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Exhibit CCS-023 

This is the email with the Pass letter attached, please note that the board was notified of 
the issues with the title.  NRC counsel verified that this is the same document  (in the 
attachment) as CCS-024 

Exhibit CCS-025 

Lets compare email communications with 
the changes in the revisions  

Requesting Comments  for the document  
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Changes that 

occurred from 
the First Draft 

to the Pass 
Letter  

 3 



From Exhibit CCS-024 – Page # OF LOCATION IN EXHIBIT to the left  

These are the results of the Pass letter, the notes compare 
any changes made from the first draft.   Below is a copy of 
the results for each section that identifies if any comments 
are added or removed …… 

EHC pump - Page 6 

SI/SLI – Page 9 

Heaters  – Page 14 

FIC 121  – Page 18 

Tavg/Tref– Page 21 

RWST – Page 24 

TE 130– Page 27 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 

Changes from 1st draft:  No Changes 
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Communications   
page  30  

Communications   
page  34  

Communications   
page  32  

Communications   
page  33  

Explanation on how RF will  be assigned 2 instead of 1 because of scenarios with no notes ( no notes 
performed properly) 

One communication 
comment removed  

The Communications Comments are newly added  
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This is how the grade sheet looked in the Pass letter  
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Sounds like its complete!! Exhibit CCS-026 

Exhibit CCS-028 

Exhibit CCS-013 

No negative comments and the appearance is that they will defend their position, and 
happy with the outcome……..doesn’t look like they are looking for more comments 

Being sent to the region and NRR to be 
reviewed, CCS-030, OLMC-500 , page 6 
says upon completion, the appeal panel 
will forward its results to the IOLB for 
review, concurrence and routing to the 
director, DIRS for approval  
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Exhibit CCS-029 

Exhibit CCS-020 Looks like the Region is not Happy with the 
Results because now the team is looking for 
more comments   

Provided in the binders written up by the exam team 
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Frooo, """ er. o,.vl" 
S.n~ , ... dnoo .... y. <k~o .... r 0). 2012 lloU ..... 
To, St881y. Cbrla 
Subject, ex ' p e glor •• ' ppe ' ! 

C :::> 
__ Ori",in.o.l ..... A9"' ­

Frooo, HUllar. Davi" 
Sent, w<><!n<>-""'y. oc:tob<>r 0 • • ,012 9, ]5 ..... 
TQ, Jacka.,.,. r:.;m...ld 
Cc, McHal •• John 
Subj""'t, n, 1I"91on II "PJ>o!WII 
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erroys .. de juatlfy (or <Ion·t justlfyl an I~ct on the rating factora. I believe the next dy. f t 
(hope f ully tlw Unal draft) will ". ",-I.'ad "'"x ..... k. 

__ OriginAl ~ ••• g. ____ _ 

Frooo, Jackson. Donald 
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TQ, HU 1 I.r. David 
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Exhibit CCS-031 

This is when Revision 1 was produced, 
after  a few adjustments  

9 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subj!ct: 
Attachments: 

Don, 

Muller, David 
Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:34 PM 
Jackson, Donald 
Vogtle A i w 

ogtieSROSimscenappeal2012 rev l .d()(.)( 

Another rough draft, and I have NOT put in your recommended changes yet. But I did modify 
the grading a bit: 

Scenario 5 Event 5: EHC pump trip now has two errors for RF 1.d and RF 5.c 

Scenario 3 Event 4: PZR PT failure now has 4 errors associated with it (up from 3). Added a hit 
for RF 1.c. 

At the very back, Scenario 7 Event 5 (PZR PT failure and as the OATC she failed to close the 
PORV) this has now become a missed critical task. 

Please contact Jack McHale with any Issues and if you are OK with the overall grading (I know 
there are some 'cosmetics' fix), pass on to Region 11. 

Dave (out of the office until Tuesday) 



 
Changes that 

occurred from 
the Pass Letter 

to REV 1  
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EHC pump - Page 4 

SI/SLI – Page 7 

Heaters  – Page 12 

FIC 121  – Page 16 

Tavg/Tref– Page 19 

RWST – Page 22 

TE 130– Page 25 

Changes from Pass letter :  1b was 
removed 1d and 5c added 

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes 

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes in grading but the review team  did reword the description to include 1c  
(1c was already apart of the original grading for the comment that was on page 12, of the original grade sheet )  

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes 

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes 

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes 

Changes from Pass Letter :  No Changes 

From Exhibit CCS-066 – Page # OF LOCATION IN EXHIBIT to the left  

These are the results of the REV 1, the notes compare any 
changes made from the PASS LETTER.   Below is a copy of the 
results for each section that identifies if any comments are 
added or removed …… 
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Communications   
page  28  

Communications   
page  32  

Communications   
page  30  

Communications   
page  31  

Comment that the PORV is CRITICAL was added in this revision 

****ADDED**** 
Page 34, applied to 
Competency 3a 

No communications changes occurred from the Pass letter to REV1  
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From Exhibit CCS-024 – Page 36 
This is the grade sheet at the end of REV 1, after this revision the grade sheet was removed a more detail 

presentation will show how the changes affect the grade and a grade sheet will be produced based on 
NUREG 1021 standards – This meets the requirments for Passing  
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REVISED SIMULATOR OPERATING TEST GRADING SHEET: 

3.b FOrm ES-.303-1 

Applicant DtIdlet Number. S!>-)()(XXX Page 1 of 1 

Senior Re<ador C),parator Simulator Operating THtGraeling Deta"s 

Competencies' RF RF RF Comp. Comment 
Ralfng Factors (RFs) Welgl'lts Scores, Grad8S Grades Page No. 

ISea pteY10us 
IPige) 

1. InlerpmtationlOia9"Osis 
a. Racogn!:z:e, & AHend (1.20 3 0.00 
b. ErIIs.Jre Accurac}' 0.20 2 0 .40 1.90 
C. Understanding 0.30 1 0.30 
d. Diagnos 0.30 2 0.60 

2. Procedllll'e'5 
a. Referel1(le 0.30 3 0.90 
b. EOP Entry 0.30 3 0.9C 2.60 
C. COlif8ct Uso 0.40 2 0.00 

3. Controll3oard OperaliOfls 
a. Locale & Manipulate 0.34 1 0.34 
b. Under$t8l1ding 0.33 3 Cl.9S 1.99 

I c~ Manual CoolIol 0.33 2 0 .66 

4. C<lmmunicatioM I 
I 

a,. O1arity 0.40 2 
I 

0.80 
b. Orew &. Othen> Informed 0.40 2 10. SO 2.40 
c. Receive Infonnation 0.20 2 0.80 

5. Directing Operations 
a. Timely & Decisive ActiOI'! 0.30 3 0 .90 
b. Oversight 0.30 2 0.60 ,2.70 
c. Sdlal Ctew Feed ck 0.20 3 0.60 
d. Monitor Crew Activities 0.20 3 0.60 

6. TeCltmlcal Specification$ 
iI. Recognize and Locate DAD 1 DAD 
b. ~llal"CG 0.60 3 1.80 2.20 

.... _.&._ - r- _ .. _ .. ~ . . .. I '. . . . - . . . .. . .-



 
Changes that 

occurred from 
the REV 1 to 

REV 2 
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Exhibit CCS-032 

The team is still looking for comments and it sounds like a verbal 
recommendation has occurred and the team is just looking for 
comments that can stand up to scrutiny if challenged in a legal 
atmosphere – The denial was not based on substance but a desire 
to fail the applicant 
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EHC pump - Page 4 

SI/SLI – Page 7 

Heaters  – Page 12 

FIC 121  – Page 16 

Tavg/Tref– Page 19 

RWST – Page 22 

TE 130– Page 25 

Changes from REV 1:  NO CHANGE  to grading, sentence was rewritten – but the same information 

Changes from REV 1 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 1 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 1:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 1:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 1 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 1:  No Changes 

From Exhibit CCS-067 – Page # OF LOCATION IN EXHIBIT to the left  

These are the results of the REV 2, the notes compare any 
changes made from the REV 1.   Below is a copy of the 
results for each section that identifies if any comments are 
added or removed …… 
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Communications   
page  28  

Communications   
page  32  

Communications   
page  30  

Communications   
page  31  

Comment that the PORV is CRITICAL (from REV 1) 

****ADDED**** 
Page 34, applied to 
Competency 3a 

This change occurred in the paragraph but 
“the results of this review” were not 
changed, based on emails this was still in 
deliberation  …..YOU WILL SEE IN THE NEXT 
REV THAT THIS WILL CHANGE BACK  

*******No changes occurred in the grading  
Removed the Reference to rating factors and the paragraph stating 
the scenarios that were clean  
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From Exhibit CCS-024 – Page 36 
This is the grade sheet is to illustrate that no changes occurred (no included in the actual revision) 

Typo here 0.20 X2=0.40 so 
that will change overall 
score to 2.00 
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Changes that 
occurred from the 

REV 2 to REV 3,  
there is no 

documentation to 
proved when Rev 3 

was produced  
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EHC pump - Page 4 

SI/SLI – Page 7 

Heaters  – Page 12 

FIC 121  – Page 16 

Tavg/Tref– Page 19 

RWST – Page 22 

TE 130– Page 25 

Changes from REV 2:  NO CHANGE   

Changes from REV 2 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2:  No Changes 

From Exhibit CCS-___ – Page # OF LOCATION IN EXHIBIT to the left  

These are the results of the REV 3, the notes compare any 
changes made from the REV 2.   Below is a copy of the 
results for each section that identifies if any comments are 
added or removed …… 
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Communications   
page  28  

Communications   
page  32  

Communications   
page  30  

Communications   
page  31  

Comment that the PORV is CRITICAL (from REV 1) 

****ADDED**** 
Page 34, applied to 
Competency 3a 

This change occurred in the paragraph but “the results 
of this review” were not changed, previous revision 
stated an error should be assessed ….now it was 
changed back to NO ERROR should be assessed  
Paragraph starts on page 28 and ends on page 29  

*******No changes occurred in the grading  
 

No other communications changes  
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From Exhibit CCS-024 – Page 36 
This is the grade sheet at the end of REV 3, this is intended to represent that the grades did not change 

from the previous revision 
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Typo here 0.20 X2=0.40 so 
that will change overall 
score to 2.00 



Exhibit CCS-059 

This is the Email in which we know 
that the exam team was involved 

  
Prior to the email the denial had not 

been sustained !!!!!! 

John McHale points out what will 
sustain the failure  

C. Smith”s  Examiner that failed her 
on the Simulator Exam 
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Exhibit CCS-063 

See the changes that occur in Rev 4  
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From: Muller, David 
Sent: Tuesday, October 23,201212:37 PM 
To: Jackson, Donald 

SubJect: Vo ltl ~~~~~~:;;;;:;-;j;:;:; __ 
Attachments: --~Vv.:ogtIeSROSimscenappeaI2012 rev 4 DM.doc, 

Don, 

Please review the attached and provide me any feedback. Forward to Chris Steely as well. 
Upon receiving your feedback, I will: 

1. Incorporate any of your comments 
2. Remove all redline and strikeouts, so the document is 'dean' 
3. Place ~ into ADAMS (non-public of course) and begin the final concurrence process. 

Thank you so very much, 
Dave Muller 



 
 

Changes that 
occurred from 
the REV 3 to 

REV 4 
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EHC pump - Page 4 

SI/SLI – Page 7 

Heaters  – Page 12 

FIC 121  – Page 16 

Tavg/Tref– Page 19 

RWST – Page 22 

TE 130– Page 25 

Changes from REV 3:  NO CHANGE   

Changes from REV 3 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 3 :  5b was removed and 5d was added  

Changes from REV 2:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2:  No Changes 

Changes from REV 2 :  No Changes 

Changes from REV 3:  1c was removed and 3c was added as pointed out by 
John McHale in an email, info based on Region II document (see last page)  

From Exhibit CCS-___ – Page # OF LOCATION IN EXHIBIT to the left  

These are the results of the REV 4, the notes compare any 
changes made from the REV 3.   Below is a copy of the 
results for each section that identifies if any comments are 
added or removed …… 
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Communications   
page  28  

Communications   
page  32  

Communications   
page  30  

Communications   
page  31  

Comment that the PORV is CRITICAL (from REV 1) 

****ADDED**** 
Page 34, applied to 
Competency 3a 

….update to access two  error  
No other changes to 
communications  

*******Denial has now been sustained  
 *******Denial has now been sustained  
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Exhibit CCS-060, page 6  

Where did the comment come from that ultimately 
led to C. Smith’s Failure ?   

The document below  
Exhibit CCS-060, page 1 

This is the comment that led to C. Smith failure, after involvement from C. Smith, 
Why did region II sent a letter stating that I could appeal the results if this was the 
way it was to be performed…… Also note in #2 that was an item on the list 
provided in the document that Mark Bates provided to the panel member in July5, 
2012  28 


