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

Facility: §»Q L&) Date of Examination: 8{35[,&%

Examinations Developed by: Facilit@ /" NRC (circle one)

Target Chief
Date” Task Description (Reference) Examiner's

Initials

-180 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a and b) Q("Q}

-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 sert (C.2.d)

[-901 [5. Reference material due (C.1.e; C.3.c; Attachment 2)]

{-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)

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 reference
materials due (C.1.e, f, g and h; C.3.d)

{-70} {7. Examination outline(s) reviewed by NRC and feedback provided to facility g@

-30 9. Preliminary license applications (NRC Form 398's) due (C.1.l; 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.f)
-14 12. Examinations reviewed with facility licensee (C.1j; C.2.fand h; C.3.g)
\%4
-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
qualifications / eligibility; and examination approval and waiver letters sent
(C.2.i; Attachment 4; ES-202, C.2.e; ES-204)
-7 15. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed
with facility licensee (C.3.k)
-7 16. Approved scenarios, job performance measures, and questions X
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 Qutline Quality Checklist

Form ES-201-2

Facility: 5 ﬂ LEN\

Date of Examination: § aZ/Og

b. Facility Reviewer (*)
¢. NRC Chief Examiner () _R£1AN UARGENSWN i)~ BA

d. NRC Supervisor 5Q "y @ g‘l' &

i Task D Initials
em a iption
sk Descriptio 2 b | of
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s} the appropria:e mede!, in accordance with ES-401. A N({}“
w a2
R b. Assess whether the outline was systematic ally and randemly prepared in accordance with A !
! Section D.1 of ES-401 and whether all K/ A categories are appropriately sampled. iH
i c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. /g_ d <H
E
d. Assess whether the justifications for deseler ted or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. v
N X
2. a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the pr opcsed scenario sets cover the required number
of narmal evolutions, instrument and com ponent failures, technical specifications, A
s and major transients. A ()" dj"
|
M b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number l!
U and mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew compasition and rotation schedule < 7
L without compromising exam integrity, and ens ure that each applicant can be tested using /
A at Jeast one new or significantly modifi ed szenario, that no scenarios are duplicated (?‘ j
T fram the applicants’ audit test(s), and that scenarios will not be repeated on subsequent days.
0 c. To the extent possible, assess whether t he: outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative 3
R and quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D. A/ & H
3. 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
W distributed among the safety func tions as specified on the form
/ (2) task repetition from the last two NRC examinat ions is within the limits specified on the form
T (3) no tasks are duplicated from the applcants’ audit test(s)
(4) the number of new or modified tasks mzets or exceeds the minimums specified on the form (a
(5) the number of alternate path, low-povier, emergency, and RCA tasks meet the criteria
on the form.
b. Verify that the administrative outline m eets 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 ane task is new or significantly modified . U‘* @‘
(3) no more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations
c. Determine if there are enough different oulli nes to test the projected number and mix A %
of applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subseguent days. a'
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered A @
in the appropriate exam sections. O‘
G - :
E b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate.
N c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except fo r plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. A :ﬁ\
E
R d. Check for duplication and overiap among exam sections. ,d- v (f')\
A e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. /i %\ g
L
Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO ar SRO). A/W%ﬂ ka—
|4
Dat
a. Author 'ib_L" 8
AN

. inted Si .
Ger:;la Gcwéunj ‘er & ) gme Srgrla ure
Tohn Garacht C ) &

Z BR A

vy

70/05

Note:

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Co lumn “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.

* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines
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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 3/2--»[ as of the date
of my signature.

| agree that | will not knowingly divuige 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. 1 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 knowjedge, | gid not divuige to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC ficensing examinations administ;red
during the week(s) offfzs - 9/%/¢ From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, I did not
instruct, evaluate, or provide

rformance 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. G wds Lesd (e Sxam Author /4] ’
2. £ ) Tachv i meu
3. Jeo LS S0 [Taaiity reyiewar
4. %Mr ;iw S‘iriimvnw OTM_ L A
5 WAYNE  MeRam S 3or V”W* “/\ =
6. Taea Ve ad pman 3 Som Loty o _,.Zzzm_@Mw"""’
7. L Re ./ - Lhnrel s oo Corign PN \')\~€
8 __S_o_a_zls_n_f__ Nio T _W
10 Eé\a Hors~ oo tay  anst O/ B \O2
11 ~aAN NGUUE N Sodt WARE Bl VLN
12 Juhn  frecsc. NCO A— 4
13_0and frre MO Z;ZM”AMM
14, U9l 0 (G 380 /) TASRICA Pray

15 Nathanel <glane B NCOD
NOTES: Seelt HESS rPCoO

M?ﬁy/};
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ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the NRC licensing examinations scheduled for the week(s) of Slis(z as of the date
of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divuige 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 ____. 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 specificaly noted
below and authorized by the NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (;fr

1. BrRIAN Boos SALEM Sreo/CRS o~ o

- She I["\w"\—‘! bt 75\&'{'* P M
3. _invd ETA. §a e /\V o' b%foroc'éf ”w..b,«fg/»\»f‘»-w-'
4, 7 ; ywi
'W 54/24_7 ;zzgr zfﬁ(d ,/1:‘.‘41 2,

6. : 5‘9}61/\ ;Lm’ 1rS A, D~/ :
8. ) _ . 0 sy D o %) ' \'I \'7

9. ‘t_\\’ifigm BLgE  Tior ggfom:-— ,‘tgbhr ——
10._{

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

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

<
Facility: Sclem Date of Examination: E;‘/13/8 Operating Test Number: &7+ 3j
Initials
1. General Criteria
a b* c#
’
a. The operating test conforms with the previ ously approved outline; changes are consistent with %
sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 5545, operational importance, safety function distribution). ks
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this ani other operating tests 1o be administered /é; iw
during this examination.
| auditiesi(s). see Seci 4 D |
C. The operating test shall not duplicate iilems from _thz applicants’ audit test(s}. (see Section D1.a.) P
./
d. Overlap with the written examination and betweer different parts of the operating test is within é{ @\
acceptable limits. ’ | ra~
_ 4
e. it appears that the operating test will differ entiate between competent and less-than-competent 4 ‘%
applicants at the designaied license level / &\-
- : g
2. Walk-Through Criteria -- - --
a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicabie:
. initial conditions
. initiating cues
. references and tools, including associated procedures
J reasonable and validated time limits (average ti me allowed for compietion} and specific ) j
designation if deemed to be time-c ritical by the facility licensee o f) %
. operationally important specific performance criteria that include:
—~  detailed expected actions with exact cr teria and nomenciature
- system response and other examiner cues
—  statements describing important observations to be made by the applicant
—  criteria for successful compietion of the task
—~ identification of critical steps and iheir associated performance standards
— restrictions on the sequenc e of steps. if applicanie
b. Ensure that any changes from the previous ly apprcved systems and administrative walk-through ,
outlines {(Forms ES-301-1 and 2) have not caused the te stio deviate from any of the acceptance ,4.1
criteria {e.g., item distribution, bank use, repet ition from the last 2 NRC examinations) specified T ‘9 N
on those forms and Form £S-201-2.
3. Simulator Criteria -~ - -
The associated simulator operatinc tests (scenar io sets) have been reviewed in accordance with i i g
Form ES-301-4 and a copv is attached. i 4‘
A4 Printed Name / Signature Date
. ) o » .
a. Author C‘,‘ banln( /j,éjl,{u('\m.,‘ G i4-5
] r
b.  Facility Reviewer(") i QLS ?—) 4Y-0 %
¢ NRC Chief Examiner (#) &)f'\ﬁ C, HAAGINSE g oé
d. NRC Supervisor SLmue / é. /' - ?IZ& /08
NOTE: *  The facility signature is not applicable for Nr.C-developed tests.
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Cclumn “c”: chief examiner concurrence reguired.
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ES-301

Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

F

orm ES-301-4

| Facilin

% -
\()-;-\ /‘—'a N Date of Examf 54 Scenaric Numbers’ 4 ,5 Operating Test No -

ey

QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

Initials

b’—l ot

Tne mal condiions are realistic, in that some eguipment endfor Nstrumentabion may be out

X

@
Wy 8

No more thar ane non-mechanistic fallure (&.g . pipe break) is incarporated into the scenarc

withou! a credible preceding tncident such as & selsmic event

o

The events are valid with regart i phvsics and thermodyramics

1.
i o service but it does nol cu€ the operators mic expecied events
l 2 The scenarios consist mostiv of related events
j 3. Each event description consists of
. the point in the scenano when it1s o be initiated g, )
» the mallunction(s] tha! are emered 1o nitiate the even 4 @
+ the symplomsicues that will be wisible 1o the crew ;"
. the expeclied operalor aclions (by shifl posibon)
. the even! termination point (if applicabie)
[4

NoT Ui

~1

4D
6. Sequencing ano iming of events is reasonable, and allows the examination team tc obtain lzy_
i compigte evalualon resuits Commensurate witni the scenzno objectives g
7. I ime compression echnques are used. t he scenaric Stmmary clearly soindicales j' ’JM m
Cperators have sufficent ime 1o carry out expec ted activities without undue ime constraints 4 )
Cues are aven %4 ?t"'
[ | 84
£ The stmulalor mogeling 15 no! altered D 4
¢ The scenance have beer vahaaled. Pursuant ¢ 10 CFFR 5E 46(c; any open simulator
performarnce aeficiencies or geviations fr om the referencec plan: have deen evaluated r@
10 ensure tha! funstiona’ iwelt 1= ma ntamec wnile runn.ne the planned scenanias ﬂ‘-’-
(10 Every operator will be evalualed using al leas  one new or significantty modified scenano. Qﬁ‘L 4@
Al oingr scenanos have beer, altered in accardance witr: Section D.5 of £5-301 s ¥
. - e 0 %&/ ¢
11 Al indivigual operalor competencies car be evaiuated. as verifi2d using Form E£5-301-€ g, .
(submii the form alang witr the simuiator scenaros) J/k“"
12. Each applicant wili be significantly involved 1 the mirimum number of transients and events é?/ﬁ @.{
| specifiea on Form £5-301-5 (subrmit the form witr tne simuiator scenanosi LAl 5h
F
[ 13 The level of dificuli 1s appropriate to € uppart licensing decisions for each crew pasition f Y I
J A d
| Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario: See Section D.5.d} j“ Actual Atiribyies - - --
| 4 7,
! 1 Total maliunctions (5-8: 9’ . rﬁ @, a) g;)
L
| 3 Yo~ g
P2 Mallunchons afler EOF entry (12 3 ;}\ [ 2 (%
, "y
F evens 3 13 2.3 WY &
| 3. Apnormai events (£-4! ! v ¢,
.4
. ,Z >
! 4 Maor transients (-2 o i /?\/ 9\ e nuil f }
5. EOPs enteredirecunne substantiv e actions (124 { I / 1 I Ri Yy (f#
|
€ EOF contingencies requintng substant ive actions (G=Z1 { J J / 1 o } 0 und &1}?}"
2[4 32 [P
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ES-301, Rev. 9, Supp. 1 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

Facility: Salem Generating Station Date of Exam: 08/25/2008 Operating Test No.: 07-01 NRC
A E Scenarios
p \
P E ESG-1 ESG-2 ESG-3 ESG-5(Spare-not | T M
L N included in TOTAL) | O |
‘ T CREW CREW POSITION | CREW POSITION | CREW POSITION | T N
c POSITION A l
A T L M
N Y S A B S A B S A B S A B U
T P R T 0 R T 0 R T 0 R T o] M(*)
E O C P 0 C P 0] C P o) c P
R (I |U
RX 1 1 1 1 3 |1)t]0
SRO())- NOR 0 0 0 0 0 |1}1111
1(3) |IC 2 2 2 4 6
Hargrave [ pmaJ 1 1 1 1 3
Wiedman
TS 2 0 1 2 3
RX 1 1 0 1 2
SRO(I)- NOR 0 0 1 0 1
2(4) |uC 2 2 | 2 3 6
V‘ﬁ’_tllhey MAJ 1 1 1 1 3
i .
TS 0 X 0 0 2
RX o | & 0 1 1 |1
RO-1,2 NOR 1 0 0 0 |1
Pierce |I/C 9\ d 2 3 |5
Rydell {nmaJ 1 AL 1 1 1 3
TS 0 0 0 0 0
RX
NOR 11111
I/C 41412
MAJ 21211
TS 01212
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 serve in both the SRO and the ATC positions,
including at least two instrument or component (I/C) malfunctions and one major transient, in the ATC
position. If an Instant SRO ad(ditionally serves in the BOP position, one I/C malfunction can be credited
toward the two I/C malfunctions required for the ATC position.

2. Reactivity manipulations may be conducted under normal or controfled 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 instrtument 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

Competen

cies Checklist

Form ES-30717-6

acility: Spr /é//\

Date of Examination:

Operating

Test No.:[, "Z}T

i
7 @
| Seo e SPOES s Ko o 2.
— . ]
RO ; RO i RO e RO A
SRO-I &, SRO-I B SRO-I L SRO-1 T
SRO-U T SRO-U SRO-U SRO-U [
. Competencies SCENARIO SCTENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
2 I ;
3[4f1] 2314112/ 348123 /4

interpret/Diagnose
Events and Conditions

Comply With and
Use Procedures (1)

=~ [\ -

E
5

414
4]3

4
3

N

Operate Control
Boards (2)

r————
L

514

Communicate
and Interact

AR

I3
5
¢
¢

et

.
q

s
e

[0y [&
I

(,

hlu.

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

Demonstrate S‘ - é . -l -

Supervisory Ability (3) :

Comply With and _ ( —_ i - N DU o -

Use Tech. Specs. (3) |

Netes: cos ATC Wy G TREATC g P B R BP BeP
includes Technica! Specification compliance for an RO. Cr%w/S SkReow | <CACS

Sho 4z Moy

2o # |

Lod

Instructions:

Checkh the applicants’ license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow
the examiners to evaluate every applicable comoetency for every applicant.

ES-301,
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ES-401

Written Examination Quality Checklist

Form ES-401-6

Facility: S o lém Date of Exam: Q/Lf /5 Exam Level: [3rO []

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 licerise exam was started; or
___the examinations were developed independently; or

he licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
__other (explain)

Initial
item Description a b* c*
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. /d /ﬁ*
(V4 -
2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for all questions. ./g/
b. Facility learning objectives are referenced as available. Y~ @
- . BE
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 @
4, The sampling process was random and systemat ic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions 5’%
were repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing ex ams, consult the NRR OL program office).
-
5. Question duplication from the licens e screening/audit exam was controlled

Facidy wole lopth exams, thee 15 v duplication /‘5{>
1

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 il o/ |;
question distribution(s) at right. 28 1370 9 /7A 4z /56%

Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO Memory C/A
exam are written at the comprehension/ analysis lzvel;
the SRO exam may exceed 60 percent if the randamly
selected K/As support the higher cognitive levels; enter 36 147 V o / 53%
the actual RO / SRO question_distribution(s) at right. °

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

Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved /g'

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

10.

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

T HCEE AN STHIY
&

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.

B

a. Author

b. Facility Reviewer (*)
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#)
d. NRC Regional Supervisor

oy P S

Note:

* The facility reviewer's initials/signat ure are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.
# _Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column_“c”; chief examiner concurrence required.

ES-401, Page 29 of 33
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ES-401

Written Examination Quality Checklist

Form ES-401-6

Facility: SQ (em

Date of Exam: q {t_{_(e

=
Exam Level: RO ]

Item Description

Initial

b*

Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility.

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
Jztﬁe licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or
other (explaln

facil,_—'l?\, wotobe L,}lq ex s, there 1§ Mo dopl»«d’wn/e&

2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for all questions. iE 5@\
b. Facility learning objectives are referenced as available.
-y
3, SRO guestions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 /2;- d_a. W
4. The sampling process was random and systemat ic (if more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions
were repeated from the last 2 NRC licensing ex arns, consult the NRR OL program office).
5. Question duplication from the licens e screening/audit exam was controlled

b. Facility Reviewer (*)

gc!dd-slaaclm Lot & Lau.
c;JL!SQl_ . -

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 . - P s,
question distribution(s) at right. "l /26‘6 z ! 6 /' e /("(A )
7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO Memory CIA
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 io |/ 1_(07 ‘S / (007 !
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at rigit. ° ©
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers d @,\
or aid in the elimination of distractors. i < X
9. Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved \‘)
examination outline and is appropriate for the tier "o which they are assigned;
deviations are justified.
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet th2 guidelines in ES Appendix B. /‘J’L 5
11. The exam contains the required number of one-pcint, multiple choice items; /(‘f/
the total is correct and agrees with the value on the: cover sheet.
Printed Name / Signature
a. Author

c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) YR Qe nﬂ?"-‘»’t‘”
d. NRC Regional Supervisor wel Lifa
Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signat ure are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

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

Facility: nggm Date of Exam: 9 (L{/‘z Exam Level: Rdﬁ SRO‘[Z{I

Initials
Item Description b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading 86,7)
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified

)

and documented

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

4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 +2% overall and 70 or 80,
as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail

5. All other failing examinations checkad to ensure that grades ”%/ %@Q@\

are justified

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training /g/ /[\49 g@_ N

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

= = e e
NEEE
&

Printed Name/Signature Date

3[4{9
b. Facility Reviewer(*) , / 7/& [
c. NRC Chief Examiner () BZAN Hﬂ%@“fi@\i’/ (;lm;z? ‘?[25Zog

d. NRC Supervisor (*) Samqg/ Z. /thw//_ "'h .’, /6/03/08

a. Grader

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