OBDt1 202 - INITIAL OPERATOR LICENSING PROCESS

EXAM ASSIGNMENT TICKLER

Facility: Date of Written Exam:|
Start of Op Test:| End of Op Test:
Written Exam Developed By: NRC /| Facility Operating Test Developed By: NRC | Facility
Due Date Description Date Complete | Initials Notes }
1/3/2011  |Written Exam & Op Test Dates Confirmed 1 23 eg‘? ] é\/ﬁ,{fg /?)9&5}5 AL é’jﬂ
2/28/2011 |NRC Examiners & Facility Contact Assigned Iz }‘;s; f 10 ;-?f Ot EE [y AarEl)
2/28/2011 |Facility Contact Briefed on Security & Other Req's H &5 ;g»f o ] ’/l-? e 7/
2/28/2011 |Corporate Notification Letter sent (Gl 5: 1y g 1l N ES-201 Att-4 produced by CE
4/4/2011 Reference material due (if NRC authored) §‘:§ %'?‘ o ES-201 Att-3
4/18/2011  |integrated exam outlines due L{/}b{ 55'2-0 i el
4/25/2011 |Outlines reviewed by CE; feedback approved by BC 4{/5 9 )i (}u&,{ ES-201-2 signed by CE & BC
4/25/2011  |Feedback on integrated outlines provided to facility 4;’//? 2oL &/w
5/16/2011 |DRAFT exam / docs / support reference material due ,_g’://é 20 L
5/30/2011 Peer review of written exam complete _57 ,Zp/gﬂ (;/J;M Document review on ES-401-8
5/30/2011 |Preliminary license applications due 4 YL ) {947% INRC Forms 398/396
6/6/2011 Preliminary license applications and waivers reviewed é 7 fat 1/ 5/»»—*
6/6/2011 DRAFT exam reviewed by CE; feedback approved by BC 57 f;? /203 11 ar—
6/6/2011 Feedback on DRAFT exam provided to facility £ / [/ 2011 é}w
512312011  |On-site validation & 10% audit of license applications fg;i 2001 -
6/20/2011  |Fina! applications due & List of Applicants prepared é /@ /Qf} s |Sr— |ES-201-4 prepared by LA
6/27/2011  iFinal applications approved & waiver letters sent 6‘ ?ﬁi’!ﬁ ' -
6/27/2011... 1Branch Chief approves FINAL exam (Written & Op Test) {sen . k@pﬁ:ﬁi{;f?@f&;ﬁiﬁg
6/27/2011  [Proctoring/written exarm admin guidelines reviewed w/ facility | -7 i 6‘ ,M’// L Wy f;}“’gig“; EximM 7, J}/’M/a
7/4/2011 Exam material to exam team 'y Y I e 7 é 2e It
7/11/2011  |Administer Operating Test —7 / 19 é” ) | &
7129/2011  |Facility post-exam documentation due ‘7/2, ' /2 ol 0\)’
7/29/2011  |NRC written exam grading completed P/“’/Z,Q 7 (o7 |ES-403-1to BC
7/129/2011 Examiner's document op test results on ES 303's P/,,[ /Z(’) /N G/"U-’
8/5/2011 Chief Examiner review of written exam & op test completed y /’2 l / 2( Al @(4___ Signed ES 303's to BC
8/12/2011  |Branch Chief review of exam results completed d\/ > / ZL‘;EQ .
8/19/2011 |Waivers/deferrals reviewed for impact on licensing decision 8/ 7)7//7!7‘ , W
8/19/2011  |License/Denial letters mailed; Facility notified of results gln/wu 04/\(
8/19/2011  [RPS/IP number of examinees updated , 7/7/20// | print Report-21
9/2/12011 Examination Report Issued LZQ !ﬂ /3 & il {éuu-—/ produced by CE
9/9/2011 SUNSI checklist complete and exam docs to ADAMS ’5},’;;"?/:}{% i Gj‘/—" SUNSI checklist to LA
9/16/2011 (Ref Mat'l Returned after Final Resolution of Appeals Ni/fff' ' S
Repiaces NUREG-1021, Revision 9, Supp 1, Forms ES-201-1 and ES-501-1




ES-201 Examination Outline Quality Checklist Form ES-201-2
Facility: Diablo Canyon Date of Examination: 07/08 — 07/22/2011
Initials
ltem Task Description
a b* c#
1. a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model, in accordance with ES-401. % % }%\
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. @l , [}*
T
T c. Assess whether the outline over-emphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. W % /Q/
E
N d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. % ' é’
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, @ @g ﬁ'
S and major transients.
I
M 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 without compromising exam integrity, and ensure that each applicant can be tested using \(@ @g
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.
g c. 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. j@ﬂ"
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 fimits specified on the form @ % )
T (3) no tasks are duplicated from the applicants’ audit test(s) ?g
(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 @ %
(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 &5 % ﬁ
of applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days.
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (inciuding PRA and IPE insights) are covered 6 %é ﬁ
in the appropriate exam sections. %
G
£ | b. Assesswhether the 10 CFR 55.41/43 and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. /A0S I
g c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. % %‘) %\
E d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections. % % sﬁ»
L e. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. V (%5 f}/
f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). %\ }@w’
T 4
" ignature at
a. Author //?@1( Fﬁﬂéf7e?/ ATy SN Gty !AJ«Y@ é/ /Y
b. Facility Reviewer (*) /}%ﬁ:’/i/ha/ S/ 3:‘7?/;@{2&—’ / {// 2 —— /3/ i
c. NRC Chief Examiner () Clra L el . Ryt
d. NRC Supervisor MaRl Upes / /%/&}/\ i

Note:

# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “c”; chief examiner concurrence required.
* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines




ES-401 Written Examination Quality Checklist Form ES-401-6

Facility: Diablo Canyon Power Plant Date of Exam: 07/08/2011 Exam Level: RO. SRO -
initiai
ltem Description a b* d*
1. Questions and answers are technically accurate and applicable to the facility. ﬁ"" %
2. a. NRC K/As are referenced for all questions. %
b. Facility learning objectives are referenced as available. 31("
~ T
3. SRO questions are appropriate in accordance with Section D.2.d of ES-401 ﬁf @Zg‘w %"
L]
4. 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).
5. Question duplication from the license screening/audit exam was controlied
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 )
_.fe licensee certifies that there is no duplication; or /ﬁ% A‘
___ 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 2715 n 4119 A A
question distribution(s) at right. e 3
question distribution(s) at right 36/20% 9.3/4% 54 7/76 % S 1Y
%
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 randomiy 32/4 43/21 i}‘
selected K/As support the higher cognitive ievels; enter %
the actual RO / SRO question distribution(s) at right. 42 7/16% 57.3/84% W
8. References/handouts provided do not give away answers 8§\
or aid in the elimination of distractors. ﬁ-
9 Question content conforms with specific K/A statements in the previously approved s
exaniination suting and 15 appropriaie Tor the Tier to WhiCh they dre assigned; e h}-
deviations are justified. W
10. Question psychometric quality and format meet the guidelines in ES Appendix B. M % Q«
11. The exam contains the required number of one-point, multiple choice items; @S\ %
the total is correct and agrees with the value on the cover sheet. B

Printed Name /Sjﬂre Date
a. Author (’E Sl vt /9 f;/é %

b. Facility Reviewer (*) "Briaw L S 2enilsye C ‘ ¢ 22 -1
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) L AUE g é ey

d. NRC Regional Supervisor ARK  HARE /mﬂ Vé’/if
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.




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

Facility:__Diablo Canyon Date of Examination: 07/2011 Operating Test Number:_ L0S1-NRC

Initials

1. GENERAL CRITERIA

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* c#

a. The operating test conforms with the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with /@/

sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function distribution). w %
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered during

this examination. ‘@ %% @L
c. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s)(see Section D.1.a). 2& % ﬁ,
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is within ‘& % . I@/

B

2. WALK-THROUGH CRITERIA

a. Each JPM inciudes the following, as applicable:

e initial conditions

® initiating cues

« references and tools, including associated procedures

® reasonable and validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and specific yﬁ’
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

&
3

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 %
criteria (e.g., item distribution, bank use, repetition from the last 2 NRC examinations) specified Wb
on those forms and Form ES-201-2.

3. SIMULATOR CRITERIA - - -

The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with R |
Form ES-301-4 and a copy is attached. B& ﬁ}&
Printed / Signature Date
a. Author %ﬂ'ﬂ\l €, @)’J CK—L&‘Y M / o0t
3 Lo P D
b. Facility Reviewer (%) GO iam L g’// D W et 22~ ,{!

c. NRC Chief Examiner (#) 6‘;‘?@?/!’“& /:?l@gflz //W e KW"’/Z}@//"
d. NRC Supervisor MMK g—(’ﬁ&,ﬂg /%/\ WM’E?,{ 7{%{(

NOTE: * The facility signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests
# Independent NRC reviewer initial items in Column “¢”; chief examiner concurrence is required.




TP T——

ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

Facility: Diabio Canyon Date of Exam: 07/2011 Scenario Numbers: 01 /02703 Operating Test Number: 1091
Initials
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES
a b* c#
1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events. w %
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. \@ &% &,
3. Each event description consists of

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

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

«  the expecied operator actions (by shift position)

s  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 expecied activities without undue time constraints.
Cues are given.

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.

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. Allindividual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form £S-301-6
(submit the form along with the simulator scenarios).

- apolicantil ni t red-in-the-minimum-numberof transients-and-events
speczﬂed on Form ES 301 5 (submlt the form with the simulator scenarios).

SORFRBR I¥E R B[ P m R R
PRREr PR PR ER BT R RE| *

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) 6/617
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 17171
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 471414
4. Major transients (1-2) 271171
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 17212
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 1/1/1
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 2/312

FRERrERR BT |® |48 xSRBS B

ES-301, Page 25a of 27



ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist Form ES-301-4

e 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

e the expected operator actions (by shift position)

«  the event termination point (if applicable)

Facility: Diablo Canyon Date of Exam: 07/2011 Scenario Numbers: 04/ 057 06 Operating Test Number: L091
Initiais
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES

a b* c#

1. The initial conditions are realistic, in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of
service, but it does not cue the operators into expected events. ﬁ @ﬁ !

2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. g (?’5\‘, j
3. Each event description consists of

L

D

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

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.

TRFEPPr® R E R R T e = ¥

EREERBR R lolt B (T (% B S & 5% |
RRFFEEE BRI |SIR SR SFS

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).
1 Each applicantwill be significantiiinvolved.inthe minimum.number.ofiransients.and.events
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.
Target Quantitative Attributes (Per Scenario; See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes
1. Total malfunctions (5-8) 6/5/6
2. Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 271112
3. Abnormal events (2-4) 21213
4, Major transients (1-2) 2/11712
5. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 2/211
6. EOP contingencies requiring substantive actions (0-2) 0/07/70
7. Critical tasks (2-3) 21213

ES-301, Page 25b of 27



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

Facility: Date of Exam: Exam Level: RO SRO[ 47
Initials
item Description a
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading /?’/

2. Answer key changes and question deletions justified -
and documented

7

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, /

Lo

as applicable, +4% on the SRO-only) reviewed in detail

e
xxrixw b

5. All other failing examinations checked to ensure that grades
are justified

6. Performance on missed questions checked for training
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity %
of questions missed by half or more of the applicants

Printed Name/Signatur e Date

P / / -
a. Grader /f@\/%d@? %/ 7 -2bm?

b.. Facility Reviewer(*) /%Vi/z S:i ﬁﬁif‘““w"? /J% 7’” Z{a WU

Lo d B

¢. NRC Chief Examiner (*) gxﬁtfm /Qfém / /%// £ — /"'//Q;Q I
d. NRC Supervisor (*) Magt ng //Oé/;/g, S “E’Zi/ZZZ(g

) 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



1. Pr¢ __<amination

I acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the L091 NRC licensing examinz
date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divuige any information about these examin
chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback
examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically
simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the trainin
am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licens
of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement action aga
management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that examination security

|
z
t
:

¢

2. Post-Examination

To the cmmﬁ of my knowledge, 1 did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information conce

week(s “N% N\MW\Q From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completi

Qosam nm&o::m:om feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examin
NRC.

G
3

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1)

ion scheduled for the weeks of 07/08 — 07/22/2011 _ as of the
tions to any persons who have not been authorized by the NRC
b those applicants scheduled to be administered these licensing
oted below and authorized by the NRC (e.g., acting as a
content or provide direct or indirect feedback). Furthermore, |
ee's procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions
nst me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility
nay have been compromised.

ming the NRC licensing examinations administered during the

n of examination administration, | did not instruct, evaluate, or
tions, except as specifically noted below and authorized by the

NATWRE (2) DATE NOTE

- SRS . 7 ,
1. NVA roci7erl ms X P30 \Rmiev [ 7 N\\«mﬁ\@ \V\\M&\\\\‘\\
2. {\@22 BECERRA /M 4 EXAM 2 UPToz] X, ;%J\MVAQ?ZE k\Q\:A\ o —y /T
3. BrianSizemeore. Cpps [Kep T H 2 ———T ]l - =20
4 Goro Bote\son < Seecalist 2R A(s =% = T2a\\,
5. CDY{,\V@C e\ Erbaum 6%/05@1 Gmrw\ :w\Nb\.wbmxll
6. AN I D\hﬂ..\kﬁ\ E e e QQ\QB&‘?\ Q\\\w\\\\ I\\ o
7. Daole [Lessord S SpefIlBUIS T vn\wa\: 1707
8. Tromawr M rcs;%.nf Simt  SPEUALIST 21zl , Vl
9. &&? n_F \TLM T __EQE iy br/en, i ’ @mlwl
vﬁ ..T»@ Loy i
SHIFT _Fegemanl 7/ m«é\u%w
12. Qfm_\ E&X REACTOR OPELRATOR 726 )
13. w\bmgb rye< Ecmﬁmng&et (EAD T : 9.7
14, escean. fid wﬁ@ KA & op e S iy ey N m&&amﬁm\?g& AN YT,
15 Jarmes Poer /. _Cone\ Speaine P O SRS HE ST WA V=N Ay == E T
zoxﬁm@ DY OVE ~ Le7le0 . Cont Frnopod M 27< | 277 40 O ,
_ VACATION = CONIFIRMATION E- MA| L ATTAEHED .

® Russ Cruzed




1. Pre-cxamination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the L091 NRC licensing mxmB.:mwo: scheduled for the weeks of 07/08 — 07/22/2011

date of my signature. | agree that | will not knowingly divulge any information about these examina
chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback t
examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically n

simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training

am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licens
of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement action agai

as of the
jons to any persons who have not been authorized by the NRC
» those applicants scheduled to be administerad these licensing
bted below and authcrized by the NRC (e.g., acting as a
content or provide direct or indirect feedback). Furthermore, |
ee's procedures) and understand that violation cf the conditions
nst 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 o_ﬂ 3< x:oémamm I did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concer

ning the NRC licensing examinations administered during the

week(s) of J/¢ Z/2.2//From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did not instruct, evaluate, or
provide wmzdgmgom eedback 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 SIG E(2) ATE NOT

3 Kerer-l

1. e bnel Kennech Swkr Manoger Femncsoly Sagfy e 7-20U
2. v\?\ XNA WJ\TB v { r\\ku@iuﬁw LaTg, mnumm&sv,wﬁ <y \Qﬁ »R\% ,NMNQQQ\V n%,\wamsx \&\\ -
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5 _Davie I Bear OPs Fopeman bl b/ f] Gad PR
B. GAM (Il IOUAG OPS  co A ‘ 6/isn

7. Brize Adpgas
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8. [/ ]G tms&(
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9. 5Seve x\&\ Sei~ 1 T im 3\& Tt
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12. b

13. Derecdn),”
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15, VPhorche—ria

Oq.mm
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1. Pre-..xamination

| acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the L091 NRC licensing examina

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
b those applicants scheduled to be administered these licensing
oted below and authorized by the NRC (e.g., acting as a
content or provide direct or indirect feedback). Furthermore, |
ee's procedures) and understand that violation of the conditions
nst me or the facility licensee. | will immediately report to facility
nay have been compromised.

chief examiner. | understand that | am not to instruct, evaluate, or provide performance feedback t
examinations from this date until completion of examination administration, except as specifically n
simulator booth operator or communicator is acceptable if the individual does not select the training
am aware of the physical security measures and requirements (as documented in the facility licens
of this agreement may result in cancellation of the examinations and/or an enforcement action aga
management or the NRC chief examiner any indications or suggestions that examination security

2. Post-Examination

jon scheduled for the weeks of 07/08 — 07/22/2011

as of the

To the best of Bmv\\ knowledge, | did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concetning the NRC licensing examinations administered during the
2z

week(s) oﬁmmm; 2/l From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completic
provide performance feedback to those applicants who were administered these licensing examina
NRC.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE / RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1)

Rotbsden C U ppe

DATE SIGNATURE (2)  DATE NOTE

A 2
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1
2

3. _tred Be,the)] SFE Ahtf 1 o Yo
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7. SRO g lelc { ' (4)
8.
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TR 2 e 1[4/

9. JOUN Hack tEMA4n) KeptToR - DPER ASOR

S~12-4f -~ V- ffor -2

10. JeRémy Winp - noa \

11 HekiteR, MaTes 0 (B+12- 20 m§ P = 020U
12 Crae Des SRO i <131 mv__&& 1 -2¢-1]
13. 85 prppand 80 o 30 " G p e e IS e R e o : S e o2 o J S
14, Topp 0. P woAK RO P T A o 7~ 6~
15. Alex Reowin £O MNNN..:R \»\fm G “[zofi]
NOTES: '

& Apbul KADIR = 7DANS OFF — CONFIRMATION E-MAY

ATTHCHELD .

n of examination administration, | did not instruct, evaluate, or
tions, except as specifically noted below and authorized by the

o
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Fortier, Ronald L. N2

From: kiwinkleri@juno.com

Sent:  Wednesday, August 03, 2011 10:27 AM
To: Fortier, Ronald L.

Subject: Re: DCPP security agreement

Ron,

To the best of my knowledge, I did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any information
concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered during the week(s) of 07/08 —
07/22/2011 . From the date that I entered into this security agreement until the completion of
examination administration, I 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.

The above statement is correct and if you have any futher questions or need to contact me, I can
be reached at 602-448-2440.

Ken Winkler

Get Free Email with Video Mail & Video Chat!

8/3/2011
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Fortier, Ronald L. Moz 2

From: Douglas Dye [dyeguy@charter.net]
Sent:  Wednesday, August 03, 2011 12:59 PM
To: Fortier, Ronald L.

Ce: Douglas Dye

Subject: Re: L091 security agreement

Ron,

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 07/08 — 07/22/2011 . 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.

D. J. Dye

On Aug 3. 2011, at 9:27 AM, Fortier, Ronald L. wrote:
Jim
Sorry to intrude on your retirement.
The NRC exam is complete so | need to have you verify the following:

To the best of my knowledge, | did not divuige to any unauthorized persons
any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of 07/08 — 07/22/2011 . From the date that | entered
into this security agreement until the comple’uon of examination

Co o administration, Ldid 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.

Thanks for your help Jim.

Ron Fortier

8/3/2011



LUY L securily agreement Page 1 of 1

Fortier, Ronald L. NOTE 5

From: Cruzen, Russell F

Sent:  Wednesday, August 03, 2011 3:48 PM
To: Fortier, Ronald L.

Subject: Re: L091 security agreement

That is a true statement.

Russ Cruzen

From: Fortier, Ronaid L.

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2011 11:08 AM
Te: Cruzen, Russell F

Subject: RE: L091 security agreement

Russ

Read and respond to the following:

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 07/08 — 07/22/2011 . 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.

Ron

8/4/2011



Becerra, John (DCPP) NOTE 4

From: Kadir, Abdul

Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2011 1:27 PM
To: Becerra, John (DCPP)

Subject: RE: L0291 Security Agreement

The below is accurate

From: Becerra, John (DCPP)

Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2011 12:49 PM
To: Kadir, Abdul

Ce: Fortier, Ronald L.

Subject: L091 Security Agreement

Abdul,

The NRC exam is complete so we need to have you verify the following:

To the best of my knowledge, I did not divulge to any unauthorized persons any
information concerning

the NRC licensing examinations administered during the week(s) of 07/08/11 -
07/22/2011.

From the date that I entered into this security agreement until completion of
examination administration,

I 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.

John
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07/07/2011
Report 21

Region: 4

10:15:46

Phase Code: 5

Operator Licensing Exam Sched

From 01/01/2011 To 09/30/2011

1

ule

| Exam Week

Site/Docket No./Insp Rpt #

# Candidates

05/23/2011

05/23/2011

07/11/2011

07/11/2011

07/25/2011

0772512011

Sites: DIAB
Orgs: 4620

Diablo Canyon / 05000275 / 2011301
TAC #: X02471

Diablo Canyon / 05000323/ 2011301
TAC #: X02472

Diablo Canyon / 05000275 / 2011301
TAC #: X02471

Diablo Canyon / 05000323 /2011301
TAC #: X02472

Diablo Canyon / 05000275 7 2011301
TAC #: X02471

Diablo Canyon / 05000323 / 2011301
TAC #: X02472

Exam Author: ALL

RO -4 SRO1-6

RO-5 SROI-5

SROU -1

Prep

Admin

Admin

Doc

Doc

Exam A

uthor /| Chief Examiner

b Examiners Assigned

FFF

FFF

FFF

FFF

FFF

FFF

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
REESER, DAVID W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
REESER, DAVID W.

APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
LARSON, BRIAN T.
REESER, DAVID W.
STEELY, CHRISTOPHER D.
APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
LARSON, BRIAN T.
REESER, DAVID W.
STEELY, CHRISTOPHER D.
APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
LARSON, BRIANT.
REESER, DAVID W.
STEELY, CHRISTOPHER D.
APGER, GABRIEL W.
CLAYTON, KELLY D.
FARINA, THOMAS J.
LARSON, BRIAN T.
REESER, DAVID W.
STEELY, CHRISTOPHER D.




Page 2 of 4 Operator Licensing Exam Schedule

07/07/2011 10:15:46
From 01/01/2011 To 09/30/2011
Report 21
Region: 4 Phase Code: §
| Summary By Date
05/2011 DIAB - Diablo Canyon
RO -0 SROI-0 SROU -0 LSRO -0 Total for Diablo Canyon: O
05/2011
RO-0 SROI-0 SROU -0 LSRO -0 Total for 05/2011: 0
07/2011 DIAB - Diablo Canyon
RO -9 SROI - 11 SROU - 1 LSRO -0 Total for Diablo Canyon: 21
Sites: DIAB
Orgs: 4620
Exam Author: ALL
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07/07/2011 10:15:46
Report 21
Region: 4 Phase Code: §

[ Summary By Site

Operator Licensing Exam Schedule
From 01/01/2011 To 09/30/2011

DIAB - Diablo Canyon
RO-9 SROI - 11

Sites: DIAB
Orgs: 4620
Exam Author: ALL

g

SROU-1 LSRO -0 Total for Diablo Canyon: 2




Page 4 of 4 Operator Licensing Exam Sched
0710712011 10:5:46 From 01/01/2011 To 09/30/2011
Report 21

Region: 4 Phase Code: 5

| Summary By Region

ule

Region 4
RO-9 SROI - 11 SROU -1 LSRO-0 Total for Region 4 21

Sites: DIAB
Orgs: 4620
Exam Author: ALL




