
Exhibit CCS-079 

Steps showing how 
Exam Team influence 

led to PORV and TE130 
comment being on the 

White Board and 
deciding to grade non-

contested  
 

**(PORV critical and TE-130 

understanding – suggested 
by Region II Exam Team) 
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STEP 1 From Exhibit CCS-039, page 3  

Binder  11 created by exam team to give to the 
review panel ON FIRST MEETING, notice how 

PORV BEING CRITICAL  added TO WHITE BOARD 
discussions  based on this info presented to them   
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STEP 2 From Exhibit NRC-038, page 1  

Binder  13 created by exam team to give to the review 
panel ON FIRST MEETING, notice how (RF 1b) TE-130-

understanding comment added TO WHITE BOARD 
discussions based on this info presented to them   

From Exhibit NRC-038, page 2  
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From Exhibit NRC-038, page 2  

Quick Clarification 

EXAMINER MADE A TYPING ERROR HERE, he puts 
Rating Factor 1b when obviously meant 1c, below 
provides the description for 1c and it is the exact 

same description as the examiners notes from the 
binder 

From Exhibit CCS-005A, page 153 
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From Exhibit NRC-038, page 2  

Quick Clarification 

From Exhibit CCS-005A, page 141  

Here are the titles of 
the Rating Factors  
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STEP 3 From Exhibit NRC-002, page 40 
During the Interviews the Exam Team identifies to the Review 

Panel  that the PORV should have been CRITICAL 

WHITE BOARD 
DISCUSSIONS NEXT 
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From Exhibit CCS-065, page 14  

Look at:  PORV and that it was pointed 
out as non contested – decision to 
include noncontested at bottom 

STEP 4 
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From Exhibit CCS-065, page 14  

Look at:  C. Smith original test had 3c as 
an error for the TE 130 

ADDED COMMENT for TE 130 1c –
Understanding  

Doesn’t look like theses items were 
determined independently    

STEP 5 

8 



STEP 6 From Exhibit CCS-065, page 18  
Look at: Says make sure closing PORV not CRITICAL------D-2 says NO--

--put as followup 
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NRC Staff presents that 
Review team added those 

two comments early on with 
no input from the Exam 

Team 
 

Those items were discussed 
as a result of interaction 
with the Region II Exam 

Team PRIOR 
 
 

This was not independent 
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