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Mr. Gabriel Apger

Chief Examiner, Region IV

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
612 E. Lamar Blvd. Suite 400
Arlington, TX 76011-4125

South Texas Project
Units 1 and 2
Docket Nos. STN 50-498; STN 50-499
Written Examination Results

The written NRC License exam was administered on May 27, 2010 at the South Texas Project.
In accordance with NUREG 1021, Operator Licensing Examination Standards for Power
Reactors, STP Nuclear Operating Company is submitting the following exam materials:

e FORM ES-403-1, Written Exam Grading QA Checklist

e Applicant answer sheet and examination cover sheet

e Applicant questions/clarifications NO Cxpum. Comm gy
e Post-exam applicant comments e

e Seating chart - 7

¢ Exam Security Agreement A M@%J L /f% e

Master exam and answer ke ”

Y [ Appltant. 7 Pjé/

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Jon Pierce at (361) 972-7142 or Ken Struble at ﬁf i; ey
|64 +

(361) 972-8690. There are no commitments in this letter.

; Jonathan E. Pierce

e ey s

Manager, Operations Training
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CC.
(paper copy)

Regional Administrator, Region IV

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
612 East Lamar Blvd, Suite 400
Arlington, Texas 76011-4125

Mohan C. Thadani

Senior Project Manager

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
One White Flint North (MS §B1A)
11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, MD 20852

Senior Resident Inspector

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P. O. Box 289, Mail Code: MN116
Wadsworth, TX 77483

U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Document Control Desk
One White Flint North

11555 Rockville Pike

Rockville, MD 20852

C. M. Canady

City of Austin

Electric Utility Department
721 Barton Springs Road
Austin, TX 78704
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(electronic copy)

A. H. Gutterman, Esquire
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP

Mohan C. Thadani
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Kevin Howell
Catherine Callaway
Jim von Suskil

NRG South Texas LP

Ed Alarcon

J. J. Nesrsta

R. K. Temple
Kevin Pollo

City Public Service

Jon C. Wood
Cox Smith Matthews

C. Mele
City of Austin

Richard A. Ratliff
Texas Department of State Health Services

Alice Rogers
Texas Department of State Health Services



OBDI 202 - INITIAL OPERATOR LICENSING PROCESS

DRAFT

ASSIGNMENT TICKLER
Chief: Gabriel Apger Facility: STP First Date of Exam: 5!2‘.7"/2610(1
Written Exam Developed By: NRC | égli?w Operating Test Developed By: NRC / Facilitf;;’
Due Date Description Date Complete | Initials Notes
11/28/2009 |Exam Administration Dates Confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a & b) ?ﬂ»fﬁ ~1 ‘Ci GW
1/27/2010  {NRC Examiners & Facility Contact Assigned (C.1.d; C.2.e) 2-9-,0 bl
1/27/2010  |Facility Contact Briefed on Security & Other Req's {C.2.¢) -0 1D bt
1/27/2010  |Corporate Notification Letter (ES-201 Att-3) Sent (C.2.d) 2.—1G - 6 Ut produced by Chief Examiner
2/26/2010  |Reference Material Due (if NRC authored) (C.1.e; C.3.c) /U/fj}% OB
3/13/2010  |integrated Exam Outlines Due (C.1.e & f; C.3.d) <~ 7, 10 Lot
3/18/2010 |Outlines Reviewed & Feedback Provided (c.2.h; C.3.e) A C s G Al
;/»»/4/12/2010 Draft Exams w/References Due (C.1.e,f,g.h; C.3.d) L,Lf 1 _{'D% [
4/27/2010  |*Peer Reviewer Completes Review of Exam on ES-401-9 L~; .y )f/, /0 b~
4/27/2010  1"NRC BC Approves Feedback to Facility (C.2.h: C.3.6) Ht e (e
4/27/2010  |"Exams Reviewed w/ Fac. (C.1.h,C.2.f& h; C.3.9) Yyl 1o 4o
4/27/2010  {Preliminary Applications Due (C.1.1;,C.2.g; ES-202) ;,,) 77 /o é/—.-(/’* D¢ tfon
5/2/2010 Preliminary Applications Reviewed (C.1.1;C.2.g) $-3-,0 Coorm +
5/13/2010  |Final Applications Due (C.1.;C.2.;ES-202) 5//’;3,/,‘/ &;,/@%
5/13/2010  |On-Site Preparatory Week to Validate Operating Test "“’7[;} @ oy (w‘;;.«{—}@} @/}/ )
5/13/2010 On-Site Audit (10%) of License App's (ES-202 C.2.e) N/A G A w /;?C%mké / /}Yﬂf’b’fc/ .
5/20/2010  |Final App's Approved & Waiver Letters Sent (ES-204; C.2.e) 5 )T {0 e !1 ﬁf}fo A LU/Q/[[/E’//!;
5/20/2010  |NRC Supervisor Approved Final Exam (C.2.i:C.3.h) -l iz g
5/20/2010 :EEX;A?;Oﬁ;?i))rc;/ra:p:ergjzgi—i)201 Att-4) and List of Applicants 5090 . produced by OLA
5/20/2010  {Proctor Rules Review w/Fac. & Written Authorized (C.3.k) SO Cat =
5/20/2010 |Exam Material to Exam Team (C.3.i) Nif@ &;@W
~Bi27/2010  |Administer Operating Test On-Site AN @1/5\, ugpfé«g&ﬁ Es oA 5/}/‘;7
6/8/2010 Facility Graded Written Exam & Comments Received 5/ fz"} //O o
6/11/2010  [NRC Written Exam Grading Completed 6 /c,{ / O (o
6/11/2010 |Examiners Document Exam Grades on ES Forms 6 /Lf /IO g
6/21/2010  [NRC Chief Examiner Grading Review Completed 6 /% // 0 &/‘W
6/22/2010  |NRC BC Review Completed b //L/ // - "
/26/2010  |License/Denials Mailed; Facility Notified of Results {9 /;\f/{ r 5J
6/26/2010 |RPS/IP Number of Examinees Updated j““/‘/ “/",0 4 print Report-21
7/11/2010  |Examination Report Issued é ’&@//C’ (5:/‘” produced by Chief Examiner
7/18/2010  |Chief Examiner QA of ADAMS and SUNSI checklist complete X/‘j /’LC! 0 6/ SUNSI checklist to OLA
7/26/2010  |Ref Mat'l Returned after Final Resolution of Appeals /\/5/{/&

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

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




ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist

Form ES-401-6

Facility: S;U%T pm t‘} Date of Exam: 5’[&? il o Exam Level: RO SRO[ ]

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

Initial
ltem Description a b* c?
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable fo the facility. E& ; DMf
2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for all questions. ‘ 5\6 ) ﬁ/{»{%«
b. Facility leaming objectives are referenced as available. &\T[j
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 p’“ e
4. The sampling process was random and systematic (If more than 4 RO or 2 SRO questions ‘J G

5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was contfrolled
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)

p=

7
i

6. Bank use meets limits (no more than 75 percent Bank Modified New

from the bank, at [east 10 percent new, and the rest
new or modified); enter the actual RO / SRO-only 32_/'1“ 3 /N“& 4/0/ ‘)A'

guestion distribution(s) at right.

7. Between 50 and 60 percent of the questions on the RO Memory C/A
exam are written at the comprehension/ analysis level;

the SRO exam may exceed B0 percent if the randomly
selected K/As support the higher cognitive levels; enter 33 / Nj&, ‘{2 / p!&
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right.

SRS

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

8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers 6%
or aid in the elimination of distractors.
[]
9. . Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved C)t’(ﬁ’
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.
11. The exam contains the required number of one-point, muitiple choice items; é Lo
the total is correct and agrees with the value on the cover sheet.
jgnted Name J Date
a. Author {’Z&,{\%f‘ 3/”/'3
b. Facility Reviewer (*) L@ QR LR ek 2o 58 G S5/
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) “Loprice Apeid £ CHE L L/ o
d. NRC Regional Supervisor MARK W& /Z/yﬂ A N 37 [;AQQ
Note: * The facility reviewer's initials/signature are not applicable for NRC-developed examinations.

4+ WRITTEN) Exgm  RE TAKE

£S5-401, Page 29 of 33



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

_ . s’" - A N Lo o §
Facmty:gmww\ (o s ijfﬁiéﬁi" Date of Examination: @§”{¢Q§{J Jeni G
Initials
item Task Description
a b c#
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with ES-401. Z;);’!Iw ;ﬁr
w -
R b. 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. ,K,z {0
T e o
T c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. } ) /7// 7&(
E L v e
N d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. ; bt 57/ éf\/
{
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, * o
S and major transients, [ +
| "
M b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number Y
U 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 y
A at feast 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.
%
g c. To the extent possible, assess whether the outline(s) conform(s) with the qualitative K\
and quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D. X
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 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) f‘vé
(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. ’x\
b. Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1: 3
(1) the tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form 8
(2) at least one task is new or significantly modified AY
(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 applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days. X
] AR
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including PRA and IPE insights) are covered M v, ) /\J/
in the appropriate exam sections. fﬁ f? {2{
G p T
E b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. fi'g< o/ Q&?
g c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. ﬁOS _& fk‘
4 j‘ . H
i d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. ﬂ'téﬁ ’4‘//4% ""'/§><
L e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. féé ‘<7 K—
f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). &j - PS(
14
; )
o)
a. Author %’é@ “wg}”%‘ fexs| @
b. Facility Reviewer (*) V.. iR € ; V
c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) AABRIEL APAEIZ 22270
d. NRC Supervisor Magk il ) Al AR Sladfie
: 77
Note: # Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines

%: éj:f*ul} iy \,“i‘ '%’?:ugx ”{:)j: %f Mm s 7 ‘%%/iﬂ‘ @9‘6&\,\.‘% & ‘jkrg ;R»‘? [&T8" i\‘f«

H



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

o S ] " 7 , :
FacilitySoovh texay Foyedt  Date of Exam: Sfadfio Exam Level: ROSY SRO[ ]

Initials
ltem Description a b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading /;3/5(/% jQy bt
2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified f\i} A IU[ 4 %
and documented t !
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors N/ A lig? et /I
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations)
4. Grading for all borderline cases (80 2% overall and 70 or 80, ) A f\fz A A;///%
as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail f /
5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades ?\i; A mg A /kf/
are justified v
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training ) 4
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity ﬁ,ﬁf/xf\/ Ay
of questions missed by hailf or more of the applicants
Printed Name/Signature ‘ Date
a. Grader - lzéwaty A. fm Sy /ém j?f,g% 5 -A7-00
b. Facility Reviewer(*) i/ S‘m&w S-3) ~10

~ 677D
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) . {;;m/sz sl %// — JZ# ol

d. NRC Supervisor (*) MariL H‘Qfﬂu /%ﬂ _— ,%A%éﬂ_

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

ES-403, Page 6 of 6



8240 1z ofed 'L0z-53

RNy £ ou\\a\uo MO Rz heny v, P 3 4+..\3 wo »TT» .\.uQ @
@..3;93&&;.@ widxﬁwy\hﬁa«u %mﬂM@

‘S3LON

Gl

gt

el

k4’

b

0l

) T ] Py OFRE=% 7 ACRVIIINT Tlo IR WGy 6

LA A Q\Q\.’\\v SRS ..\..IN\fu ST N VOLMAZI O X m.vn:waxzd PART g

0725 \@\An.\\\m O/ ~hY.S VN eV Ty \n,v.\va &x@@l\. /

g T ST arYoido * 9

G R N B S Prie- D230 g E

R . e i Y S & T W P~AL SIS BT S 4

o7/t SPIEVT TI0 et Y A el C e

7). v i A 7TIN T BL IV Vo H 2

- L oy ]z7 Y T Coazey 200 25110 L
9 orjuefs $2372q w +oy N s L L= =

JLON 31va  (2) 3YNLvNDIS d1vd (1) IUNLYNDIS ALINGISNOLSIY / 371L1L gor AWYN G3LNIYd

"OYN 8} Aq paziioyine pue mojaq
pajou Ajjeoyioads se 1deoxs ‘suopeuiexs Buisuaol) ssap pais)siuiwipe a1am oym sjuedljdde asouyy 01 yorqpasy souewioad apioid 1o ‘ajenieAs ‘Jonysul

lou pip | “uogessiuILIpe UoNBUILIEXS JO UOH3|dW0D 8y} (hun juswaaibe Aunoss siyy ojul pasejus | jey) sjep SU WOl " ipz/A7) <40 (8)3eam oy Buninp
paisisiuitpe suoneultiexs Buisusdl] HYN sy} Buiuiesuos uopeuLiojul Aue suosiad pazioyneun Aue o3 aBinaip jou pip | ,mmvm_\socx Awjoyseqay o)

UCEUIIEYXG-1S04 A

‘posiwodwion usaq saey Aew
Aunoss uoneulwexs jeyy suopsabBns 1o suonealpul Aue Jsulliexs jaiyo DN 8y} 1o Juswebeuely Aioey o) 1odas Apjeipawit (im | "295U801| Aljior) By

10 sujsuiebe uonoe Juswsoiojus ue jo/pue suopeuilexs ay) Jo Uole|[@ouURY Ul }nsal ABW Jusoaibe SI43 JO SUORIPUOD 8L} JO UOKEIOIA JEY) puBSIBpUN
pue (sainpasold s,0asus9) Ayjroey ayy ur pajuswinoop se) sjuswalinbal pue sainsesw Anoss [eoishyd auy jo aleme we | ‘slowisyping (yorgpesy
1081Ipul 10 308.11p apinoid 10 Jusiuoco Buuiel) sy 109198 Jou s90p [enplAlpul 8y} §i 9|qe}de0oe SI 10)EDIUNWWIOD 10 lojetrado yrooq iojeinuiis e se Bugoe “69)
D¥N 8u) Aq pazuoyine pue mojaq pajou Ajjeoyioads se jdaoxa ‘uofjelsiuIWIpE UORBUILIEXS JO uons|dwiod |jun ajep siy} Woy suoleuULIEXS Buisuaoy ssay
palalsiuiupe 8q o} pajnpayos sjueoidde asoyy o) 0EQP39) vouBIoLIad Bpinold Jo ‘alenjeas ‘Jonujsul o} Jou We [ 1eU} puesiapun | 1oulwexa Jaiyo 9N
8y} Aq pszioyine usaq jou aney oym suosiad Aue 0} suoneunexs 9S8y} 1noqe uonewlojul Aue sbinaip ABuimouy jou M | leyy salbe | -ainjeubis Aul jo
ulwiexa Buisuasl DYN syj Jnoqe abpamouy pazijeoads palinboe aney | ey sbpapmousoe |

§\u&v\\vr\wmw \VAW\ \‘(\ ucneulliexg-aig ‘L

£-10¢-53 wo4 juswealby Ajunsag uopeulexy

10Z-s3




Page 1 of 1

Struble, Kenneth

From: MD [pops747@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 11:33 AM
To: Struble, Kenneth

Subject: Re: Security Agreement

consider it confirmed. I complied with the conditions of the security agreement without exception.
Mike

On Thu, May 27, 2010 at 11:30 AM, Struble, Kenneth <kwstruble@stpegs.com> wrote:

Mike,

Can you confirm the following:

To the best of my knowiedge, | did not divuige to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the
NRC licensing examinations administered

on 5/27/2010. 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.

After | receive your response, | will sign you off the security agreement.

Thanks,

Ken

5/27/2010
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