ES-201 Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1

(/

y:: :

Facility: 0,)/5 V474 M Date of Examl)rqation?:— V=i /0?
wey

Developed by: Written - Faciliter NRc [ 7 Operating - Facility,m NRC [ i1 2

Target Chief
Date* Task Description (Reference) Examiner’s
Initials

-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 security and other requirements (C.2.c)
-120 4. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.d)
[-90] [5. Reference material due (C.1.e; C.3.c; Attachment 3)]

{-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, ES-401-1/2, ES-401-3, and
ES-401-4, as applicable (C.1.e and f; C.3.d)

{-70} {7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided to facility
licensee (C.2.h; C.3.e)} ;

{-45} 8. Proposed examinations (including written, walk-through JPMs, and
scenarios, as applicable), supporting documentation (including Forms
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, g and h; C.3.d)

g = L e

-30 9. Preliminary license applications (NRC Form 398's) due (C.1.;; C.2.g;
ES-202)
-14 10. Final license applications due and Form ES-201-4 prepared (C.1.I; C.2.i;
ES-202)
\
-14 11. Examination approved by NRC supervisor for facility licensee review
(C.2.h; C.3.) QA
‘ Vv
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1.j; C.2.f and h; C.3.9)
-7 13. Written examinations and operating tests approved by NRC supervisor ‘ :
(C.2.i: C.3.h) \(}/\
-7 14. Final applications reviewed; 1 or 2 (if >10) applications audited to confirm \l
qualifications / eligibility; and examination approval and waiver letters sent 2
(C.2.i; Attachment 5, ES-202, C.2.e; ES-204) i\
-
-7 15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed
with facility licensee (C.3.k) ¢
-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions u
distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.i) N\
{

* 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: Oyster Creek Date of Examination: 4/14/08
Initials
Item Task Description
a b* c#
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with ES-401. /M (\/)) ‘w /
W
R b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomly prepared in accordance with Section /V)
| D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled.
T T
T c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. ’w i <ﬂ1
E — -
N d.  Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. ’V\ [y) c%ﬂ
)
a.  Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number v
2. of normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, technical specifications, /lp/\ i
s and major transients.
.
I\IA b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number
U and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and rotation schedule L
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 scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days.
(0] v
R c. Tothe extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative 2 :
and quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D. V/A ?
3. a. Verify that the systems walk-through outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-2: U’
(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 (38) 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
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 A
(2) at least one task is new or significantly modified /\ﬂ/ =
(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 M P b
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 /M U
% in the appropriate exam section. ™H"
E | b Assesswhether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. W IS
g c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. '\A A
R d.  Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. /W3 Jﬁ (
ﬁ e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. /\/A 7}4 R\ ¢
f.  Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). /M W
} D tro Print ar\r_!%jignature zatek_7
a. Author /\/-e |/ ta (Cl — -1 -0%
b. Facility Reviewer (*) ‘ _Ir Z & y/47. {=lE=0F
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) 4 o G A w
d. NRC Supervisor 2 /6/0
NOTE: # Independent NRC Reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
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Ouster Crogk Exam Yfos
ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of L{t""/ 08 asofthe
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | 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 (e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or
provide direct or indirect feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility
licensee’s procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an
enforcement action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or
suggestions that examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

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

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1. Ned Rtcoy Exan Author Maxig' olgor N qlzsloy
2. 0P 8o, v T es SR n 10/vel0? R sIGI oY
3. Ll : £g- : TR " Py ) : )
4 Nerler . Z e (; 47
5 Mike Rwcsy ; i &fex_ i 5
T o s DTN —
7. Gres Mows Evaw bthn () a0 % 2-14 03 S-§-o8
8. ; 4 — 02~ "D?;uk*“—L" ey, S8
9. i ez a Yo P Depee— I3/, S B.Lse (W 4 S -27-0¥F
10. S(’;Ro < 21 KOy 52 = - 3 0%
11. Jnslip (DA b 10) Lov . SesuK gt Y hkd
12 : S % 3t Rlak Talowe 57p7-0¥
13, ﬁ? ,44,%’“‘_- . [ 49) 2 /2 ,,XJ@@ " /s0]2008
14. 34X Doy bal WOS S /00 I L ) T b Tal € v VU s726-0F
15._ Robin [Srpton _Sim Cooralinator (_MA.M“,A__ s ‘7‘771.2(5.

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

% Pre-Examination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of L/[ )Y /0 Y as of the
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examinations to any persons who have not been authorized
by the NRC chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants scheduled to be
administered these licensing examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically noted below and
authorized by the NRC (e.g., acting as a simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training content or
provide direct or indirect feedback). Furthermore, | am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility
licensee’s procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an
enforcement action against me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or
suggestions that examination security may have been compromised.

2. Post-Examination

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 4 2: 4 zgi/From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examinations, except as specifically
noted below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1. Jar Heanmy fosted Uy Vingimn /&M«(Mm Lq B T % wtgx . F )l 5/5/08
2 e nal ; ; ~ i T T ‘*/aé{
3. o S~ vl T e - JES 3
4, SRo £0: 8 TN
5. ol : %&z
6. <R O Vot %
7. D _Comperen Tre N 7 . W, HKeortnan {7 p(ph b-1-0%
8. 2 XD (b (AP~ g, S — - i
10 ario e , S N LT VIR [ '
11, Udiam _ Diaveren of (@ar~iel X072~
12. G/ L CRoPPer SE TrNG Cod SulinAT ©
13. € Z SR_TRNE, (oW5uy TANT '
143, oD & o \ o8
15.
NOTES
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ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist Form ES-301-3

Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Examination:_4/14/2008 Operating Test Number:_ OC 2008
Initials
1. GENERAL CRITERIA
a b* c#
a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outling; changes are consistent with 3.
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 during N 4 fl/ Y
this examination. %) W\
v
el The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s)(see Section D.1.a). WA @ ‘W\
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is within Y
acceptable limits. w \f
e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent 1/\ &
applicants at the designated license level. W\

2. WALK-THROUGH CRITERIA -

a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable:

. initial conditions

. initiating cues

. references and tools, including associated procedures

e  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

=
o

b. Ensure that any changes from the previously approved systems and administrative walk-through
outlines (Forms ES-301-1 and 2) have not caused the test to deviate from any of the acceptance g%
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 e i G

The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with /IA @/
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached.
v
Printed Namge / Signature Date
a. Author Nel’ f +(UL ! Pﬁ - 4‘2 0%

b. Facility Reviewer (*) /46(‘5 T/‘ﬂ ,/U/;? g
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) Jl W 0/}"“/5" Wﬁ'— 0
d. NRC Supervisor T /L/Qnﬁ-/// W &/ 7208

NOTE: * The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence is required.
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ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Exam: 4/14/2008 Scenario Numbers: 2/ 3/ 4 Operating Test Number: OC 2008
Initials
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES
a b* c#
1% The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of \/‘ q
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events. ﬁ
2 The scenarios consist mostly of related events. W /l‘/ q
A
3 Each event description consists of
. the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated
. the malfunction(s) that are entered to initiate the event /)/\ @
. the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew

. the expected operator actions (by shift position)

. the event termination point (if applicable) - <ﬁ
4. No more than one non-mechanistic failure (e.g., pipe break) is incorporated into the scenario without ()_) A8
a credible preceding incident such as a seismic event. /\C
9. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. (:;JQ@('
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. ) /Z
Operators have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints. Cues 4N
are given. m

8. The simulator modeling is not altered. <

9. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10CFR55.46(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.

B e R B ) B R
S
[
RN

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. =
1k All individual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 @/ , \
(submit the form along with the simulator scenarios). ﬁ‘*
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). q
13. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. [\:’ L
Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes - R
1 Total malfunctions (5-8) Ti ey W /})}q @
2 Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) s v i ’h A ‘!
- v
2 A
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 3/4 /i\_'-l W éb
4, Major transients (1-2) el e »n ” ﬂg
2\
8. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) R BB '),,i\ /‘;
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) R ']4,& a
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2r3r2 e i
)
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ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Exam: 4/14/2008 Operating Test Number: OC 2008
A = Scenarios
Pl B T
L N t Sel 2 {imd BTV, | 4 0 |
| T
C CREW CREW CREW CREW X '?I
A T POSITION POSITION POSITION POSITION L M
% BT AR s Aame et BT AT B U
LR T 0| RS B R T O M(*)
O C P @, C e (6] C P (0] C B
5 T N T
EO RX 1 0 1 2 1 1 0
sRo-I |[NOR | . 0 5 b e
[ Ic . : ; : 8|4 4|2
SRO-U
[t MAJ : 1 1 el
SRo\ |TS 2 0 0 il g n
EO RX 1 1 0 ool 0
SRo-I |NOR 0 1 ! pohE ey i
ST : ; ! s 4l g
SRO-U
D MAJ 1 1 1 3 e 2 1
SRoz TS 0 2 0 2 a2z
E]O RX 0 1 1 2 1 0
SRO-I NOR 1 0 1 Tl 1
IIC ; g e
SRO-U 2 2 4 gl an sl
MAJ 1 1 1 a3 Par et
S R03 TS 0 0 2 2.5 02 2
RO RX t g
sro-I |NOR M B
sro-u |/© e
MAJ gupg il
TS 0o o

1

Instructions:

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. KOs 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.

Reaqtivi% manigulations may be conducted under normal or controlled abnormal conditions (refer to
Section D.5.d) but must be sgnmcant 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.

W henever 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: Oyster Creek

Date of Exam: 4/14/2008

Operating Test Number: OC 2008

type; TS are not applicable for RO applicants. > “at v
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.

Os must serve in both the “at-the-controls (ATC)"

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.

é \E/ Scenarios
P E ; Tl
[I_ ¥ LB 2: 5w 3S(n\"( 4 0 I
i N
C CREW CREW CREW CREW
A t POSITION POSITION POSITION POSITION 3 v
N Y
S A B S A B S A B S A B 0]
! L m Y g R ARGRER e el LR T | O M(*)
O C R O C B O C 2 (@) C B2
RElET D
ch RX 1 0 1 PRl e
SRo-I |NOR | . 9 L R
! I’ 4 2 2 Biliasicras) =
SRO-U
O y MAJ 1 1 1 aileos ol
§ E% TS 2 0 0 g lyend o
E]o RX ; - 1 sl i o
sro-I |NOR 0 : : o Ll
I/C
SRO-U - 4 4 10} [4n |4 S0
D < MAJ 1 1 1 3 2 2 1
55%%7 TS 0 2 2 45 0 eea 8l e
%} RX 5 ] 0 1| i
SRo-1 |NOR : 0 1 o] e
L] I/C 2 2 2 6| ALl Ao
SRO-U
MAJ 1 1 1 Qe e sy
g\ TS 0 0 0 o |ofrgilie
RO RX S
L]
SRo-I |NOR T
L] |
sro-u |/© Nl
U MAJ 2P
TS ol 2|2
Instructions:
il Check the applicant level and enter the operating test number and Form ES-D-1 event numbers for each event
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ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6

Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Examination: 4/14/08 Operating Test No.: OC 2008
APPLICANTS
TR R o TR R o
¢ o SRO-I [X o SRO- X O SRO-I X SRO-I ]
Comgpencies . 1% eHo.y [ K@ @lic i lifedon [ | Bl
SCENARI_O___ SCENARIO g SCENARIO SCENARIO
1 2. 84l 2 earirdn] 2k 8 4t 20 3a g
Interpret/ Diagnose 25 | 48 16 56 48 4 25 7 146
Events and Conditions
Sompldy Wlﬂ’z{’:l)nd Use 1-8 1'4'96'8' 1.566,7, 3,4{,36,7, 1-9 2.351.7. 1'2235‘7' Z.Bg.ﬂ. 1-8
rocedures
gperdate(zc)ontrOI NA 14,68 1,5é6.7, 3.4,86,7, NA 2.351.7. 1A2é5,7, 2.397.8. NA
oards
Codrnlmtunlcite 1-8 14,68 1,5,86,7, 3,4,86,7, 1.9 2.361.7. 1.2é5.7. 2.3.97.8. 1-8
and Interac
‘ DemonStrate 1-8 NA NA NA 1-9 NA NA NA 1-8
Supervisory Ability (3)
Comply With and
Elke Tenh Specs. (3) 15 NA NA NA | 57 NA NA | NA | 23
Notes:
(1) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.

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

Instructions:

Check 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.

<631\Ctr\o e o2

SQ&/\OL(\O e S"’“‘\

Cenacio 3= Sem H
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ES-301

Competencies Checklist

Form ES-301-6

Facility: Oyster Creek

Date of Examination: 4/14/08

Operating Test No.: OC 2008

Competencies

APPLICANTS

~ RO
o SRO-I
& SRO-U [

L]
X

™~ RO Il
‘g SRO-I  [X
< SRo-U [

« RO

S SRO-I

X

i

& SRO-U []

RO bl
SRO-I [}
SRO-U []

SCENARIO

SCENARIO

SCENARIO

SCENARIO

1

2

4i=[int 28 v v

3

4

e a8 od:

‘Interpret/ Diagnose
Events and Conditions

2.5

4.8

56 48 1,46

25

Comply With and Use
Procedures (1)

1468,(1567,
9

3467,
8

‘Operate Control
Boards (2)

NA

1468 "

3486.7, NA

Communicate
and Interact

1468

3467,

12,57,
8

2,3,7.8,
9

23,47,
8

Demonstrate
Supervisory Ability (3)

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Comply With and
Use Tech Specs. (3)

NA

NA

NA 57 23

NA

NA

NA

Notes:
(1

(2)
)

) Includes Technical Specification compliance for an RO.
Optional for an SRO-U.
Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Check 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.

SUnacio | = St
S(szy\ar\o"z:’ S(W\S
S Unaro % =5 {lm‘“(
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ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist Form ES-401-6

Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Exam: 4/14/2008 Exam Level: RO [X] SRO [X]
Initial
Item Description . .
p a %7 <
1 Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. T é YK
2 a. NRC KJ/As are referenced for all questions. /}/ LV
b. Facility learning objectives are referenced as available. ,)'A a) 30\
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 gL C/ =
; A}
| 4. The sampling process was random and systematic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions were U
repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing exam, consult the NRR OL program office).

G Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlled
as indicated below (check the item that applies) and appears appropriate:
X_ 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

b
Spad

__ thelicensee 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 N \

or modified); enter the actual RO / SRO-only question 12/12 20/20 68/68

distribution(s) at right. )
7 Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO Memnory C/A

exam are written at the comprehension /analysis level; "W A A @

the SRO exam may exceed 60 percent if the randomly . 36 /64 d

selected KAs support the higher cognitive levels; enter ”5{ =X

the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right. @n @ i
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers W Q

or aid in the elimination of distractors.

~—-

9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved examination )

outline and is appropriate for the Tier to which they are assigned; WA l

deviations are justified
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet the guidelines in ES Appendix B. ’I,A k )
iby The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; 10 Gs)

the total is correct and agrees with value on cover sheet

Printed Name / Signature

& Author 761/ a frwt W %

b. Facility Reviewer (*)

c. NRC Chief Examiner (#)

d. NRC Regional Supervisor

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

%f i Ma.//éf St freg e

zccureg [/\/C// ﬂ?—f,@:/" ﬁ/ A eofop MJ

e/i/f-ufym,? / #‘7’,552197779& EGrnr
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Brian Haagensen - RE: Oyster Creek Initial Written Exams Page 1

From: <Neil.Patrou@exeloncorp.com>

To: <BCH1@nrc.gov>

Date: 04/10/2008 2:51:27 PM

Subject: RE: QOyster Creek Initial Written Exams
Brian,

Here are a few things that you had asked for.

15 | used the electronic WD BWR K/A Catalog software, version 9.1.2, to generate both the RO and
SRO written exam outlines.

2: To the best of my knowledge, only 1 question on this exam is repeated from the last 2 NRC
initial exams given at Oyster Creek.

3 The final ratios of bank/modified/new and low cognitive/high cognitive levels for the written
exam questions are as follows:

- Bank (RO/SRO): 12%/12%
- Modified (RO/SRO)  20%/20%
- New (RO/SRO) 68%/68%

- Low Cog (RO/SRO)  44%/36%
- High Cog (RO/SRO)  56%/64%

4. The exam cover sheets are attached (ES-401-7 and ES-401-8).

F The ILT Lead is not here at present, but | will ensure the candidates know that the start time
is 0730 on Monday (and not 0900).

Thanks in advance.

Neil Patrou
Oyster Creek

----- Original Message-----

From: Brian Haagensen [mailto:BCH1@nrc.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2008 12:13 PM

To: Patrou, Neil

Cc: John Caruso

Subject: Re: Oyster Creek Initial Written Exams

Neil,

| have been able to print out the final RO and SRO exams for approval by Sam Hansell tomorrow morning.
The only thing missing is the NRC Exam Cover sheet forms - ES 401-7 and ES 401-8. Please complete
these forms and send to me (no need to password protect) when you can.

The other issue pending is the completion of the requirements in ES 401 on the top of page 4 which
states:

When submitting its examination outline to the NRC, the facility licensee
shall describe the process that was used to develop the examination outline
(in sufficient detail for the NRC to confirm that it meets the systematic
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and random selection criteria). Examples of adequate documentation include

(1) a statement that the facility licensee used the sampling process described

in Attachment 1; (2) identification of the industry standard or widely-available
commercial product that was used; or (3) a description or copy of the facility
licensee's process document.

Please send us an email that describes the sampling methodology per the above.
Also, please add the following statement to your email from block 4 of ES 401-6:

"The facility licensee's sampling process was random and systematic (there are no more than 4
RO and/or 2 SRO questions repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing exams)."

If you feel that you are unable to certify the question overlap, we will have to take the time to review the
last 2 exams - question by question - to certify this statement. This process will take a lot of extra time -
which could be saved if you can - in good conscience - certify the overlap (assuming you have already
done this work).

Brian

>>> <Neil.Patrou@exeloncorp.com> 04/10/2008 11:14 AM >>>
Brian,

Please find the Oyster Creek initial written exams enclosed.
Many thanks in advance.

Neil Patrou
Oyster Creek

<<NRC RO Exam Key.doc>> <<SRO NRC Exam KEY.doc>>

Fhkkkkkkhkkkkkhkhkhhhkkhkhkkkkkhhkkkkhhhhkhkhhhhhdkhhhhhihdd

This e-mail and any of its attachments may contain Exelon
Corporation proprietary information, which is privileged,
confidential, or subject to copyright belonging to the Exelon
Corporation family of Companies.

This e-mail is intended solely for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying, or action taken in relation
to the contents of and attachments to this e-mail is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this e-mail
in error, please notify the sender immediately and permanently
delete the original and any copy of this e-mail and any printout.
Thank You.

e e e s e e T e e s e e e e e e ke e e ke e e ke e vk ke e ke e e e Sk ke ok v e o e e ke e ke e e ke ke ke ek ok
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ES-403 Written Examination Grading
Quality Checklist
Facility: Oyster Creek Date of Exam: 4/22/08 Exam Level: RO [X] SRO [X]
Initials
Item Description a b g

il Clean answer sheets copied before grading W 20N
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified 2T (24}

and documented ' l
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors ,

(reviewers spot check >25% of examinations) A { O)’k
4. Grading for all borderline cases (80% = 2% overall and 70 or 80, I v

as applicable, + 4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail {/ @‘W’\
Bt All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades J

are justified s { M/ A
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training

deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity YA /& @7}\)

of questions missed by half or more of the applicants s

Printed Name / Signature Date

a. Author Neil Patrou sz q-24-0%
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Toe Cosdre Am/ én/f i Y-x-08
c. NRC Chief Examiner(*) @/ ;)%( u/ :/%n/ é}?pﬂys’c Lﬂ%%ﬂ,. l//s’o/ 0g
d. NRC Supenvisor(*) Sa muclU/Ja sell W 5l1Y/e8
() The facility reviewer’s signature is not applicable for examinations graded by the NRC;

two independent NRC reviews are required.
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