ES-201

Examination Preparation Checklist

Form ES-201-1

Facility: Z\J(‘M Pzrm‘f’B

Date of Examination: “/G*NZ o

- : 11f17 ] 06
Developed by: Written - Facilityﬁ NRC L/t Operating - Facility B_l/ NRC [
Target Chiet '
Date* Task Description (Reference) E)(‘ar_?mler S
nitials
-180 1. . Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a and b) &/
-120 2.  NRC examiners and facility contact assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e) &
-120 3. Facility contact briefed on securily and other requirements (C.2.c) \ﬁ?’
-120 4. Carporate notification letter sent {C.2.d) d{
{-90] {5. Reference material due {C.1.e; C.3.c; Attachment 2)] \Zii
{-75} 6. Integrated examination outline{s) due, including Forms ES-201-2, ES-201-3,
ES-301-1, ES-301-2, ES-301-5, ES-D-1's, £S-401-1/2, £S-401-3, and ﬁ
ES-401-4, as applicable (C.1.e and f; C.3.d) !
70} {7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided ta facility é 2
licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e}}
{-45} 8. Proposed examinations {including written, walk-through JPMs, and
scenarios, as applicable), supporting dacumentation (including Forms g i
ES-301-3, ES-301-4, ES-301-5, ES-301-6, and ES-401-6, and any Form :
ES-201-3 updates), and reference materials due (C.1.e, f, gand h; C.3.d)
=30 9. Preliminary license applications (NRC Form 398's) due (C.1.; C.2.g; ud
ES-202)
-14 10. Final license applications due and Form ES-201-4 prepared (C.1.1; C.2., ,
£S-202)
-14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee review ti
{C.2.h; C31) :
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f and h; C.3.9) \Sﬂ
-7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by NRC supetvisor . /‘ﬂ
(C.2i,C3h) 55
-7 14. Final applications reviewed; 1 or 2 (if >10) applications audited to confirm
qualifications / eligibility. and examination approval and waiver letters sent \M
(C.2.i; Attachment 4; ES-202, C.2.e; ES-204) ’
-7 15. Proctoringfwritten exam administration guidelines reviewed kg
with facility licensee (C.3.k)
-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions } ,

distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i)

* Target dates are generally based on facility-prepared examinations and 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] {Does not apply} to examinations prepared by the NRC.
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ES-201

Examination Outline Quality Checklist

Form ES-201-2

Facility:

Date of Examination:

Task Description

Initials

Verify that the outiine(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with £8-401.

2 P8
I+

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

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

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

DOAP-CZT—» N|ZmMmA-4—-DS~ g
[l

. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number

of normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, technical specifications,
and major fransients.

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, and ensure that 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 that scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days.

s (v [[3[s ]3]

& | &Kk

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

Y

S S S [ SEREE]

S
= | &

3. a. Verify that the systems walk-through outline meets the criteria specified on Form £S-301-2:
(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks
w distributed among the safety functions as specified on the form
/ (2) task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on the form
T (3) no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s}
(4) the number of new or modified tasks meets or exceeds the minimums specified on the form
(5) the number of alternate path, low-power, emergency, and RCA tasks meet the criteria
on the form.
h. Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1:
(1) the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form W‘ ‘9 @
(2) at least one task is new or significantly modified
(3)__no more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations .
c. Determine if there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix p‘ @ b[i
of 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 i 4) ,&
in the appropriate exam sections. PR
g b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. [/ﬁ{/ 47 Jj—
N ¢. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. M = > oﬂ
g d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. | ® |1
A e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. ‘9@2 <0
L 1
f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropgaig job level (RO or SRO) %ﬁ L %
/m el S -
e me na re ate
a. Author \bou\cl.aﬁ UNTA 6 757 5 23 T /LZE.L
b. Facility Reviewer (*) 5&491»\0\ baws / = ,@3\/3}-\ U-G-2o0%
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) _{J "lis ok
d. NRC Supervisor Vi b
Note: # Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-201 Examination Outline Quality Checklist Form ES-201-2

Facility: Date of Examination:
Initials
Item Task Description a lbo | ot
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with ES-401. m M/ \,J_
W >
R b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomiy prepared in accordance with &
I Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled. A Mﬁﬁ
¥ ¢. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. ﬂ /4( \ﬁ
5 d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. /ﬁ/ J)j,
2. a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number v
of normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, technical specifications, M oﬂ
S and major transients.
i
M b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number
1] and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and rotation schedule &
L without compromising exam integrity, and ensure that each applicant can be tested using /(}(
A at least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are duplicated
T from the applicants' audit test(s), and that scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days. *
o c. To the extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative
R and quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D. YA

=z
2o

a. Verify that the systems walk-through outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-2:

(1) the outline(s) contain(s) the required number of control room and in-plant tasks
distributed among the safety functions as specified on the form

(2) task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on the form M Fat%

(3) no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s) F

(4) the number of new or modified tasks meets or exceeds the minimums spedcified on the form

(5) the number of alternate path, low-power, emergency, and RCA tasks meet the criteria
on the form.

b. Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1:

S

4~3 w

(1) the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form
(2) atleast one task is new or significantly modified
(3) _no more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations

c. Determine if there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix p 2N /q/
H
y
Y,

=
z

of applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days.

a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered
in the appropriate exam sections. ?4

Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. M
Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. M.

Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections.

r»xo$mzme -

Check the entire exam for balance of coverage.

=lelale|e

ag%gﬁ &=

Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). M

a. Author

b. Facility Reviewer (*)

¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#)
d. NRC Supervisor

" Note: # Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
ALT\C ol ePoenv & CAAT
MR ey R WIATTEN B AL
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IP3 Exam Outline Comments (8/9/06)

1. The Conducts of Ops JPM which uses attachments from FR-1.3 does not seem to fit this
exam category. Conduct of Ops items are, according to the ES, to be centered around daily
plant operations. Although the task in this JPM would be a legitimate test item in the control
room/plant sytems part of the op exam, it does not seem to belong in the Admin Section.

2. Two of the SRO admin JMPs appear to be the same as in the RO admin section. There
should be a distinction between RO & SRO test items.

3. Scenario 3 contains nine events. Event 9 does not appear on the ES-301-5 forms.

4. On the RO written exam outline, it specifies 28 questions for Tier 2 Group 1. However, the
5?)1401—2 form for Tier 2 Group 1 gquestions only contains 27 items (even though the total says
Licensee Response (8/17/06)

1. New exam items was selected by licensee.

2. Issue addressed. Distinction now exists between RO/SRO items.

3. Outline was not changed because Event 9 would impact a surrogate.

4. One additional item added to Tier 2 Group 1 to make a total of 28 items.



ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3
i1 [oé

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC Ilcensmg examinations scheduled for the week(s) of /o[ﬂzz 06 g the date
of my S|gnature | agree that | will not knowingly dwulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been algnz "By the

these licensing exammatuons from th|s date until comp|et|on of exammatlon administration, except as specifically noted below and authorized by the NRC
{e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or pro i or indirect
feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility li rocedures) and
understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an ) action against me or
the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or examination security
may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

RC licensing examinations administered
Btion of examination administration, | did not

To the best of my know|edge 1 did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information conc
during the week(s) of fqé;g - 112 JoFrom the date that | entered into this security agreement unti
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those apphcants who were administeret
below and authorized by the NRC.

he

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

‘S/‘[oé ol Z 7 s Yol _yws

306206 e (o

b P 4 s et P g‘/7 '
- 1]-17-06_

1j'pw<{ as A/ymm’ﬁr/a/\l <K ZNLTHVCTeL / /’Q({ﬂ/;\(

2. Lo S AT $2 AN ST eAn 2 /AUTaon
3. BoB_Lone i D&, OPS_TRE AT f CrEGR 14
4. Dop U irsCHKOSKL OfS e T3,
- 5. Dennis_Celendnno SR Tandeendy /s
6. STve  gouBils 6P Pl i ¢
71 ety (mreor - o Blonns : S omanyr  [3]oATES v

8. i %_&d— Cla LdsT_ z &leld FENFS) [ iy

9. “Wlouaoh Kauct _ ____ Togy | - SA - /J }_f%
10.__RT Thomas__ - 2 - ; 27T ¢
W /1 20 /06

_ 2 fi7]es

1. (-\Ar < %_7-5:9\\12_ LSQ ,P/' ot ]

12._518c . SeABpLD 14 _l/ﬁ/—(o_’ﬁ_?(____ “—é z«é ] __ iWlzolop

13_Kan__Sev pind__ CRS + : _halot - , o
14._Via D Clymeals STA % _____ -IO/ %%im _ 1/ag/0C ‘,' S
. < ! " A ;
5 ks = Cﬁ e I e —%& ipdas A}L@:“‘f{ }11’29 s'bw,om h)w/aé

L. NOTES:

Page 26 of 27




v

ES-201 . Examination Securify Agreement ' ‘ Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination /

o (23 /et = /7 ’7/"é.

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of - a@ﬁf the date 4\7%&’
of my signature. 1agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been aulf ﬂz@ﬁ%; the

NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be admipistered

these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and authorized By the NRC

(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or pro idg:diréi
feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licg rocedures) and
understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an egfaf t action against me or

the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or 8 examination security
may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination % w

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concer

e NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of /o4 - //Z.s Zoé From the date that | entered into this security agreement unti

Son létion of examination administration, | did not

below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNA? DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1. CA(‘.’S?‘OpA@: m. /4/!‘0% NROA /‘ (/q/;.;{.,?lc(" §-39-0( //% 7/‘/\

2. . #__ 1y A Ctosht  Kilkes ] [Jal A1 M@é__ Ll

3. Chee/ Ton ¥ RoA [ Vali\uhr sy, TN

4. (R4S QeSS Lu ST GO St m Ol -

5. _Russ ___\w[eread AR [ VALIDATOR _ 7

6. en Douis Opurations Trodaiig F0p! = /22

7. Michael A. Bovnen  Ops TRAG (0-75-0@ o, PERA €M e, ATTALHED
8. K OBERT CiFRISTman MAvBLER - 010 06 C KT iiz/fsc

9._ Ttk 2 Mg ATIREHM G '”é’( o ~0G s 0 bl
100 R. Yo wd VP & T¢ oy (B S 0] nfol sve_ P17
12.

13.

14,

15__

NOTES:
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ES-201 ' — Exafﬁination SecurifyAg'reemént S | o — Form ES-201-3

1. PreExamination

" | acknowledge that | have acquired specnahzed knowledge about the NRC Iucensmg examinations scheduled for the week(s) of ’ (- -2
. of my SIgnature I agree that | will not knowingly dlvulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authori

- these licensing examlnahons from this date until completlon of exammatlon administration, except as specifically noted below and aythorize the NRC -
(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or pro r indirect
feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licgrseg’s procedures) and
understand that violation of the conditions. of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations anhd/or an ‘ : actton against me or

- the facility licensee. 1 will |mmed|ately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or Sy ‘ * examination security
may have been compromised. :

2. Post-Examination

e RC licensing examinations administered
i@%on of examination administration, | did not
nsing examinations, except as specifically noted

- To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information conc
during the week(s) of . From the date that | entered into this security agreement untilthe
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administ hese
below and authorized by the NRC. :

PRINTED NAME ~  JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY

.‘°9°.\'P’S"‘:‘>."’N"‘

Aicpnrd buRis v STRUCTN

M Tencw s Tastyne o
L Gaurindt  _CRS [ TVNSTRVCTOR,

10,
11.
12.
13.
14,
15.
NOTES
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535-1307

(623)

Joe Arsenault

Oct 20 06 10:42a

N

- ES301

Examination Security Agreement

“Form £5-201-3

1 Pr ] n

1 acknowledga that | have acquired specialized knowiedge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of - 41 L

fefryiet -// (?/dé
ayol the date

of my signature, | agree that | wili not krnowingly divuige any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been aufhgrizad by the

NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be adipisiered
these licensing exeminations from this date until completion of examinalion administration, excapt aa specifically noted below and

afinoried By the NRC
{e.9.. acting as a simulator booth opsrator or communicalor is acceplable if the individual does not select the lraining content or proé?c:]& irak¥ or indirect
feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented In the facility licar¥eg’s grocedures) and
understand that violation of the conditions of this agreament may result in canceliation of the examinations andfor an gafdfcemell sction against me or

the facliity icensee. 1 will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or Sug

may have bean compramised.

2. Post-Examination

during the week(s) of zap - 1#/54¢ From the data that | entered Into this security agreemea

To the best of my knowladge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information wnce?ﬁg’?x
cole - o e Cf

inslruct, evaiuate, or pravide performance feadback 1o those applicants who were administared

below and authorized by the NRC.
PRINTED NAME

JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY

nt untiLth

o
o o T
- “u‘%\vm“
‘,ﬁ"" 3 G

afﬁlRC ibensing examinations administered
4 felion of examination administration, | did not
gsese fiéensing examinations, except as specifically noted

DATE

SIGNATURE (2)

gestions 1hiit examination security

DATE NOTE

ea Y WATNAR'Y,

t,ﬁﬁﬂﬂm&JQE%i“.__meﬁ%QﬂQKQLﬂﬂ«7=*

5. e elaged | 208 [VALDSTSR PN S 11

6. Stephen Oavaton Taduiis, Plafos

7. Michael B. Potaeo _ Oan Thaica & -;—- L 0-/c- 26

8. NOBLERT CItRISmpsl __%ﬁ%é_ﬂ? Rty e 1010 04

9. Tty (£ | -")T E, @ (-t -0 N
10._¢ . — L4 e . e e
13087 NINT G AP Y YTy VY
12, LY ~ )

1 R

14, G

15, o 5%

NOTES: wgg" “ﬁ;&m
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£5-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3
Ry T
; — A

1. Pre-Examination

; 7 2
{ acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of /u/23 el the date
of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been auth ;
NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to
these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and ayfh
{e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content o pro nd

indBt or indirect

feedback). Furthermore, 1 am aware of the physical rity and requirements (as documented in the facility li 's grocedures) and
understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in canceliation of the examinations and/or an g ‘action against me or
the facility ki 1 will i diately report fo facility menagement or the NRC chief examiner any indications or examination security
may have been compromised.

2, Post-Examination P "

To the best of my knowledge, ! did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information conceriy
during the week(s) of g4 - 12 rom the date that | entered into this security agreement untilthe
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were admini

below and authorized by the NRC.,

C licensing examinations administered
jon of examination administration, | did not
nsing examinations, sxcept as specifically noted

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIG ,.- U] DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE

1Dyl it Moporinarn v <K _zosagecsis / [ eg

2. a5 AnTice Sz AT o SR TeR

3. 308 CAnieiDE(S,  OPS TRE SMIT fEeerisd

4. Dow_VireificosKi afS_mas £ = 6_
5.7 ey Celendpane SR ety m‘ -

6. S~y Bl efs Tk i Sl Re
RN N IR SR W G W ¢
8'%%— sl A
9. . % — Tann. Teg o
10, IMAS - LN

1. C‘%w & Caisl ORSA

12._ ek Sengph WS _Jim BLDATD
13._Kao__Sagp: N CAs

14, ); ekt W $TA
15, m’z% Yl R
NOTES:
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2

S
ES:201 “Examination Security Agreement Form £5-204-3

. Pre-Eaaminalian

!MM‘M»M&WWMNMCWWW!«
of my signatuie. tmmswmwmmmwmmuwm
NRC chief sxaminet. tmmmx\mmnmm.ummmwm
mmmmmmmwumm.wu /
(c.g.,muammwumumunmmmmuWWu

fendback). Fm.amm.awmmmmwm(umuhmm
mmmtmmunwmamvmmmmwmmaummuWNm aga .
the taciity Sconses. lem»mMamNRCMmemw axamination security
by have been complanmised.

L font-Examipalion

Towmeymma.\Mmlmwmyumeswmm
during the weekis) ol cdi - b A¢ From tha date that | snisred io this security agreement
nm.wmm.ummabodbdbmwmm
balow and suthotized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TILE | RESPONSIBILITY Sl (" DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE

1. AR, X1 sy M -
2. - oA “".:,!‘_"" O g [/ ‘
3. a2 Vol gapel i  —— 1 - wl>
I R T amtallin TR L G >

:- P —-— i< 'f{_._ N2 LN U “‘ \\“.h&s N b !L‘_‘ — N oo
. i Epation e S0 2T P L= A e 7 -7
7..01'.‘.\.\.!»1.3_% oaa Tanta g AP AT o-m-0 _

a EAT 1Smas’ el il A\ Jo-10 0t far/al
WAL Lo 4 ot o0 o el
10. P X L o /1 : lfpﬁlak_

. A - R

12 o }

13.

14.
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ES-201 — Examination Security Agreement ' - — FormES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination
R ///'7/04.
I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of - | LLzrtC~ ag@”é‘f the date 43
of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authgri gﬂ"ﬁ' the

NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to %ﬁ%}g@ ﬁered

these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and a\?ﬁgor z%cé?y%\e NRC

(e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or provid8:dird®or indirect
feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licgrseg's  procedures) and

understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may resuit in cancellation of the examinations and/or an egfdtcement action against me or

the facility licensee. 1 will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or Pyl es &t examination security
may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concer ithe NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of/o@:-/lzs Zoé From the date that | entered into this security agreement unti{tje t@\ion of examination administration, | did not

instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administere¥ithese lic ensing examinations, except as specifically noted
below and authorized by the NRC. [

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

1. C.Ar{.s f0p4c'; m /7/&7».{ NMAOA Z {/41/3./-,:1@'.",

2. _Jeilf_ 1 A CaoS___ Kikga [ (LAt

3. Chee on MR oA /VA\'.L»{“/ e I IR
4, _CHRAELS I<OCSJIS i»ﬂ/ﬂ*"—?‘//l/Sm g o E~— tlwlee
5 _Russ _ \Wagesy WRA [ VALDATOR - o

6. SI'MQ-‘;‘_'\M Pawis Opurdion T, y ot Szt Vi~ lnfer

7. Micdhae\ A. Comnen o TR Sug

—— et 2 S

8. 'S ORERT LitR15Tmas’
9. Tivny 2 A

10_"ve0 R. Yo crwd
1,
12.
13,

jo-1006 N LA 17 [d_d_
w/ufoL Y — TTIV O

"Bl 188 i
N

ES-201, Page 26 of 27




Joubert, Stephen P

From: Davis, Stephen V
Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2006 9:54 AM
To: Joubert, Stephen P

Subject: FW: IPEC UNIT 3 POST NRC EXAM SECURITY AGREEMENT
Importance: High

Attachments: Romeo.pdf

Steve Davis

Operations Training Superintendent
Indian Point Energy Center
914/788-2904
sdavi14@entergy.com

From: Romeo, Mike

Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2006 8:39 AM

To: Davis, Stephen V

Cc: Emery, Dodi M

Subject: FW: IPEC UNIT 3 POST NRC EXAM SECURITY AGREEMENT
Importance: High

Steve, you can sign it via Telephone or Email.

later

From: Emery, Dodi M

Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2006 7:58 AM

To: Romeo, Mike

Subject: FW: IPEC UNIT 3 POST NRC EXAM SECURITY AGREEMENT
Importance: High

From: Joubert, Stephen P

Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2006 7:33 AM

To: Emery, Dodi M

Subject: FW: IPEC UNIT 3 POST NRC EXAM SECURITY AGREEMENT
Importance: High

Hi Dodi,

Need to speak with Mike Romeo to get his OK to sign off on the above security agreement -
understand he is on vacation. Can do by telephone. Tried his cell and does not ring. Do you

have his home number or can you ask him to call me.

Thanks,


http://sdavil4Aenternv.com

Steve
914-788-2973

From: Joubert, Stephen P

Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2006 7:26 AM

To: Romeo, Mike

Subject: IPEC UNIT 3 POST NRC EXAM SECURITY AGREEMENT
Importance: High

Please review, sign and return attached Security Agreement.

Thanks,
Steve

FOF

ot
Romeo.pdf (97 KB)



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

Facility: Indian Point Unit 3 Date of Examination: 10/23/06  Operating Test Number: 1

Initials

1. General Criteria
cit

acceptable limits.

e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent
applicants at the designated license level.

a b*
a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with ﬂl 47
sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function distribution).
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered ﬂ w
during this examination.
C. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s). (see Section D.1.a.) d fo
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is within ﬂ $

NS

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

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

=l FlrEE

PNNF
|

R

b. Ensure that any changes from the previously approved systems and administrative walk-through &" 4)
outlines (Forms ES-301-1 and 2) have not caused the test to deviate from any of the acceptance
criteria (e.g., item distribution, bank use, repetition from the last 2 NRC examinations) specified
on those forms and Form ES-201-2.

3. Simulator Criteria - -

53

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

rinted Nai Signature Date

P
a.  Author /;/\/ /(/ Litcgn S ATl f0-19- 0%
b. Facility Reviewer(*) StePusw Davis / WB," 76-])-2006

Dac:d Sty //lﬂ&-va 1"1. k[X % o/ 23/0(
S

[J

¢c.  NRC Chief Examiner (#)

d. NRC Supervisor

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

Facility: Indian Point 3 (rev 1) Date of Exam: 10/23/06 Scenario Numbers: 1 / 2 / 3 Operating Test No.: 1

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials
a b* | c#
1. The inigial condjtions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out d\ 4} D&L
of service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events.
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. a ‘1‘) dd_
3. Each event description consists of d\ » @d\

. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated

the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event
the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew

the expected operator actions (by shift position)

the event termination point (if applicable)

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

5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics.

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

complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.

7. If time compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates.
Operators have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints.
Cues are given.

8. The simulator modeling is not altered.

9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10 CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator
performance deficiencies or deviations from the referenced plant have been evaluated
to ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios.

10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario.
All other 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 form along with the simulator scenarios).

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

NSO DR IS D
slafelal B3] ® []3] D

AelErEE] iR R K F = mre

13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position.

Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes - -
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 6 6/ 8 A ‘9
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 12 2 A D
3. Abnormal events (2—4) 2 127 4 &l 60
4 Major transients (1-2) 1 /17 1 ﬁ ®
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 2 117 3 ﬁ @
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 1 /17 1 A QO
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 3,3, 3 AL
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4
Facility: Indian Point 3 (rev.1) Date of Exam: 10/23/06 Scenario Numbers: 4 /  / _ Operating Test No.: 1
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES Initials
a b* ci
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out Q 49 :
of service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events. ﬁi
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. A 14 m
3. Each event description consists of &
. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated @
»  the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event a
. the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew
. the expected operator actions (by shift position)
. the event termination point (if applicable)
4. No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario a g{) é !
without a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. X
5. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. a 49 &‘
6. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team to obtain a 3‘) &
complete evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.
7. If time compression technigues are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. a @
Operators have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints.
Cues are given.
8. The simulator modeling is not altered. a @ ky»
9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10 CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator d
performance deficiencies or deviations from the referenced plant have been evaluated éﬂ ,@/
fo ensure that functional fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios.
10. Every operator will be evaluated using at least one new or significantly modified scenario. a 59 (ly
All other scenarios have been altered in accordance with Section D.5 of ES-301. >
1. Al individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 Cl D (./)i
(submit the form along with the simulator scenarios).
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events ﬂ <0 &
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. 4 99 \SQ__
Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes -~ -- -~
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 7 / a D B&é—
T
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 2 4 Q | (R
3. Abnormal events (2—4) 3 1 1 a &Y M
4. Major transients (1-2) 1 7 d D \]M»
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions {1-2) 1 4 / ﬁ <D )M-
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0--2) 1 / a <€) N
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 37 A @ m
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

Facility: Indian Point Unit 3 Date of Exam: 10/23/06 Operating Test No.: 1
A E Scenarios
P Y
P E 1 2 3 4 T M
L N 0 I
: T CREW CREW CREW CREW AN
A T POSITION POSITION POSITION POSITION L M
N Y A B S A B A B A B U
T P R T 6] R T o] R T 0 R T (0] M)
E 6] C P o) C P o) ] P (0] C P R11TU
RX 3 3 23 411]1]0
RO-I NOR 3 2 21111
e 2 126 13 6 | 4]|4]|2
ﬁo-u MAJ 4 7 4 3f2]2]1
TS 2 1 210]12] 2
RX 3 4 2,3 3|1]1]0
RO-I NOR 3 4 211 11]1
Ic 2 123 1235 g (414]2
TS 2 12,3 4|0(2]2
R RX 3 23 3lt]110
11111
Ol NOR 3 2 2
Ic 2 13 3 |44} 2
O‘U MAJ 4 4 2 |2 2]+
TS 2 1 0]2)2
RX 11110
o1 LNOR 111]1
IIC 41a)2
ﬁO'U MAJ 2 2] 1
TS 0fl2]2

Instructions:

1. Check the applicant level and enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for each
event type; TS are not applicable for RO applicants. ROs must serve in both the “at-the-controls (ATC)”
and “balance-of-plant (BOP)” positions; Instant SROs must do one scenario, including at least
two instrument or component (I/C) malfunctions and one major transient, in the ATC position.

2. Reactivity manipulations 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 1-for-1 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 requirements specified for the applicant’s license level in the right-hand columns.
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

Facility: Indian Point Unit 3 Date of Exam: 10/23/06 Operating Test No.: 1
A E Scenarios
P Vv
P E 1 2 3 4 T M
L N O |
| T T N
c CREW CREW CREW CREW A |
A T POSITION POSITION POSITION POSITION L M
N Y A B A B A B A B u
T P R T (o) R T 0 R T o] R T 0] M)
E O C P 0] C P O C P 0] C P R111U
RO RX 3 1 1711] 0
o4 NOR 2 1)1
I/C 126 36 5|4 (412
ﬁo-u MAJ 7 4 |2(212[1
TS of{0]212
RO RX 23 2] 1]1]0
O-1 NOR 4 (O I T
C 9.9 1235 6)414]2
EO'U MAJ 7 4 2 |2 (2]
TS olo|2]2
RO RX 3 11111]0
ol NOR 2 111 31] 1
I/1C 26 36 s | 4]14]2
Eﬁo'u MAJ 4 4 |2]2|2]1
TS plo]2}2
RX 3 4 23 41111]0
z01  |NOR 4 2 21111
/C 2,6 123 13 714142
FFoY [mal 4 7 4 3f2]2]1
TS 12,3 1 410]2]2

Instructions:

1. Check the applicant level and enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for each
event type; TS are not applicable for RO applicants. ROs must serve in both the “at-the-controls (ATC)”
and "balance-of-plant (BOP)” positions; Instant SROs must do one scenario, including at least
two instrument or component (I/C) malfunctions and one major transient, in the ATC position.

2, Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or conirolled 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 1-for-1 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 requirements specified for the applicant’s license level in the right-hand columns.
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ES-301

Competencies Checklist

Form ES-301-6

Facility: Indian Point 3 Date of Examination: 10/23/06 Operating Test No.: 1
APPLICANTS
RO RO RO RO O
SRO-I [ SRO-l [ SRO-I O SRO-I
SRO-U I SRO-U [ SRO-U [ SRO-U [
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
1121314 2 1314121314111 2]131]4
Interpret/Diagnose o v I el B o Y I Bl v IS
Events and Conditions 7 5 i
Comply With and b N Gl I s B ) el Bl s
Use Procedures (1) ! 5 789 145
Operate Control el a 234 ol s 23
Boards (2) 3
C . 1,2,4,11.23, 2,34, 1,23 1,23, 112 234, § 123,112
ommunicate 567.| 467 56,7 46, 457.] 3 567 | 456, 3.
and Interact 8 7 o |45 789 |45
Demonstrate bl I
Supervisory Ability (3) o
Comply With and 12317
Use Tech. Specs. (3)
Notes:
@) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.
(2) Optional for an SRO-U.
(3) Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Check the applicants’ license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow
the examiners to evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant.
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ES-301

Competencies Checklist

Form ES-301-6

Facility: Indian Point 3

Date of Examination: 10/23/06

Operating Test No.: 1

(2) Optional for an SRO-U.
3) Only applicable to SROs.

APPLICANTS
RO d RO (| RO O RO [
SRO-I SRO- SRO-I I SRO-I [
SRO-U O SRO-U [ SRO-U SRO-U [
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
11213141112 13[411§2]134{4)11121]13 )4
Interpr’et/Diagnose 1,23, 1126,11.23, 123,11 1,23, 1123 1.2, 1,2
Events and Conditions 457 7.8 |457 457 4,59,7. .4—.,5, 3547. 4?5
Comply With and 25.36.47 1,24, 1.2.2. 234,123, ‘.12.3. 2,3, 1.2
.6, ,6,7,8| 4,56, 6,7 5.7, \3, 45, 3,
Use Procedures (1) I M &7 4
Operate Control v L
Boards (2) 7
Communicate ise|serlasoll |4as |45e | usll o] {5
and lnteract 7 8 7 7 789 6,7 5:’6, 40.5
Demonstrate bt B e B vl s vl B
Supervisory Ability (3) 7 I s 55. 47
Comply With and 23 ! 28 123 28 !
Use Tech. Specs. (3)
Notes:
1 Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.

Instructions:

Check the applicants’ license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow
the examiners to evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant.
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Form ES-401-6

ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist

Facility: I ﬁj Date of Exam: Vi / %) / P é Exam Level: RO @ SRO E}

were repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing exams, consult the NRR OL program office).

Initial
Item Description a b* c*
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. &2 4> O&L
2 g :;I:C(lil:;/ gsar%igre;z;gzg\?:sfg:: Il!e(}gsr:?;; .as available. % 4> O{Q’L A
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 % é\ ~. "(b-
4. The sampling process was random and systematic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions ‘

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
__ the examinations were developed independently; or
» the licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
__ other (explain)

6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 percent Bank Modified New
from the bank, at least 10 percent new, and the rest %@
new or modified); enter the actual RO / SRO-only . . .
question distribution(s) at right. ;é / ’/ / ‘Zi 3/ l/ 7

. YeH/v2 0t "o / [(7, QIZ/ 172
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO emory CIA
exam are written at the comprehension/ analysis level;

the SRO exam may exceed 60 percent if the randomly P
selected K/As support the higher cognitive levels; enter 3 0 / 5 17/ 7 / 22
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right.

examination outline and is appropriate for the tier to which they are assigned;
deviations are justified.

CO%/ (7%
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers O/ 677 D#
or aid in the elimination of distractors.
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved

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

1. The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items;

‘ the total is correct and agrees with the value on the cover sheet.

Printed Name / Signature
a. Author qu les A v 7 st Tin? 4 §M

Date

Wfe/ot

b. Facility Reviewer (*) Stedhom Davis /2= o

c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) Cavid 51t NS
d. NRC Regional Supervisor L.

[X 53¢
VL [

Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist

Facility: 143ion Point 3 Date of Exam: lI'\1-2006 Exam Level: ROX] SRO[]

Initials

item Description

a b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading W P Dw
2. er:gv;?)rc llj(r-:gle(r:‘r:;a(:lges and question deletions justified m P &35
> {roviewers spo check o 25% of sxeminations) g | P |
e apcable. +4% on the SRO-only reviewsa ndetall | 8| B |9
5. Q:Ie(}tuhs?irﬁ f;ijling examinations checked to ensure that grades %'4 @ \m
% Geficencies and wording problems: oveluste valiaty - AL | P |\

of questions missed by half or more of the applicants

Printed Name/Signature Date

a. Grader D_ou_j}o.«, éém,mn,i/ Du’,/m //Z.g.gaé
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Stephen Day/ 37/ W\\ nfe&foe
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Dow:,ﬂ Sk //@Mﬂ,l% h u{ 3oZ0£.

d. NRC Supervisor (*) MM!MA! [Z S’m / ’ZQZM(\ Q 2 [/;a(oz

M The facility reviewer’s signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the NRC;
two independent NRC reviews are required.
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading Form ES-403-1
Quality Checklist

Facility: Za~0pw FPorwrT 3 Date of Exam: u/n/gb Exam Level: RO[_] SROX]
Initials
ltem Description a
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading 274
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified
and documented Qﬂ

3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations)

X
YD D 2|y (&

4, Grading for all borderline cases (80 +2% overall and 70 or 80,

&
&)
&
A
4
v

as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail A>3
5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades

are justified W
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training

deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity %,L

of questions missed by half or more of the applicants

Printed Name/Signature Date

a. Grader Osuglas //amwmav/ b% w/az/fel
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Stephen Dowis //WM ufe/ov
a/0

¢. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Dav:d Stk I/M U‘\

N H/30/ 0L
d. NRC Supenvisor () Matum 0. Syxes /. /me@/ ﬁ

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