July 27, 2007

NOTE TO: Tom Stetka, Chief Examiner
Operations Branch

FROM: Anthony Gody, Chief
Operations Branch
Division of Reactor Safety

SUBJECT: EXAMINATION ASSIGNMENT

You have been assigned as Chief of the Waterford 3 retake examination. You are reminded
that this retake examination consists of a written examination only. Therefore, no operating
test needs to be scheduled. Thank you for contacting the Waterford 3 facility to finalize the
details of the examination. You are reminded that the RPS/IP system must be maintained to

ensure that it remains accurate.
& A0

[

Anthony Gody, Chief
Operations Branch
Division of Reactor Safety



Replaces NUREG-1021 Revision 9, ES Forms 201-1 and 501-1

CHIEF: Stetka FACILITY: Waterford 3 DATE of OPERATING EXAM:| 11/12/07
Due Description Date Complete Initials Notes
Date
8/1/07 Exam Administration Date Confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b) 8/:’/0? ﬁy
8/1/07 NRC Staff & Facility Contact Assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e) g/, /et ﬁj
8/1/07 Facility Contact Briefed on Security & Other Req's (C.2.c) slijoT 73.}4
8/3/07 Corporate Notification Letter (ES-201 Att-3) Sent (C.2.d) j“/f/zcy;f {j-{j/‘\’/ produced by Chief Examiner
8/14/07 Reference Material Due (if NRC authored) (C.1.e; C.3.c) 1/3,/01 m N1
8/29/07 Integrated Exam Outlines Due (C.1.e & f; C.3.d) s /24 /. 7 _iaj Written Only - Retake
9/3/07 Outlines Review & NRC Feedback Provided (c.2.h; C.3.e) & [i7 4 g
9/28/07 Draft Exams w/References Due (C.1.e,f,g,h; C.3.d) q/z ;/07 Vé‘d
10/13/07 | *Peer Reviewer Completes Review of Exam on ES-401-9 {0 }o»)_ /01 ﬁg
10/13/07 | *NRC BC Approves Feedback to Facility (C.2.h; C.3.f) lo/oq-/o’l _ﬂ‘a
10/13/07 | *Exams Reviewed w/ Fac. (C.1.h;C.2.f & h; C.3.9) ; ! y ! {‘1 _ﬁé
10/13/07 | Preliminary Applications Due (C.1.1,C.2.g; ES-202) g /;_‘/ [{;7 o
10/18/07 | Preliminary Applications Reviewed (C.1.1,C.2.g) i 0!/.'2/!07 738
10/29/07 | Final Applications Due (C.1.;;C.2.i;ES-202) o /m/m (34;7
10/29/07 | On-Site Preparatory Week to Validate Operating Exam 1 / 1 / o7 VJ NA
10/29/07 | On-Site Audit (10%) of License App’'s (ES-202 C.2.e) -,/.’,/4 7 nx NA
11/5/07 Final Appl. OK'ed & Waiver Letters Sent (ES-204; C.2.e) i l( R(ﬂ %/)/}k—‘ {
11/5/07 NRC Supervisor Approved Final Exams (C.2.i;C.3.h) it /ﬂ/‘” rf) lY\ ‘
11/5/07 Exam Approval Letter (ES-201 Att-4) and List of Applicants produced by OLA
(ES-201-4) Prepared (C.2.i) ifeofar @
11/5/07 Proctor Rules Review w/Fac. & Written Authorized (C.3.k) it /n/ o7 vﬂ
11/58/07 Exam Material to Exam Team (C.3.i) ,‘;/;,1 /5': W,g’ ,‘v’,ﬁ
11/12/07 | Administer Operating Exam On-Site 7/1,/01 043 NA
11/24/07 | Facility Graded Exam & Comments Received i1 /’i 4 /e %2
11/27/07 | NRC Written Exam Grading Completed it liifp1 v/‘\}g
11/27/07 | Examiners Document Exam Grades on ES Forms i1fu ;‘:42 9 VA
12/7/07 NRC Chief Examiner Grading Review Completed Wuﬁ i I o7 \t# Q
12/8/07 | NRC BC Review Completed T/ /01 W
12/12/07 | License/Denials Signed & Report Issued /2/“/(]‘1 W@’
12/12/07 | RPS/IP Number of Examinees Updated N (lx 00)45/ print Report-21
12/27/07 | Examination Report Issued |Z. / = %/)’VV@/ produced by Chief Examiner
1/3/08 | Package Closed Out ! l 1 I; 0% j?’ﬂ o
1/3/08 Chief QA of ADAMS and SISP review complete @{ 1M ( 0 i Wé/ BEFORE TFS Retires!

* Indicates the due dates are more conservative than the ES-201-1 requires.




ES-201 Examination Outline Quality Checklist Form ES-201-2

Facility: | Waterford 3 Date of Examination: 11/8/2007
. Initials
Item Task Description :
P a b* | c#
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model per ES-401. 74 7 Ay
b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomly prepared in accordance W?q e
w with Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled. L7 Ly
!? c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics, (ﬂo‘( /@: s
T d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are
T appropriate. P
T pprop 1A Lo g
N
2. a. 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 /\)4 }.4{,\ i
s major transients.
| b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected
M number and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and
U rotation schedule without compromising exam integrity; and ensure that each applicant A /4
can be tested using at least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no N,& A//}
L scenarios are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s), and scenarios will not be
A repeated on subsequent days.
T c. Tothe extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative and
0 quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D. /\/A N A J y
R
3. a. Verify that 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,
w distributed among the safety functions as specified on the form
2
1/' (2) task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on /\/ﬁ NP\ A
the form,
(3)* no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s)
(4) 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:
(1) the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form /U/%
(2) atleast one task is new or significantly modified N EX‘ /\}/}
(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 of A ah |stn
applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days. A IR A AT RA LA
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered in .
the appropriate exam section. /\1/4 M 5"%&
G b. Assess whether the 10CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. ij P i
E ¢. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. - UZAd 25 folr
E d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. : @4 {4{ Pk
i e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. ool /;; ol
L f.  Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). T o | ke
Printed N Signature . Date
a.  Author Joseph G. Arsenauit MM | B/25/2007
b.  Facility Reviewer (*) Slorace A Lol e %27 [2se7
¢.  NRC Chief Examiner (#) Thew es B Stethke % 4; m g h'zi o1
d. NRC Supervisor RV E ANT 2/ o e ZES NTend - 4 QD
NOTE: # Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c", chief examiner concurrence required.

NUREG-1021, Revision 9



ES -401 Written Examination Quality Checklist

Form ES-401-6

Facility: Waterford 3 Date of Exam: 11/10/2006 Exam Level: XIRO [XISRO

ltem Description

Initial

a b c*

Questions and answers technically accurate and applicable to the facility

K | &

1
2.

a. NRC K/As referenced for all questions
b. Facility learning objectives referenced as available

w

SRO questions are appropriate per section D.2.d of ES-401

The sampling process was random and systematic ( if more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions
were repeated from the last 2 NRC Licensing Exams, consult the NRR OL program office.)

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 license certifies the there is no duplication; or

-- other (explain)

Lol <

Bank use meets limits ( no more than 75 Bank Modified New

percent from bank at least 10 percent new,
and the rest modified); enter the actual
RO/SRO- only question distribution(s) at right 35 1 39

K | & bl

Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions Memory C/IA
on the RO exam are written at the . ‘

comprehension/analysis level; the SRO exam
may exceed 60 percent if the randomly
selected K/As support the higher cognitive
levels; enter the actual RO/SRO question 34 41
distribution(s) at right

/%4 “
Sk

References/ handouts provided do not give away answers or aid in the elimination of
distractors

R | & | Smé

Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved
examination outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are assigned; deviations
are justified

R = | sné

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

s . S

1.

The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; the total is
correct and agrees with value on cover sheet

K | & |6

) Printed Name / Signatur Date
a. Author /({ AEh Vines [/ Kj?/ IS L]
b. Facility Reviewer (*) Hirac< . 4ewig / . % VIAL 5
c. NRC Chief Examiner ) T ihomas F._STerkal/ THk 3 ¢e//2007
d. NRC Regional Supervisor L@PWLQN (2. / on ATOLDJ /[‘[ g/e7
/ N
Note: * The Facility reviewer initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations

[

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in column “c

. chief examiner concurrence required




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

Facility: '\ % Date of Exam: H/'l@/f}‘) Exam Level: ROX SRO!| |
y Lo
' Initials
Item Description a b c

1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading K l/ @ gk
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified 4

and documented /\/ﬁ NA | e
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors g 739

(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) KV/ @ 7
4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 2% overall and 70 or 80,

as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail 4//4 NA | A
5. All o_the‘r.failing examinations checked to ensure that grades /l/ﬁ NA | wA

are justified 3
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training

deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity /(l:/ @ i

of questions missed by half or more of the applicants

Printed Name/Signature Date

a. Grader

b. Facility Reviewer(*)

c. NRC Chief Examiner (*)  Thesas £ steces [Tobene T I ik iafizfe7
d. NRC Supervisor (*) NN N1/ {2 §(e

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

ES-403, Page 5 of 5
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VINES, KEITH EDGAR

From: HARTMAN, JONATHON

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2007 3:46 PM
To: VINES, KEITH EDGAR

Subject: Exam Agreement

Keith,

I am stating that I have not disclosed any information on the NRC Exam with anybody
except the people under the NRC Agreement. Jonathan Hartman Reactor Operator



