, or provide performanca feedback to those applicants who were administered these icensing examinations, except as specitically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

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

e ppmion R 0
Joh» arngy _ Supkr W/é/%; 2/l ov

—h

WONONRWN

T

e
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H-Aef;\s NRC Se0 Weoten) Exawm Agyecment
ES-201 Examination Security Agreement

Form £S-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing exgleias he week(s) of 8 &7/0% as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about # examinatiogSyE . been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or pro Derforman celifed RNt i cheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examirin adminjgiwtion, exc¥ o igrioted below and
authorized by the NRC. Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measure ents (as docu facility licensee's
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may cellation of the exargg@@®ns and/or an enforcement
action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility manage 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 person g8 B tion concolERES NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week{(s} of . From the date that [ entered into this 38 until the Mpletion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applica gpno we , ed thege licensing examinations, except as specifically

noted beiow and authorized by the NRC.
PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILI]g
Micdeed . \lbes Lend P Tusimer

DATE _ SIGNATURE (2)  DATE NOTE

_ T

COND O A WN

NOTES:
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19193623448

FaX NO.

43 96 7 I8€F

CP&L ENP EOF 1
&

FAX 4006

11:07

AT MIKE MY LEEL

THU
SEP-09-2004 THU 11:03 AN EREC

09/08/04

Robinson NRC Written Examination Agreecment

£S5-201 Examination Securiy Agreement Form ES-201-3

B Pra-Examination

| acknowledge thai | have acquired specialized knowladge about the NRG licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) ol _8/27/04 — 8/3/04

as of ha date of my signalure, | agree thal | will not knowingly divulge any informalion abou! these examinations to any persons who hzve not been
aulnorized by the NRC chief examiner. 1 understand thal J am not to insirucl, evaluate, or provide pedomance feedback to those applicanls schedulad to
be adminislared these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examinalion adminisiration, except as specilically noled below and
authorized by the NAC, Furlhermore, | am aware of lhe physical security measwes and requirements (as documenled in the faciity licensee's
pracedures) and understand that violation ol the condilions of this agreement may resull in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement action
against me or the facility ficensee. | vill immediately report to lacility management or the NRC chiel examiner any indications or suggestions that
pxamination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knawledge, | did not divulge to 2ny unauthotized persons any information conceming the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the weelk(s} of B/27/04 — 9/3/04. From lhe date ihat | entered into this secuiily agresment until the completion of examination adminislration, 1 did
not instrucl, evaluale, or provide perfarmance feedback to those applcants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specilically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSISILITY SIGNATURE (t) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
¢

1. Ln t Cu-n Iu_pﬂluiw - 7%07 j P-7-144
2 v j a ﬁ_c.z S
3 feviA T 17 Udswe [/ ovsS-tee _ oy
4 Curd Roberd # off TANG [mi r Ml Gk totet . 3-9-297
5 Tia_EoloLiin HAT - §A0 halen P
6. :&zu: ‘p‘i!@.ﬂ__l- DOrfa Mansgconnt AP I7 %ﬂ 7 Wﬂy _
7. Rel biwe(@C Sco - _Latrr
g Tames O'Veo 3ge - - hift L1i-04
8.
10.
1.
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\
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250125 NUREG-1021, Draft Ravision 9



02

19193623448

FAX NO.

SEP-15-2004 WED 12:22 PM EREC

Robinson NRC Written Examination Agreement

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

. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinalions scheduled for the weels) of 8/27/04 — 9/3/04

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 requirements {as documented in the facility licansee's
procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancelfation of the examinalions andfor an enforcemant action
against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to tacility management of 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 divuige to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NAC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 8/27/04 — 9/3/04. From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, J did
not instruct, evaluate, o provide performance leedback to those ap plicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
Cat por E ? :é S
1,.) olm L . PC/;M'A Supgrnion « yPoseced /€ eV / G-7-vd
2. [ o ) i J O 9 Z ZZ)E bg
3 wia T 414 LSt [ o#E -~ B e A G2y

4: Cuar ) Roberd of a2 £ B, ] iajed
5 Tin ESGLW, i -5 f!- 6‘[? Pl 7 ltaloy ks oy
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7. e feo -
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ES-301 Administrative Topics Outline Form ES-301-1
Final

Facility: Robinson Date of Examination: 8/30/2004

Examination Level: RO Operating Test Number:  NRC

Administrative Topic
(see Note)

Describe activity to be performed.

Conduct of Operations

JPM A1

2.1.2 (3.0) Knowledge of operator responsibility during all modes of plant
operation
JPM:  Monitor nuclear instrumentation during refueling operations

{New JPM)

Conduct of Operations

JPM A2

2.1.25(2.8) Ability to obtain and interpret station reference materiats such
as graphs, monographs, and tables which contain performance
data.

JPM: Perform a manual SDM calcuiation I1AW FMP-012

(Modified JPM)

Equipment Control

JPM A3

2.2.12 (3.0) Knowledge of surveillance procedures.

JPM:  Given data collected over a period of time, determine RCS leak rate
(Bank JPM; Last NRC Exam, modified data)

Radiation Control

JPM A4

2.3.11 (2.7) Ability to control radiation releases

JPM:  Adjust a radiation monitor setpoint
{New JPM)

Emergency Plan

N/A

NOTE:

All items (5 total are required for SROs. RO applicants require only 4 items unless

they are retaking only the administrative topics, when 5 are required.

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9




Administrative Topics Outline
Narrative Summary
Reactor Operator

A1

A2

A3

A4

The applicant will be required to respond to a Source Range Nl failure during Refueling
Operations. The task will be to perform administrative actions such as ensuring that
Core Alterations are halted and ensure that the audio count rate channel is selected to
the operable Source Range Channel. This is a new JPM.

The applicant will be required to perform a Shutdown Margin calculation for the plant in
Mode 3 with a stuck control rod. This JPM is modified from the facility bank.

The applicant will be required to determine RCS leakage for a given set of initial
conditions and final conditions using a plant surveillance procedure. This JPM was
performed on the 2002 NRC examination. Parameter values have been modified.

The applicant will be required to simulate adjusting a radiation monitor setpoint using the
radiation monitor drawer in the control room. This is a new JPM.

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9



ES-301 Administrative Topics Outline Form ES-301-1
Final
Facility: Robinson Date of Examination: 8/30/2004
Examination Level: SRO Operating Test Number:  NRC

Administrative Topic
(see Note)

Describe activity to be performed.

Conduct of Operations

JPM A1

2.1.2(4.0) Knowledge of operator responsibility during all modes of plant

operation

JPM:  Monitor nuclear instrumentation during refueling operations
{New JPM)

Conduct of Operations

JPM A2

2.1.25(3.1) Ability to obtain and interpret station reference materials such
as graphs, monographs, and tables which contain performance
data.

JPM: Perform a SDM calculation IAW FMP-012.

(Modified JPM)

Equipment Control

JPM A3

2.2.6(3.3) Knowledge of the process for making changes in procedures

as described in the safety analysis report.

JPM: Review/approve a temporary change to a procedure IAW PRO-

NGGC-0204.
(New JPM)

Radiation Contro!

JPM A4

2.3.11(3.2) Ability to control radiation releases

JPM:  Adjust a radiation menitor setpoint
{New JPM)

Emergency Plan

JPM A5

2.4.44 (4.0) Knowledge of emergency plan protective action
recommendations.

JPM:  Given a set of conditions, determine the Emergency Action Level
(EAL) and make a Protective Action Recommendation (PAR) IAW
the Emergency Plan.

{New JPM)

NOTE:

All items (5 total are required for SROs. RO applicants require only 4 items unless

they are retaking only the administrative topics, when 5 are required.

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9




Administrative Topics Outline
Narrative Summary
Senior Reactor Operator

A1

A2

A3

A4

A5

The applicant will be required to respond to a Source Range NI failure during Refueling
Operations. The task will be to perform administrative actions such as ensuring that
Core Alterations are halted and ensure that the audio count rate channel is selected to
the operable Source Range Channel. This is a new JPM.

The applicant will be required to perform a Shutdown Margin calculation for the plant in
Mode 3 with a stuck control rod. This JPM is modified from the facility bank.

The applicant will be required to review a temporary procedure change request for
approval. Critical errors must be identified and corrected prior to approval, or non-
approval stated based upon evaluation of information presented. This is a new JPM.

The applicant will be required to simulate adjusting a radiation monitor setpoint using the
radiation monitor drawer in the control room. This is a new JPM.

The applicant will be required to determine the correct EAL for given plant conditions,
and based on environmental conditions, perform a Protective Action Recommendation in
accordance with the facility Emergency Plan. The facility audit examination contains
EAL classification as the A5 task, but each classification is for a different proposed
accident. This is a new JPM

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9



ES-301 Control Room/In-Plant Systems Outline Form ES-301-2
Facility: Robinson Date of Examination: 8/30/2004
Exari Level RO f SRO{I/SRO{U) Operating Test No.: NRC
Cont ol Room Systems (8 for RQ; 7 for SRO-I; 2 or 3 for SRO-U)

— - Safety”
System / JPM Title Code* Funetion
s1 001 Respond to a dropped rod in Mode 2 S,D,EAL 9
Rod Control
52 006 Align Sl for Cold Leg Recirculation S,D.EA 2
ECCs
EPE 009
83 Respond to a LOCA with the unit shutdown SNEL 3
SBLOCA
S4 076 . S.DEA 45
) Restore SW Flow/Pressure in PATH-1 it *
Service Water
S5 005 Lineup RHR for Sl Standby sSD 4P
RHR
86 022 . S,N.E 5
Respond to Cooling Water leak in a Containment HVH L
Containment Cooler
Cooling
s7 062 Respond to loss of Vital Instrument bus 2 S.D.E 5
AC Distribution
sa 008 RO ONLY S,D.EA 8
Component Respond to a loss of CCW to the RCP Motor Coolers
Cooling Repeat From Last NRC Exam
tn-Plart Systems (3 for RO; 3 for SRO-I; 3 or 2 for SRO-U)
010 Operate PZR PORY PCV-456 at the local controf station DE 3
P PZR Prassure
Control
P2 081 Align SW to supply the MDAFW Pump suction header D.E 48
AFW
P3 064 Restore AC Power to an EDG Control Panel D,E,AR 8
EDG Repeat From Last NRC Exam
* Type Codes: (D)irect from bank,(M}odrfledfro;nbank {N}ew, (Ajit.érnate path, (Clontrol room, (S)imulator, N
(Lyow-Power, (R)CA

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9



ESZ01 Control Room/in-Plant Systems Outiine Form ES-301-2
Narrative Summary
RO/SROIISROU

£1 The applicants will be withdrawing control rods from criticality to the Point of Adding Heat. During the control
rod withdrawal, a control rod will drop, requiring the applicant to execute an alternate path by determining
that the reactor should be tripped per the AOP, and initiating the reactor trip. This is a Bank JPM. The SRO
Upgrade candidates will perform this task.

£2 The task is to perform a partial alignment of Cold Leg Recirculation after a LOCA, The candidate is required
to energize and align components in accordance with EPP 9. The alernate success path for completion of
this task is is to cross-connect CCW cooling for Cold Leg Recirculation due to CCW Pump failures. The
SRO Upgrade candidates will perform this task.

83 The applicants will respond to a loss of RCS Inventory with the unit shutdown by diagnosing pressurizer
level decreasing and PRT level increasing. The applicants will raise Charging flow and isolate the leakage
by isolating RHR suction piping. This is a new JPM.

5% The applicants will be required to respond to a reactor trip in Path-1. They will be required to perform
actions of the Path and execute an alternate path for Service Water system operation, using the Path-1
RNO column, by isolating cross-connect valves and initiating flow in the essential header. This is a Bank
JPM.

85> The applicants will be required to place the RHR system in normal standby mode for Sl availability. The
task involves location and maniputation of switches for ECCS components. This is a Bank JPM.

543 The applicants will be required to perform FRP-J.3 in response to Containment Flooding. They will
determine that the leak is in an HVH cooler and will isolate the leak in accordance with the FRP. This is a
new JPM. The SRC Upgrade candidates will perform this task

S’ The applicants will be required to respond to a Loss of Instrument Bus 2. Action required is to take manual
controf of controf systems and stabilize the plant. This is a Bank JPM

St The applicants will be required to respond to a Loss of CCW to the RCP motor coolers. They must diagnose
an isolation valve failed ciosed, attempt to reopen, and execute an alternate path by tripping the reactor and
tripping all RCPs when re-establishing CCW fails, This is a Bank JPM that was administered in the 2002
NRC examination

P* The applicants will be required to locate and operate the Pressurizer PORVs at the local controi station. The
task involves establishing alternate control, establishing communications, and operating the valves as
directed locally. This is a Bank JPM

P: The applicants will be required to establish an emergency suction source to the AFW pumps via Service
Water. The task is a series of valve manipulations. This is a Bank JPM The SRO Upgrade candidates will
perform this task.

P2 The applicants will be required to restore control power to an EDG control panel. The task will require
- mgxpeution of an altternate path to start the diesel locally by re-aligning the AC control power to the engine
coh‘ffﬁlftpqggr. This is a Bank JPM that was administered in the 2002 NRC examination. This JPM requires
RCA entry 'The SRO Upgrade candidates will perform this task.
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ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-3

PDRRET

Facility: Robinson Date of 8/30/04 Operating Test Number: NRC
Examination:
1. GENERAL CRITERIA Initials
a b ck
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 JGA 714_, \l;.\
distribution).
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered h
during this examination. JGA R\
C. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s) (see Section
D.1.a). JGA )1" \“
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is
within acceptable limits. son | B
e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than- JGA h/\
competent applicants at the designated license level. ‘{Q
2. WALK-THROUGH 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
designation if deemed to be time critical by the facility licensee
- specific performance criteria that include:
- detailed expected actions with exact criteria and nomenciature
- 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 7’/& \
- restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable JGA
b. Repetition from operating tests used during the previous licensing examination is within JGA )2 N
acceptable limits (30% for the walk-through) and do not compromise test integrity.
C. At least 20 percent of the JPMs on each test are new or significantly modified. JGA )/- N
3. SIMULATOR CRITERIA - . -
a. The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in JGA ‘): \ﬁ
accordance with Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached.
Printed Name / Signature Date
a.  Author Joseph G. Arsenault 7/1/2004
b.  Facility Reviewer (*) . gé - /1[0 ¢
. 7
¢, NRC Chief Examiner #) Row 48/ — 752 /0
d NRC Supervisor 7/ P

+ {

NOTE: * The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column "¢”, chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-301 ' Operating Test Quality Checklist Form ES-301-3
Final
Facility: Raobinson Date of 8/30/04 Operating Test Number: NRC
Examination:
Initials
1. GENERAL CRITERIA a—
a b cit
a.  The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent 1
with sampling requirements (e.g. 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function JGA 71/» \‘,
distribution).
bh. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered JGA m/ ~&
during this examination.
c. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s) (see Section JGA
D.1.a). Y
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is JGA v\r/
within acceptable limits. )
e. it appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than- JGA }(\/,_
competent applicants at the designated license level. Q
2. WALK-THROUGH 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
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 m/\ﬁ
- identification of critical steps and their associated performance standards '
- restrictions on the sequence of steps, if applicable JGA
b. Repetition from operating tests used during the previous licensing examination is within JGA | ) Y
acceptable limits (30% for the walk-through) and do not compromise test integrity. i
c. At least 20 percent of the JPMs on each test are new or significantly modified. JGA )’[A_/ X
3. SIMULATOR CRITERIA - -
a. The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in JGA ) A
accordance with Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached. o
Printed Name / Signatur d Date
a. Author Joseph G. Arsenault ) ) ‘W’:M 8/19/2004
- . . Yo .
b.  Facility Reviewer (*) M: et O M@L ':c/[/( y//.g/a(/
¢.  NRCChietExaminer (#)  Rorwco £. Kiells / h ooy
. B - o
d.  NRC Supervisor M :chaglE € paste ffﬂﬁ . g [ § 3 Prei/ow

NOTE: *  The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”, chief examiner concurrence required,
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4
DRALT
Facility: Robinson Date of Exam: 8/30/04 Scenario 1/218 Operating Test No.. NRC
Numbers:
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials
a b* | c#
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of JGA ‘},‘_'\»“
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.
The scenarios consist mostly of related events. JGA }p; 3
Each event description consists of AN
¢ 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) N
4, No more than cne non-mechanistic failure {e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario JGA )L_ {)
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.
5. The events are valid with regard 1o physics and thermodynamics. JGA ] 1A
<] Sequencing and t_iming of events is reasonabi_e, and allows_the gxar.nination team to obtain JGA }L \ﬁ
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.
7. if time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. Operators NIA__’_)/L__ ' \5
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are given. 1
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. JGA M"‘/
9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator performance T
deficiencies have been evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the
planned scenarios. .
10. Every c_;perator will be evalua‘ted using at leas_t one new or significantly modified scenario. All other | JGA 7(/ \&\
scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.5 of ES-301.
11, All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit the | JGA n/_\%
form along with the simulator scenarios).
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events JGA nﬁ_\\h
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. JGA )i—’ 5
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION D.5.d) Actual Attributes - - -
1 2 3
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 7 | 5] 7 [J6A ~V
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 | 2 2 |Jea |
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 3 3|3 [wali]>
4. Major transients (1-2) 1 [ 1 1 | JGA o~
5. EOPs enteredfrequiring substantive actions (1-2) 1 2 1 JGA \})
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 1 0 0 | JGA |I¥ N
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2 [ 2] 2 [wallIN

NUREG-1021, Draft Revision 9



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

Final
Facility: Robinson Date of Exam: 8/30/04 Scenario 1/2/3/4  Qperating Test No.: NRC
Numbers:
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Inttials
a b* | c#
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of JGA

service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.

e &

The scenarios consist mostly of related events. JGA

Each event description consists of JGA

T

+ 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
s the expected operator actions (by shift position)

« the event termination point {(if applicable)

4. No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario JGA )I 4
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event.

5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. JGA Yk/ %
Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain JGA B\,_ Y
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.

7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenaric summary clearly so indicates. Operators N/A }J/A, Q
have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues are given. . R

8 The simulator modeling is not altered. JGA [} A\

9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10CFR 55 46(d), any open simulator performance | JGA m 1Y
deficiencies have been evaluated to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the

planned scenarios.

10. Every Qperatorwill be evalua?ed using at Ieas't one new or significantly modified scenario. Ail other | JGA (ﬁ/& 4
scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section 0.5 of ES-301.
11. All individual operator competencies can be evatuated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 {submit the | JGA ﬁ/ 1Y
form along with the simulator scenarios).
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events JGA W h
specified on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios). °
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support ticensing decisions for each crew position. JGA f L\, \
TARGET QUANTITATIVE ATTRIBUTES (PER SCENARIO; SEE SECTION Actual Aftributes - - -
D.5.d) Scenarios
) 2 3 4
1. Total matfunctions (5-8) 7 5 7 6 | JGA "k/_ L )
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 2 2 2 | JGA M,_ [ Y
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 3 3] 3| 3 [uealf_|\
4. Major transients (1-2) 1 12| 2 Jweal) _[®
5. ECPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 1 2 1 1 JGA WK A ¥
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 1 0 0 2 | JGA A
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2 2 2 2 | JGA VL—-"'“Q‘
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5
D RAFT
OPERATING TEST NO.: NRC
Applicant Evolution Minimum Scenario Number
Type Type Number 1 2 3 4
RO [BOP| RO [BOP | RO | BOP | RO | BOP
Reactivity 1* 3 1 1 1
Normal 1* 3 1 1 1
RO Instrument / 4* 1,28, 2,34, 237,
Component Py 278 p 26 8 48 36,7 257
Major 1 & 6 5 5 5 5 L 5
Reactivity 1" 3 1 1 1
Normal 0
As RO Instrument / 2* 1,25, 2,34, 237, 367
Component 8 7 8 w
Major 1 6 5 5 5
SRO-I
Reactivity 0
Normal 1* 3 1 1 1
SRO Instrument / 2* 125 234 2,34, 238,
Component 8 7
Major 1 6 5 5 5
Reactivity 0
Normal 1* 3 1 1 1
SRO-U Instrument / 2* 125 234 2,34, 236,
Compcnent 8 7
Major 1 6 5 5 5
Instructions: (1) Enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for
each evolution type.

(2) Reactivity maniputations may be conducted under normal or controlled
abnormal conditions (refer to Section D.5.d) but must be significant per
Section C.2.a of Appendix D. *Reactivity and normal evolutions may be
replaced with additional instrument or component malfunctions on a one-
for-one basis.

(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:

—_a

/-
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ES-301

Transient and Event Checkilist

Final

Form ES-301-5

OPERATING TEST NO.
Robinson 2004-301 FINAL

Applicant Evolution Type Minimum Scenario Number
Type Number 1 2 3 4
(Spare)
Reactivity 1* 4 1 1 1
Normal 1™
RO Instrument / 4* 15 3.4 237 36
Component
Major 1 7 5 58 57
Reactivity 1*
Normal 1™ 1 1 1
BOP Instrument / 4*
Component 3,8 28 4 24
Major 1 7 5 58 57
Reactivity 1* 4 1 1 1
Normal 0
As RO Instrument / 2*
Component 1,5 34 2,37 36
Major 1 7 5 5,8 57
SRO-
Reactivity 0
Normal 1* 4 1 1 1
tnstrument / 2*
SRO 2
Component 1,35 234586 2347 2,346
Major 1 5 58 57 |
Reactivity 0
Normal 1 4 1 1 1
SRO-U Instrument / *
Component 1,35 23486 2,347 2,348
Major 1 7 5 58 57
Instructions: (1) Enter the cperating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for each evolution
type.
(2) Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controfied abnormal

conditions {refer to Section D.5.d) but must be significant per Section C.2 a of Appendix

D. *Reactivity and normal evelutions may be replaced with additional instrument or
component malfunctions on a one-for-one basis.
(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.

o
Author: W@P&W
s -

7
NRC Reviewer: J % .
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ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6
P RAFT
SRO RO BOP

Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Interpret / Diagnose |

24, | 23, |234,|234 | 125 2,3,
Event_s_ and 568 | 457 | 578 | 7 g | 347 6.7.8 346 | 278 | 246 | 48 | 257
Conditions
Comply With and 123, | 123, | 123, | . [123 | 1341123, 1341236, | 124, | | 12,
Use Procedures (1) | 568 | 456 | 458 | 58 | 57 |678 | 67 | 78 | 56 | ' 57
Operate Control 135 | 13, [123 | 13 | 28 | 12 1,2,
Boards (2) NA | NA L ONA L NA L s s | 67 | e | as | MR 87
Communicate and 1,23, | 1,34, | 1,23, [ 1,34, ] 2386 | 12 14, [ 125,
Interact ALL | ALL 4 AL ALL 568 | 57 | 578|567 | 7.8 46 | 58 | 67
Demonstrate
Supervisory Ability ALL | ALL | ALL | ALL | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA
(3)
Comply With and
Use Tech. Specs. 14 | 34 | 23 | 24 | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA
(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 to evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant.

Author:
NRC Reviewer:

i

_——————/I
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ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6
Final
SRO RO BOP
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Interpret / Diagnose

134, | 23 |234,]1234 | 15 23,
Event_s_ and 570 | 457 | 578 | 7 o 347|678 346 | 389 | 248 | 48 | 257
Conditions
Comply With and 134, | 123, (123 | o | 14 134,123, 134, | 347, | 124, |, .| 124
Use Procedures (1) | 579 | 458 | 458 i 59 | 57 | 678 | 67 | 88 | 56 | | 57
Operate Control 14, | 13, 1123 | 13 | 37, | 12 124
Boards (2) NA | NA | NA | NA 3 59 | 47 | 78 | 67 | 89 | 46 1481 g7
Communicate and 14, | 134 | 123 | 134, | 347 | 12 | 14 | 124
Interact ALL | ALL | ALL L ALL 009 57 | 578 | 567 | 89 | 46 | 58 | 57
Demonstrate
Supervisory Ability AL | ALL | AL | AL | NA | NA | NA | NA ] NA | NA | NA | NA
(3)
Comply With and
Use Tech. Specs. 16 | 34 | 23 | 24 | NA | NA NA NA NA NA | NA | NA
)

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:

NRC Reviewer:
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-6
Quality Checklist

DRAET
Facility: Robinson Date of Exam: 8/27/2004  Exam Level: RO/SRO
[nitial
Itern Description a b* =
. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility JGA
2. a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions JGA

b.  Facility learning objectives referenced as available

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

Sl

JGA

5, Question duplication from the license screening/audit 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

JGA

L.
3. SRO questions are appropriate per Section D.2.d of ES-401 JGA W’\—'
D

the examinations were developed independently; or
XX  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 7&
new, and the rest modified); enter the actual 30710 1475 | 31/10 JGA
RO / SRO-only question distribution(s) at
right.
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions
on the RO exam are written at the Memaory C/A
comprehension analysis level, the SRO exam 30/ 9 A5/1 16 ﬂ
may exceed 80 percent if the randomly JGA '
selected K/As support the higher cognitive
levels; enter the actual RC / SRO guestion
distribution(s) at right N \
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers JGA J\_,/ \t\
9 Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously GA ‘
approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are J W
assigned; deviations are justified a
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendix B, guidelines JGA )Z\_,
" The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; the JGA l/z |

total is correct and agrees with value on cover sheet

Printe Signatyre - Date
J/ A 7/7/04
a. Author Joseph G. Arsenault . ot .

Name /
b.  Facility Reviewer (*) A L/ 3
V4TRSS

c.  NRC Chief Examiner (#) Lo~ K /s /
NRC Regional Supervi ay
d. egional Supervisor s . / L
Note; *  The facility reviewer’s initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

uLm

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c” chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-401 Written Examination Form ES-401-6
Quality Checklist

Final
Facility: Robinson Date of Exam: 8/27/2004 Exam Level. RO/SRO
Initial
Item Description a b* c#
. Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to facility JGA 7&— \
2. a.  NRC K/As referenced for all questions JGA n/
b.  Facility learning objectives referenced as available V s
3. SRO qguestions are appropriate per Section D.2.d of ES-401 JGA JI/-/ Q
4 Question selection and duplication from the Jast two NRC licensing exams JGA )1/\_ \\
appears consistent with a systematic sampling process /
5. _Qu_estion duplication from the license scrgeninglaudit exam was cgntrolied as JGA )1/‘/
indicated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:

the audit exam was systematicafly and randomly developed; or

&

the audit exam was completed before the license exam was started; or
the examinations were developed independently, or

XX 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 32/9 12/5 | 31111 JGA
RO / SRO-only guestion distribution({s} at
right.

7. Between 50 and 80 percent of the guestions
on the RO exam arepwritten at the Memory CIA
comprehension analysis level, the SRO exam 30/ 10 451 15
may exceed 60 percent if the randomly JGA
selected K/As support the higher cognitive
levels: enter the actual RO / SRC gquestion
distribution(s) at right

AN

kiR

8 References/handouts provided do not give away answers JGA A
8. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously A \
approved examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are JG
assigned; deviations are justified o
0. Question psychometric quality and format meet ES, Appendix B, guidelines JGA 1N
. The exam cantains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; the JGA A

total is correct and agrees with value on cover sheet

Printed Name / Signature, - ) Date

: Qfﬂg’ﬂ/l

a.  Author Joseph G. Arsenault M §1o/Ca
b. Facility Reviewer (%) Meaact C. M Vot O AL C*W 5[0y
¢ NRCChiefExaminer ) 2 _, eern f- Kopps ) @d/éry

d. NRC Regional Supervisor m_g ’ E‘ Era..rfw /O—wa g/..;/al(

Note: *  The facility reviewer’s initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column "¢ chief examiner concurrence required
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ES-401 Wiritten Examination Form ES-401-9
Review Waorksheet
H.B. Robinson 2004-301
1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
(CM)| (1-5) | Stem |Cues | T/F [ Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutia| # |Back-| Q= [ SRO| \yE/s Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward { K/A | Only

Instructions
[Refer to Section D of ES-401 and Appendix B for additional information regarding each of the following concepts.]
1. Enter the level of knowledge (LOK) of each question as either (Fjundamental or (H)igher cognitive level.
Enter the Jevel of difficulty (LOD) of each guestion using a 1 - 5 (easy - difficuit) rating scale (questions in the 2 - 4 range are acceptable).

Check the appropriate box if a psychometric flaw is identified:

The stem lacks sufficient focus to elicit the correct answer (e.g., unclear intent, more information is needed, or too much needless information).
. The stem or distractors contain cues {i.e., clues, specific determiners, phrasing, length, etc).

+ The answer choices are a collection of unrelated true/false statements.

+  One or more distractors is not credibie.

s  One or more distractors is (are) partially correct (e.g., if the applicant can make unstated assumptions that are not contradicted by stem).

4. Check the appropriate box if a job content error is identified:
s  The question is not linked to the job requirements (i.e., the question has a valid K/A but, as written, is not operational in content).
o The question requires the recall of knowledge that is too specific for the closed reference test mode (i.e., it is not required to be known from memory).
+ The question contains data with an unrealislic level of accuracy or inconsistent units (e.g., panel meter in percent with question in gallons).
+  The gquestion requires reverse logic or application compared to the job requirements.
s Check guestions that are sampled for conformance with the approved K/A and those that are designated SRO-only (K/A and license level mismatches are unacceptable).

Based on the reviewerlls judgment, is the question as written (U)nacceptable (requiring repair or replacement), in need of (E)ditorial enhancement, or (S)atisfactory?

7. At a minimum, explain any U0 ratings (e.g., how the Appendix B psychometric attributes are not being met).




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

S. Other

Stem | Cues
Focus

T/F

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- IMinutia| # |Back-
Link units | ward

Q= | SRO
K/A 1 Only

6.

U/E/S

7.

Explanation

RO/SRO Combined Question

Y | N

E

S

001AK2.01

Generic All RO Questions: Need SRO importance
rating on all RO questions

Placed SROQ ratings on all RO questions(JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

002K5.09
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

003A4.07

Question is NOT balanced. Either replace “B” distractor
or re-write “C” and *D” to line up with “B.”

(RFA 07/13/04)

Modified to reflect comment. Changed distractor ‘B’
(JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

003AK1.21

Distractors "A” and “C” are NOT plausible because it
states “All four channels...” Give a specific rod and let
the applicant figure out which channel or channels will be
Affected.

(RFA 07/13/04)

Changed to reflect comment above. Made open
reference(JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve
Changed again to eliminate direct lookup (JGA 8/18/04)
08/18/04 RFA Approve

003K3.03
No Comment
{RFA 07/13/04)




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4 Job Content Flaws 5. Gther 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
(CMy| (1-5) ] Stem [Cues]TiF |Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutia| # {Back-| Q= | SRO| yEss Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only

6 | M| 2 Y| N S |004K2.03
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

71C | 3 X Y {N E |005A.204
Need to reference a procedure for distractor “C” to

S balance out the distractors.

(RFA 07/13/04)
Placed GP-007 reference in C (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve

8 M| 2 Y | N S |005AK3.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

9| C| 3 Y [N S |005K1.01
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

10 006A1.06

M} 2 X YN Distractors “C” and “D” are NOT plausible. Half of the

heat removal is going awagr. SCM has to deminish.
Su%gest giving them that SCM decreases and remove
that statement from the distractors and add something
else that is not so obvious.
(RFA 07/13/04)
Changed to reflect comment above. (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
Changed distractors again to balance distractors and
ensure plausibility (JGA 8/18/04)
08/18/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
(CIM

LOD
(1-5)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

Stem | Cues
Focus

TF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job-
Link

Minutia

#i
units

Back-
ward

Q=
KIA

SRO
Only

WE/S

7.

Explanation

11

12

13

006A2.12

Based on the distractor analysis, it would be more
plausible to state in “C" and "D" to "re-start...” vs. “start...”
since starting is only performed following an Sl flow
reduction.

(RFA 07/13/04)

‘C’ and ‘D’ are plausible because in this event the S
pumps have not been started Iet‘ ltem left as is per
phone agreement (JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

1007A4.10
| This question has no discriminatory value. |t is basic
lknowledge that the PORVs discharge to the PRT.

Rebuild ICs so it is not so obvious.
(RFA 07/13/04)

| Changed fo reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
108/10/04 RFA Approve
I Modified again to ensure D would be incorrect and

repfaced distractor C (JGA 8/18/04)

108/18/04 RFA Approve

007G2.1.20
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

14

008A2.03

Given the initial conditions, RCP motor cocling IS
ineffective. Therefore distractor “A” is NOT an incorrect
statement.

Re-write distractor “A."

(RFA 07/13/04)

Modified to reflect comment. Rewrote distractor ‘A’
{(JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

Modified again for distractor plausibility (8/19/04 JGA)

08/19/04 RFA Approve




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
(CM}| (1-5) | Stem |Cues | T:F [Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutia| # (Back-| Q= |SRO} g/ Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units [ ward | K/A | Only
15| M| 2 Y [N S |00BAAZ.23
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)
16| C | 3 Y | N S |008K2.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)
17 00SEA1.17
Cc| 2 Y | N E [State containment pressure without a trend. The trend
eludes to the fact that the rupture disc has blown.
s Therefore, distractor “A” is NOT plausible. Restate the
last bullet “Containment pressure is currently reading 6
psig on auge.”
(RFA 07713/04)
Modified to reflect comment above(JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
Modified stem and 1 distractor to avoid double jeopardy
with 007A4.10 (JGA 8/18/04)
08/18/04 RFA Approve
18 O009EA2.04 .
c| 3 X Y| Y RCS is subcooled. Distractors “C” and "D” are NOT
RIausnble. No voiding in the RV can occur.
e-write distractors “C” and *D".
(RFA 07/13/04)
Question remains with editorial enhancements. Per
telecon, described why ‘C’ and ‘D’ are plausible for the
conditions described in the stem (JGA 8/4/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
191 C | 3 Y | N S |[010A1.04
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)
200 C | 3 Y|Y S |010G2.4.50
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws §. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
(CM){ (1-5) | Stem | Cues | T:F |Cred.| Partial | Job- [Minutia] # |Back-| Q= |SRC| ypE/s Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
21t M| 2 X Y| N| E [011EK3.03
Remove “...but the DG output breakers..."” from
S distractors ‘C" and “D". This statement “teaches” and is
information that is not needed.
Modified to reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
2(C |3 YIY S |012G2.4.31
No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)
Eliminated first part of each distractor for consistency
with Harris changes. (JGA 8/2/04)
23 012K3.02 _ _
cl|3 | X Y| N The question is not plausible as written.
Remove “All rod bottom lights are illuminated” from the
stem. If RTB “A” is open the rod bottom lights will be lit.
Modified to reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
24 013K3.03
Ci3 | X X Y | N Containment phase "A” either will or will not actuate.
Either “B” or “C” has to be correct. Therefore distractors
"A” and “D" are moot. _
Replace or re-write the question.
Question rewritten (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
25 E |014A1.04
Ci3 X Y N The distractors are NOT balanced. Three distractors
S contain “no radial flux tilt.” Change “D” to “a __ % radial
flux tilt change was noted.” Change "C” to read the
same thing.
(RFA 07/13/04)}
Modified to reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
{C/M)

LoD
(1-5)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

6. 7.

Stem | Cues
Focus

TF

Cred.

Dist.

Partial

Job- |Minutia{ # (Back-

Link units | ward

Q=
KIA

SRO} wEs Explanation
Only

26

N S |015A4.03

No Comment
(RFA 07/13/04)

27

E |015AA1.22
S L%\é seal injection flow does not seem plausible.

(RFA 07/13/04)
Modified to reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve

28

E |016A3.01

S entertain this.
(RFA 07/13/04)

Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve

29

Distractor "C": Consider "Seal Injection flow is too high.”

Remove “if any” from the stem. None of the choices

022A41.04

Psychometric flaw:

i “C" was the correct answer, “"D” would be also.
If “A” was the correct answer, "B" would be also.
Redesign the question.

(RFA 0//13/04

Mod:f;ed to reflect comment above. (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve

30

022A2.03

Y S |No Comment

(RFA 07/13/04)




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

LOD
(1-5)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

6. 7.

Stem | Cues
Focus

TF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- |Minutia| # (Back-
Link units | ward

Q= |SRO| yiEss Explanation

Kia | Only

31

Y I N

024AA2.04

E Ditstractors “A” and “B”. Change to “...equal to the flow

rate...”

S Distractors “C" and "D": Change to “...equal to charging
flow rate..”

Inconsistent fonts throughout.

(RFA 07/13/04)

Modified to reflect comment. Changed font.

(JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

32

025AA1.20 _

Distractors “C” and “D": “red and green lights on” is NOT
lausible for a normal breaker indication.

eplace both distractors.

(RFA 07/13/04)

Plausible at Robinson for a breaker amptecior trip. No
change as discussed per telecon. (JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

33

026A1.01
E |Psychometrically since “B” and “D" are both spray pump
discharge valves, applicant will choose between the two.
S Replace “D" distractor.

(RFA 07/14/04)

Modified to reflect comment. (JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve

Modified again to improve distractors (JGA 8/19/04)
08/19/04 RFA Approve

34

S [028AA2.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

Changed comect answer to SFP HX tube (JGA 8/19/04)
RFA Approve 8/19/04




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job C.ontent Flaws

5. Other

Stem | Cues
Focus

TiF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- |Minutia{ #/ |Back-
Link units | ward

Q=
KA

SRO
Only

U/E/S

7.

Explanation

35

Y

N

027AAZ.10
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

027(2.4.49
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

37

028(G2.1.23
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

38

029EA1.09

Validate distractor “D”: What is the evidence that auto
rod insertion is malfunctioning?

(RFA 07/14/04)

Updated explanation to describe that rods should be
moving faster with a high temperature mismatch

(JGA 8/2/04)
Modified again fo balance distractors (JGA 8/19/04)
RFA Approve 08/19/04

39

029EA2.09
Provide reference to justify answer.
(RFA 07/14/04)

Reference provided. Also modified item (JGA 8/2/04)
RFA: 08/10/04 Change “A” and “B” to “main” turbine
Facility Agreed

08/10/04 RFA Approve

40

029G2.2.25
No Comment
{RFA 07/14/04)




1. 2, 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK |LOD
(C/My[ {(1-5) | Stem [Cues|T'F |Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutia| # |Back-] Q= [SRO} g5 Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
41 E |029K4.03
C|3 Y*| N Add automatic valve closure to fully implement the KA.
S Use choices "A” and “C” with valve closures (e.q. right
action right valve, wrong action right valve, right action
wrong valve, wrong action wrong valve).
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect commment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
42 034A2.01 ) _ _
M| 3 X Y|Y |“Should remain the same” is not plausible. Re- design
R distractors “B" and *D.”
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment above. (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA : Changed “should” to “will” in
distractors “A” and “C”. Approve
Modified stem slightly (JGA 8/19/04)
108/19/04 RFA Approve
43| M | 2 YI|Y S 1034G2.1.23
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to adjust distractor D for distractor plausibility
(JGA 8/19/04)
08/19/04 RFA Approve




3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

Sterri | Cues | T:F | Cred.| Partial
Focus Dist.

7.

Explanation

035K1.01
No Comment

(RFA 07/14/04)

036G2.4.6 )

This question references an AOP NOT an EOP. Discuss
with GTH or MEE.

GTH concurs

Distractor “B” is NOT plausible. With cavity level
dropping rapidly, moving the spent fuel assembly to the
upender and then to the SFP is not plausible.

Repiace distractor “B”

(RFA 07/14/04)

Modified distractor ‘B’ to reflect comment. RFA allowed
use of AQOP since NO EQOPs exist in relation to Fuel
Handling Accidents (JGA 8/2/04)

08/10/04 RFA Approve
Modified again to enhance distractors (8/19/04)
08/19/04 RFA Approve

038EA1.19
Provide reference to justify answer.
(RFA 07/14/04)

Reference provided (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve

03%A1.06
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

039K1.09
No Comment

(RFA 07/14/04)




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Conient Flaws 5 Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
{CM)] (1-5} | Stem | Cues|T/F [Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutiaj # {Back-| Q= [ SRO| ygis Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
431 C | 2 X Y | N E [040AA1.13
Change distractor “D” to "..... Al MSIVs indicate RED”
S Need a};})hcable reference attached (Main Steam SD)
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment above. Reference atftached
(JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
Modified again to enhance distractors (JGA 8/19/04)
08/19/04 RFA Approve
50| C | 2 Y | N S |041K6.03
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
511 M 2 X Y | N E 1045A3.05
Move “governor and” to the stem also.
S (RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment above (JGA 8/2/04)
08/10/04 RFA Approve
52| C | 3 Y I N £ |054AA2.08
Need a%)hcable reference attached for verification
s (RFA 07/14/04)
Reference provided (JGA 8/2/04)
08/M11/04 RFA Approve
Modified distractors to increase plausibility (8/19/04 JGA)
08/19/04 RFA Approve
53| C | 4 Y | N S |056AA2.56
Good question
(RFA Q7/14/04)
B4l M| 2 Y| Y S |056G2.4.50
Na Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)




—

1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
(CiM)§ (1-5) | Stem | Cues|T/F [Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutial # (Back-| Q= | SRO| g/ Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units [ ward | K/A | Only
55| C 1] 3 X Y| N E |056K1.03
Psychometric flaw: Change "B” and “C” distractors to
S read “"Only the Main Feedwater Pump will trip...”
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA: “B” and “C” emphasize sufficient and
insufficient.
08/11/04 RFA Approve
56| M| 2 X Y | N E |057AA2.17
Add “ONLY" to “A,B, and C.” Otherwise, if "D was
S correct, “A B, and C” would be also.
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
57| M| 2 Y | N -E [058AK3.02
Place an "s” on “action” in the stem.
S {RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
58 C | 3 Y | N S |0589K3.04
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
581 C | 3 Y | N S [061K8.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)




2 : 1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5, Other 6. 7.
| LoD a# | LOK | LOD
(1-5) | Stem (CM)| (1-8) | Stem |Cues|T/F [Cred.| Partial | Job- |Minutia| # |Back-| Q= | 3RO | ypEss Explanation
Focus Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
3 X 60| C | 3 X Y| N E |062AA1.07
Where is it assumed that excess letdown is in service?
S Change distractor “A” to state “isclate normail letdown
and place excess letdown in service.” This would be
wrong (see AOP-14, step 10).
RFA O /14/0?
odified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
Clarified wording for consistency (8/19/04 JGA)
3 08/19/04 RFA Approve
61| C | 3 Y'Y S |062AA2.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
62| M| 3 Y| N S |062K4.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
B3| M| 3 Y | N S |063K2.01
No Comment
3 {RFA 07/14/04)
64| C | 3 Y | N S |064A2.13
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
3 65! C 1| 3 X Y | N E (065AK3.03
The question has low discriminato% value as written.
g |Change one distractor that does NOT require air, is
plausible but is still wrong.
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment. Replaced “D” with
‘Pressurizer Safety Valves'(JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
(M)

LoD
{1-5)

3. Psychemetric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

Stem
Focus

Cues

TF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- {Minutial] #/ |Back-
Link units | ward

Q=
KA

SRO
Only

U/E/S

7.

Explanation

66

X

Y

N

068AA1.02

CAF: Is there enough information in the stem to assume
that the CR is evacuated?

(RFA 07/14/04)

Added clarification to stem (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve

Minor mods to distractors A and C (8/19/04 JGA)
08/19/04 RFA Approve

67

073A4.02
Why are distractors “A” and “D” plausible?
(RFA 07/14/04)

‘A’ is plausible because some radiation monitors are
equipped with range switches, but not R-14C. ‘D’ is
plausible because if R-14 (Plant Effluent Monitors) were
not operable, then dose assessments would be
performed using diverse (ie, Containment) radiation
readings. (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

68

073K5.02
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

Minor stem modifications (8/19/04 JGA)
08/19/04 RFA Approve

69

076G2.1.33

This question is similar to question 30. They both deal
with entry into TS LCO 3.0.3.

Consider modifying to another TS.

(RFA 07/14/04)

Different systems. Not changed per telecon(JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve

Modified distractors for RO level (8/19/04 JGA)
08/19/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

LOD
(1-5)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

Stern | Cues
Feocus

TF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- |Minutia| # |Back-
Link units | ward

Q= | 5RO
K/A ] Only

U/E/S

7.

Explanation

70

X

Y | N

078A4.01

Psychometric flaw: Distractors “B” and “D" are too close.
Change the second part of one of them (possibly the
setpoint).

(RFA 07/14/04)

Modified to reflect comment. Capitalized OPEN and
CLOSE (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

71

72

73

078K2.02

Change distractor “D" to: “480V Bus E-1 and E-2 are
being powered by their respective EDG.”

This way the answer is not given away.

(RFA 07/14/04)

Modified to say ‘480v busses are energized(JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

086A2.01 ]

The second part of the KA is NOT satisfied (use
rocedures to correct, control,...)
odify guestion to include.

(RFA 07/14/04)

Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

103G2.1.2

Distractor “B" is not plausible,

Replace or justify its plausibility.

(RFA 07/14/04)

Plausibility justified per telecom and updated on
explanation (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

LoD
(1-5)

3. Psychometric Fiaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

Stem | Cues
Focus

TF

Cred.
Dist.

Partial

Job- {Minutiaj # |Back-
Link units | ward

Q=
KIA

SRO
Only

U/E/S

7.

Explanation

74

Y

N

EQ2EK1.2
Need a%plicable reference attached for verification
(RFA 07/14/04)

Reference provided (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve

75

S*

E03G2.4.31
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

MEE 08/11/04: KA being addressed {Similar to HR
exam)

8/17/04 Resolved JGA. KA changedto 2.4.16
8/17/104 RFA Approve

76

S*

E04(2.1.28
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

MEE 08/11/04: KA being addressed (Similar to HR
exam)

8/17/04 Resolved JGA. Comment accepted by NRC
08/17/04 RFA Approve

77

EO5EK3 .4

The distractors are inconsistent. The stem does NOT
solicit a reason. Redo the stem to solicit a flow and a
reason. Redo disatractors “B” and “D” to model “A” and

(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
a# | LOK | LOD
(CMy| (1-5) | Stem | Cues | T/F [Cred.| Partial [ Job- {Minutia| # {Back-| Q= | 5RO | ysE/s Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
78 E05G2.1.27 _
Ci3 | X N1Y KA: This is not a “system purpose” question
3/4 of each distractor could be moved to the stem. The
uestion will read and flow better if moved.
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment. Discussed proposal on
phone with RFA (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
79 EOBEAZ.1 _ "
C|3 X Y'Y E |Remove: "with 2 degrees of subcooling” from the 4
bullet. Enough information is there to determine that.
S Therefore, distractor “C” will become plausible.
(RFA 07/14/04)
Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
BO| M| 3 Y | N S |EOBEK2.1
No Comment
{RFA 07/14/04)
81| C | 3 Y| N S |E13EK3A
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
821 C | 3 Y'Y S |E14EA21
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)
83| C | 3 Y | N E16EAZ2.1
E |Question listed as SRO. Should be RO
(RFA 07/14/04)
g |Changed to RO test item. Reflected on ES-401 outline.
(JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve




Q#

LOK
(C/M)

LoD
{1-5)

3. Psychometric Flaws

4. Job Content Flaws

5. Other

6. 7.

Stem
Focus

Cues

TF

Cred.

Dist.

Partial

Job- |Minutia| #/ |Back-

Link units | ward

Q=
K/A

SRO| urErs Explanation

Only

84

Y

N

G2.1.1
E |Distractor “C” is symmetric with "A” but “D” is not
se/{mmetrlc with “B."
FA 07/14/04)

Modified fo reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve

85

S 1G21.11
No Comment
{RFA 07/14/04)

Added > instead of > to distractors ‘A’ and ‘B’
(JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

Modified stem wording (8/19/04 JGA)

08/19/04 RFA Approve

86

S |G2.1.28
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

87

(52.1.3

This questlon has no discriminatory value.
Selection "A” is too obvious.

Replace the question

(RFA 07/14/04)

Replaced with Bank Question, modified for suitability to
exam (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

88

S G2.2.12
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)

89

S [G2.2.13
No Comment
(RFA 07/14/04)




1. 2 3. Psychometric Flaws 4, Job Content Flaws 5. Cther 6 7.
LOK | LOD
{CM}] (15| Stem |Cues | T'F [ Cred.| Partial | Job- [Minutia} # [Back-| Q= {SRO [ g5
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only

Explanation

l G2.2.14

"Must” combined with “may” statements can be
ambiguous. Put in stem the “Must” statement and only
Huse the second part of the distractors as distractors.

i The second part of the answer *...an assessment of
lcompensatory actions must be performed” is NOT clear
ffrom the reference. The reference states that items such
1as LCOs shouid NOT be tracked.

|\Why is distractor “A” not correct too?

| The nature of this question indicates SRO only.

|(RFA 07/14/04)

| Repiaced question with a modified bank ftem to eliminate
the SRO nature of question (JGA 8/4/04)

108/11/04 RFA : KA does NOT match, Replace
| Question.

los/11/04 RFA Approve

Ml 2] X X Y | N*

(32.2.25

M| 1 X Y|Y E |This question is common knowledge and has very low
discriminatory value.

(RFA 07/19/04)

SRO Validator had difficutty with this item. No change as
agreed per telecom (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve

(G2.2.28
If “B” was correct, "A” would be correct also. Stem
needs to be written (... as a minimum...)

(RFA 07/19/04)

Modified to reflect comment (JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Job Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
LOK | LOD

(C/M)f (1-5) | Stem |Cues|[T/F | Cred.| Partial | Job- jMinutia| #/ [Back-] Q= | SRO| ypEss Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
Cl|3 YIY ]| S (G226

No Comment
(RFA 07/18/04)

Developed new question to replace because this was
double jeopardy with SRO Admin Task A3}

08/11/04 RFA Approve

M| 2 Y | N S 1G2.31
No Comment
(RFA 07/19/04)

M| 3 Y | N S G232
No Comment
(RFA 07/19/04)

M| 3 Y | Y S 162.39
No Comment
(RFA 07/19/04)

M]3 YiY S |G2.4.16
No Comment
(RFA 07/19/04)

Mi 2 Y| N S [G2.4.26
No Comment
(RFA 07/19/04)

G2.4.37
M| 2 Y | N* E |The nature of this riiuestion agBears to be SRO onlg. RO
importance is 2.0 NOT 2.9. Q importance is 3.5.

s [|Changedto SRO ONLY and L[J:pdated ES-401 written
exam outline. (Switched with E16EAZ2.1) (JGA 8/2/04)

08/11/04 RFA Approve




1. 2. 3. Psychometric Flaws 4. Joh Content Flaws 5. Other 6. 7.
Q# | LOK | LOD
{CM| (1-5) | Stem | Cues| T:F | Cred.| Partial | Job- | Minutia #/ |Back-| Q= |SRO| y/E/s Explanation
Focus Dist. Link units | ward | K/A | Only
100 5244 _
cl|3 X Y | N E |Psychometric flaw: The distractors are NOT balanced.
Modify distractor “C” or add another reactor trip
g [distractor.
Modified to reflect comment. Added reactor trip to "D”
(JGA 8/2/04)
08/11/04 RFA Approve
L — — —L




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

l Facility: H.B. Robinson Date of Exam: 08/27/04 Exam Level: RO
Initials
item Description a b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading TCK | N/A { RFA
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and N/A N/A | N/A
documented
3. Applicants' scores checked for addition errors TCK | N/A | RFA

(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations)

4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 +/- 2% overalland 70 +/- | N/A | N/A | N/A
4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail

5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades N/A N/A | N/A
are justified

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training TCK | N/A | RFA
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of
guestions missed by half or more of the applicants

Printed Name / Signature Date
- '
a. Grader Timothy C. Kolbclv//,,,@ g 0 /M— _09/13/04_
b. Facility Reviewer(*) N/A Z _ NA___
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Ronald F. Aiello /%——/ _09/13/04_

d. NRC Supervisor (*) Michael &. gn,.,'hu /’Tn{{_f{ 4{ vifo o

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




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

Quality Checklist

" Facility: H.B. Robinson Date of Exam: 08/27/04 Exam Level: SRO
Initials "
Item Description a b c ||
2. Clean answer sheets copied before grading TCK | N/A | RFA
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified and N/A N/A | N/A
documented
3. Applicants' scores checked for addition errors TCK | N/A | RFA

(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations)

4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 +/- 2% overalland 70 +/- | N/A | N/A | N/A
4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail

5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades N/A | N/A | N/A
are justified
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training TCK | N/A | RFA

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

|| Printed Name / Signature Date
= p
a. Grader Timothy C. Kolb__i/ > C _09/13/04_
b. Facility Reviewer(*) N/A 5 __NA__
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Ronald F. Aiello /% , _09/13/04_
d. NRC Supervisor (*) M. E-Ernstes /’}”J R 4.;%/ /2, /o%
™ The facility reviewer's signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the
NRC,; two independent NRC reviews are required.




ES-501 Post-Examination Check Sheet Form ES-501-1
i
Task Description Date
Complete
1. Facility written exam comments or graded exams received and 09/13/04
I verified complete
2. Facility written exam comments reviewed and incorporated and NA
NRC grading completed, if necessary it
3. Operating tests graded by NRC examiners 09/15/04
4. NRC Chief examiner review of written exam and operating test rfa(tck) 09/15/04
grading completed rfa{dsm) 09/27/04
fl 5. Responsible supervisor review completed 09/28/04 I
6. Management (licensing official) review completed 09/28/04
7. License and denial letters mailed /O~ /2009
8. Facility notified of results 09/28/04
= |
9. Examination report issued (refer to NRC MC 0612) /0 -T-Qoo¥
10. Reference material returned after final resolution of any N/A
appeals l




Q\,’j Progress Energy

Serial: RNP-RA/04-0072

JUN 1 1 2004

Mr. Luis A. Reyes

Regional Administrator

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission - Region II
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street S.W., Suite 23T85

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8931

H. B. ROBINSON STEAM ELECTRIC PLANT, UNIT NO. 2
DOCKET NO. 50-261/LICENSE NO. DPR-23

REACTOR AND SENIOR REACTOR OPERATOR INITIAL EXAMINATION OUTLINES

Dear Mr. Reyes:

In response to NRC letter dated April 26, 2004, Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc. (PEC), also
known as Carolina Power and Light Company, H. B. Robinson Steam Electric Plant (HBRSEP),
Unit No. 2, has submitted the requested examination outlines to your staff. The reactor and
senior reactor operator initial examination outlines were mailed directly to Mr. Ron Aiello on
June 2, 2004.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. C. T. Baucom.

Sincerely,

Jan ucas
Manager - Support Services — Nuclear

JEL/cac

¢:  Document Control Desk
NRC Resident Inspector, HBRSEP
Mr. C. P. Patel, NRC, NRR
Mr. M. E. Ernstes, NRC, Region II

Progress Energy Caralinas, Inc.
Rotunson Nuclear Plant

4581 West Fnirance Boad
Hartsyille, SC 79550



