ES-201

Examination Preparation Checklist Form ES-201-1

Facility:

Salem Date of Examination: July 13, 2020

Developed by: Written: Facility || NRC /i Operating: Faciity [ ] NRC

- Chief
Ear'?e%t Task Description (Reference) Examiners
Initials
240 1. Examination administration date confirmed (C.1.a; C.2.a~b). For NRC-prepared exams, F
arrangements are made for the facility to submit reference materials (C.1.e; C.3.c; Attachment 3). 5
-210 2. NRC examiners and facility contact assigned (C.1.d; C.2.f). 5F
3. Facility contact briefed on security and other requirements (C.2.¢). As applicable, the facility
-210 contact submits to the NRC any prescreened K/As for elimination from the written examination
outline, with a description of the facility’s prescreening process (ES-401, D.1.b). BF
-210 4. Reference material due for NRC-prepared exams (C.1.e; C.3.¢; Attachment 3). Bl’_"
210 5. Corporate notification letter sent (C.2.e). B ‘Z
6. NRC-developed written examination outline (ES-401-1/2 or ES-401N-1/2 and ES-401-3 or
-195 ES-401N-3) sent to facility contact (must be on the exam security agreement) (C.1.e—; C.2.h; F
C.3.d—e). B
150 7.  Operating test outline(s) and other checklists due, including Forms ES-201-2, ES-201-3, ES-301-1,
ES-301-2, ES-301-5, and ES-D-1, as applicable (C.1.e—f. C.3.d—e). RBRF
136 8. Operating test outline(s) reviewed by the NRC and feedback provided to facility licensee (C.2.h;
C.3.d—e). 6 F
9. Proposed examinations (written, JPMs, and scenarios, as applicable) and outlines (Forms
ES-301-1, ES-301-2, ES-D-1, ES-401-1/2 or ES-401N-1/2, and ES-401-3 or ES-401N-3);
-75 supporting documentation (including Forms ES-301-3, ES-301-4, ES-301-5, ES-301-6, ES-401-6, 8 F i
ES-401N-6, and any Form ES-201-2 and ES-201-3 updates); and reference materials due
(C.1.e=h; C.3.d).
75 10. Examinations prepared by the NRC are approved by the NRC supervisor and forwarded for 6:—
facility licensee review (C.1.i; C.2.h; C.3.f—g).
-60 11. Preliminary waiver/excusal requests due (C.1.m; C.2.c; ES-202). E) F'
-50 12. Written exam and operating test reviews completed (C.3.f). 8 F
35 13. Examination review results discussed between the NRC and facility licensee (C.1.i; C.1.k—;
C.2.h; C.3.9). The NRC and the facility licensee conduct exam preparatory week. SF‘_
30 14. Preliminary license applications and waiver/excusal requests, as applicable (NRC Form 398) due ="
(C.1.m; C.2.i; ES-202). Br
14 15. Final license applications and waiver/excusal requests, as applicable (NRC Form 398), due and
Form ES-201-4 prepared (C.1.m; C.2.k: ES-202). BF
-7 16. Written examinations and operating tests approved by the NRC supervisor (C.2.j-k; C.3.h). BF
-7 17. Request facility licensee management feedback on the examination (C.2.1). 6 F
18. Final applications reviewed; one or two (if more than 10) applications audited to confirm
-7 qualifications/eligibility; and examination approval and waiver/excusal letters sent (C.2.k; BF’
Attachment 5; ES-202, C.3,j; ES-204).
<7 19. Proctoring/written exam administration guidelines reviewed with facility licensee (C.3.k). B F:'
-7 20. Approved scenarios and job performance measures distributed to NRC examiners (C.3.0).

BFE

* Target dates are based on facility-prepared examinations and the examination date identified in the corporate notification letter. These dates
are for planning purposes and may be adjusted on a case-by-case basis in coordination with the facility licensce.




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

Facility: Salem Date of Examination: 7/13/20
- Initials
ltem Task Description
a b* el
1 a. Verify that the outline(s) fit(s) the appropriate model in accordance with ES-401 or ES-401N. @‘ ﬂ" n/a 5(:
w b. Assess whether the outline was systematically and randomly prepared in accordance with 429 nia
TT Section D.1 of ES-401 or ES-401N and whether all K/A categories are appropriately sampled. ¥ 6F
$ ¢. Assess whether the outline overemphasizes any systems, evolutions, or generic topics. {;:B: nia Ef
5 d. Assess whether the justifications for deselected or rejected K/A statements are appropriate. ?81 n/a 5[:
2. a. Using Form ES-301-5, verify that the proposed scenario sets cover the required number of ‘9 n/a
normal evolutions, instrument and component failures, technical specifications, and major nl},’ BF
S transients.
I
M b. Assess whether there are enough scenario sets (and spares) to test the projected number and n/a
U mix of applicants in accordance with the expected crew composition and rotation schedule ﬂ 3’: B F
L without compromising exam integrity, and ensure that each applicant can be tested using at '
A least one new or significantly modified scenario, that no scenarios are duplicated from the
T 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) conforms with the qualitative and n/a
quantitative criteria specified on Form ES-301-4 and described in Appendix D and in /';) ¥ B F
Section D.5, "Specific Instructions for the ‘Simulator Operating Test,” of ES-301 (including LY
overlap).
a. Verify that the systems walkthrough outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-2: és/ n/a BF‘
(1) The outline(s) contains the required number of control room and in-plant tasks distributed
w among the safety functions as specified on the form.
A {2) Task repetition from the last two NRC examinations is within the limits specified on the form.
L {3) No tasks are duplicated from the applicant’s audit test(s).
K (4) The number of new or modified tasks meets or exceeds the minimums specified on the form.
T {5) The number of alternate-path, low-power, emergency, and radiologically controlled area
H tasks meets the criteria on the form.
R
0 b. Verify that the administrative outline meets the criteria specified on Form ES-301-1: /03/ nla 5 1:
U (1) The tasks are distributed among the topics as specified on the form. v
G {2) Atleast one task is new or significantly modified.
H (3) No more than one task is repeated from the last two NRC licensing examinations.
c. Determine whether there are enough different outlines to test the projected number and mix of /(gs, wa |3 F
applicants and ensure that no items are duplicated on subsequent days. ;
4. a. Assess whether plant-specific priorities (including probabilistic risk assessment and individual ,ﬁ & nfa B(_‘_‘
plant examination insights) are covered in the appropriate exam sections.
G
E b. Assess whether the 10 CFR 55.41, 55.43, and 55.45 sampling is appropriate. ’ﬁbi nia 5F
g c. Ensure that K/A importance ratings (except for plant-specific priorities) are at least 2.5. ﬁaf n/a EF“
i d. Check for duplication and overlap among exam sections and the last two NRC exams. g@’. n/a SF
L €. Check the entire exam for balance of coverage. @,’ nia ﬁF‘
f. Assess whether the exam fits the appropriate job level (RO or SRO). P-l?’ n/a ﬁF
rintegAName/Signature Date
a. Author Pete Ott/ { I, {4 éﬂ‘%’ {ao
b. Facility Reviewer (*) n/a %e. .
¢. NRC Chief Examiner (#) Brian Fuller / Asere\opdlo @, 20
d. NRC Supervisor Donald Jackson / & 6/2s,

* Not applicable for NRC-prepared examination outlines.
# The independent NRC reviewer initials items in column “c”; the chief examiner's concurrence is required.




L€ Jo L¢ 8bed ‘L.02-S3

ES-201 Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

1 acknowledge that | have acquired specialized knowledge about the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissioft (NRC) licensing examinations scheduled for
the week(s) of Qv Y [ 3, 2020 g5 of the 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's 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'’s chief
examiner any indications or suggestions that examination security may have been compromised.

2. Posi-Examinaiion - _

To the best of my knowle?ge ] dld ot divulge to any unauthorized persons any information concerning the NRC licensing examinations administered
during the week(s) of Jviy i3 em 27' From the date that | 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.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE/RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1,?\)40'(;)\ C\f\ak EXam WV"V"?V‘ ( 7-29-20

2. Scott Dvmele Exarm AvtHorc / 6 Y-/ 9 . 730720 |
3. %%g)g- DSmniS CEAM-TRAINIA - ¢-6-19 WW\ 730-20 |
4. ! \(N\: m\r { Sy YU XMy ey 7 \/,,H 7_’70-(,0

5

L ][ an i U iy g D AL G 1 %’L 7{%1 775 _Z.
6 u~lin T Msl, L Manqger / 1319 Choan 75020 _|
7. DAVE SHAVES Vs on SUP/CLT LA 70349 130-20 2.
8._Andvrew Hess i&um Cngluerig Mo — 7229 7-30-20 |
9. PAuc Breropuaack EXpra_pguter (HC) [-6-20 BadLp X Uno 730-20 |
10. a3y Meoew =3 (-2-Zo MM (7 y-13-20__\
1.3. Klsio PDco Gl = (-2-20 - (322 |
12, feter Metbeown NCD =2 |-7-20 (}{,\N 7-30-20 |
13.Zac Weidnae N R s 1/9/20 7300 _ |
14 D Mo ven ol i /\A/ﬂ’\.jﬁ‘//@oy,a\ i//3]20 Y—__‘g.w__(_
15_Seven Boestt CRS MAL 7 3B g0 _ |

notes: @) Cigned off via ewmar| approve\,

@ S‘S'\té o%( duc Fo \V\c&’\/( Auo»( V‘o wr/é Fropm PSELE
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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 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissiofl (NRC) licensing examinations scheduled for
the week(s) of pAY; )3, 2020 as of the 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's 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, | amaware 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's 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 Suly s Mcl 27 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.

PRINTED NAME JOB TITLE/RESPONSIBILITY SIGNATURE (1) DATE  SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
1. Kenaes Evaess NCO @ 3-31-2o Clw 73020 \
2 0e Mt NCO Cle T f-2-20 1 §-13-20__ |
3. T Moyels MCO “T i Hentsy Y-2-10 X §-13-20 |
4, L, /. S - ! q/zi[20 Conm ¥-17~20_|
5._ L@ kN ok sih WM Izl ¥ T30-20 _|
6._Lecél Thnmag MED 7\ < L &-13-20_\
7. D Fewyipn NCD 7 Zf2e
8. NAviL KeirZlsy Mo /L 13020 |
9. Ahemo) ¥-Cnzon ¢elo 4 %/% > 73020 |
10#.1'5:&%?&\_ SRo ﬁ_ 18f2vrz -
1. Dol gpaicbolevte NCo - §-14-20 |
12_tv pofiy . 305 N v 7-30-20 _ |
13 KEIAh B, HAmPT FRS vz 73020 _\
14=].g;1) JVideshell —_ T 7157 Zeplead 130720 |
15 MAPRL WROUSH Peocvok [ 2em 73020 |

NOTES:@ ﬁj"‘ﬁé o-?—F AAR N €\Mal( a.‘qﬁwo\/cx{«
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ES-201 ' B Examination Security Agreement Form ES-201-3

1. Pre-Examination

| acknowledge that | have ac%uired specialized knowledge about the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) licensing examinations schedulgd for
the week(s) of Joly 12,2020 as of the date of my signature. | agree that 1 will not knowingly divuige any information about these examinations to
any persons who havé not been authorized by the NRC'’s 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 resuit 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's 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 administe_red _
during the week(s) of __wzy |3 2:2Z© From the date that | entered into this security agreement until the completion of examination administration, | did
not instruct, evaluate, or prcﬁvide’performance 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 DATE SIGNATURE (2) DATE NOTE
Deocean_ Jrse R A Che 73020 |
(At Mcter Podled Tl 73020 |
Trstrec e e Ch 13020 |
T p ) TR T 74 7 -GN (U 73020 |
Toastrugder

F/10/2026 P fIAX A 23020 |
V4 120 RadAA Che 7-30-2¢0 |

Taotructr

NOTES: @ Signe & o Ff via ewmail ak//yv‘ova&
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ES-301 Operating Test Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-3

Facility: Salem Date of Examination: 7/13/20 Operating Test Number: 19-01
1. General Criteria it
a b* et

a. The operating test conforms to the previously approved outline; changes are consistent with /JDQ, nfa BF

sampling requirements (e.g., 10 CFR 55.45, operational importance, safety function distribution). i
b. There is no day-to-day repetition between this and other operating tests to be administered 1?3 n/a B¢

during this examination. )
C. The operating test shall not duplicate items from the applicants’ audit test(s) (see Section D.1.a.). ?9’ n/a 6‘:
d. Overlap with the written examination and between different parts of the operating test is within (?%‘

acceptable limits.

nfa SF;

e. It appears that the operating test will differentiate between competent and less-than-competent
applicants at the designated license level.

n/a BF'

2. Walkthrough Criteria

a. Each JPM includes the following, as applicable:

initial conditions

initiating cues

references and tools, including associated procedures

reasonable and validated time limits (average time allowed for completion) and specific
designation if deemed to be time critical by the facility licensee

. operationally important specific performance criteria that include—

LRI T

— 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

n/a BF

b. Ensure that any changes from the previously approved systems and administrative walkthrough
outlines (Forms ES-301-1 and ES-301-2) have not caused the test to deviate from any of the
acceptance criteria {e.g., item distribution, bank use, repetition from the last two NRC
examinations) specified on those forms and Form ES-201-2.

na | BF

3. Simulator Criteria

The associated simulator operating tests (scenario sets) have been reviewed in accordance with
Form ES-301-4, and a copy is attached.

nia BF

rinted Name/Signature
Author Pete Ott / ‘Y,
Facility Reviewer (*) n/a - o, A A

NRC Chief Examiner (#) Brian Fuller / Sgam,
NRC Supervisor Donald Jackson /

200w

Date
gi ifao

@
Iy

* The facility licensee signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.
# The independent NRC reviewer initials items in column “c”; the chief examiner concurrence is required.




ES-301 Simulator Scenario Quality Checklist

Form ES-301-4

Facility: Salem Date of Exam: 7/13/20 Scenario Numbers: 5 / 4 /1 Operating Test No.: 19-01
QUALITATIVE ATTRIBUTES initials
a b* c*
1. The initial conditions are realistic in that some equipment and/or instrumentation may be out of service, P.O | n/a BF
but it does not cue the operators into expected events.
2. The scenarios consist mostly of related events. P.O | n/a 613
3. Each event description consists of the following: P.O | n/a BF
e the point in the scenario when it is to be initiated
. the malfunction(s) or conditions that are entered to initiate the event
° the symptoms/cues that will be visible to the crew
° the expected operator actions (by shift position)
° the event termination point (if applicable)
4. The events are valid with regard to physics and thermodynamics. P.O | n/a BF
5. Sequencing and timing of events is reasonable and allows the examination team to obtain complete P.O | nfa ﬂF
evaluation results commensurate with the scenario objectives.
6. Iftime compression techniques are used, the scenario summary clearly so indicates. P.O | n/a BF
Operators have sufficient time to carry out expected activities without undue time constraints.
Cues are given.
7. The simulator modeling is not altered. PO | wa |BF
8. The scenarios have been validated. Pursuant to 10 CFR 55.46(d), any open simulator performance P.O | n/a 5‘:
deficiencies or deviations from the referenced plant have been evaluated to ensure that functional
fidelity is maintained while running the planned scenarios.
9. Scenarios are new or significantly modified in accordance with Section D.5 of ES-301. P.O | n/a EF
10. Aliindividual operator competencies can be evaluated, as verified using Form ES-301-6 (submit the P.O | n/a 6 c
form along with the simulator scenarios).
11. The scenario set provides the opportunity for each applicant to be evaluated in each of the applicable P.O | nfa B
rating factors. (Competency rating factors as described on Forms ES-303-1 and ES-303-3.)
12. Each applicant will be significantly involved in the minimum number of transients and events specified P.O | n/a 6 F
on Form ES-301-5 (submit the form with the simulator scenarios).
13. Applicants are evaluated on a similar number of preidentified critical tasks across scenarios, when P.O | nfa 6{2’
possible.
14. The level of difficulty is appropriate to support licensing decisions for each crew position. P.O | n/a BF
Target Quantitative Attributes per Scenario (See Section D.5.d) Actual Attributes - - -
% Malfunctions after EOP entry (1-2) 4/ 3 /1 PO | na |BF
2, Abnormal events (2—4) 24 3 12 PO |na |BF
3. Major transients (1-2) 17 1 11 P.O | n/a 8 F:
4. EOPs entered/requiring substantive actions (1-2) 1/ 1 1 P.O | nfa ﬁ:
5 Entry into a contingency EOP with substantive actions (> 1 per scenario 1/ 0 /0 P.O | nfa &__—
set)
6. Preidentified critical tasks (> 2) 2/ 3 /2 P.O | nia |RBF]

* The facility licensee signature is not applicable for NRC-developed tests.
# An independent NRC reviewer initials items in column “¢”; chief examiner concurrence is required.




ES-301 Transient and Event Checklist Form ES-301-5

Facility: Salem Date of Exam: 7/13/20 Operating Test No.: 19-01
A E Scenarios
E \E/ 5 4 1 (n+1) T M
L N CREW CREW POSITION [ CREW POSITION | CREW POSITION O ,\Il
| T POSITION T |
2 T S A B S A B S A B S A B A M
N v R T (0] R T (0] R T (0] R T 0] L U
T ) 0] C P (0] C P 0] C P 0] C P M(*)
Crew 1 E R |1 |U
RO 1 RX 1 1 1 110
NOR 1 1 2 1 1 (1
I/IC 25 4.6,7 4,6 7 4 14 |2
MAJ 4 5 5 3 212 |1
TS 0 012]2
RX 1 1 1 110
NOR 1 1 1 1 (1
RO2 I/IC 2,3, 3,8 5 414 |2
8
MAJ 4 5 2 212 |1
TS 0 0212
SRO-I1 RX 1 1 1 110
NOR 1 1 2 1 1 (1
I/IC 2,3,5 3,4,6 3,4,6 12 (414 |2
.8 7,8
MAJ 4 5 5 212 |1
TS 2,3 2,3 4 012]2

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 (SRO-I) 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 SRO-I additionally 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 controlled 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 I/C malfunctions on a one-for-one 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.

4. For new reactor facility licensees that use the ATC operator primarily for monitoring plant parameters, the chief

examiner may place SRO-I applicants in either the ATC or BOP position to best evaluate the SRO-I in manipulating
plant controls.




ES-301 Competencies Checklist Form ES-301-6

Facility: Salem Date of Examination: 7/13/20 Operating Test No.: 19-01
APPLICANTS — Crew 1
RO1 RO2 SRO-I
Competencies SCENARIO SCENARIO SCENARIO
5 4 1 5 4 1 5 4 1

ATC |BOP | BOP || BOP | ATC | N/A || CRS | CRS ATC
Interpret/Diagnose Events 256 |34,6| 456 (| 2,34, | 2,5,6, 2-8 2-8 2-6
and Conditions 7 7,8 8
Comply with and 1,25, 1134| 1-6 1-4, | 1,2,5, 1-8 1-8 1-6
Use Procedures (1) 6 6,7 7,8 6,8
Operate Control 25 46,7 4-6 2-4 | 3,5,6, 3,4,5,6
Boards (2) 8
Communicate 1-8 1-8 1-6 1-8 1-8 1-8 1-8 1-6
and Interact
Demonstrate Supervisory 1-8 1-8
Ability (3)
Comply with and 2,3 2,3
Use TS (3)
Notes:
(1) Includes TS compliance for an RO.
(2) Optional for an SRO-U.
(3) Only applicable to SROs.

Instructions:

Check the applicants’ license type and enter one or more event numbers that will allow the
examiners to evaluate every applicable competency for every applicant. (This includes all rating
factors for each competency.) (Forms ES 303 1 and ES 303 3 describe the competency rating
factors.)



ES-403

Written Examination Grading
Quality Checklist

Form ES-4031

Facility: Se l-e A Date of Exam:7-28-2° Exam Level: RO X sro I
ftem Description Initials
a b c
1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading R /{- _ or
2, Proposed answer key changes and question deletions ‘
justified and documented (facility reviewer initials not required N//_\, A//Z n/a
(N/R) if NO post-examination comments are submitted)
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors
(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) 4 /i/ o
4. Grading for all borderline cases (80% +2% overall and 70% or
80%, as applicable, £4% on the SRO-only exam) reviewed in il M\/ .
detail
5. All other failing examinations checked fo ensure that grades
are justified U’A- A/)ﬂ_ n/a
6. Performance on missed questions checked for training ‘ ,
deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of f-Z /i(/ fr
questions missed by one-half or more of the applicants ‘
Printed Name/Signature Date
b. Facility Reviewer(*) =, 24 rd /Wz%is”/% / / %W 7/ z8 /ZO
c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Pete Ott / Atox Brian Funer//Oj M/% 8/4/20
d. NRC Supervisor (*) Don Jackson/pﬁw‘(\(_)dc@ﬁﬂ/ 8/4/20
J
*) 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 y




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

Facility: Sa lewn Date of Exam:7-28-20 Exam Level: RO [J sro X
item Description Initials
a ﬂb c

1. Clean answer sheets copied before grading ' ({ /L/ ey
2. Proposed answer key changes and question deletions

justified and documented (facility reviewer initials not required /\/’A % n/a

(N/R) if NO post-examination comments are submitted)
3. Applicants’ scores checked for addition errors

(reviewers spot check > 25% of examinations) - & ,41/ b
4. Grading for all borderline cases (80% +2% overall and 70% or

80%, as applicable, 4% on the SRO-only exam) reviewed in R ﬂz/ - ew

detail
5. All other failing examinations checked {o ensure that grades l

are justified VA /ﬁ n/a
8. Performance on missed questions checked for training

deficiencies and wording problems; evaluate validity of 12 /IL/ 17

questions missed by one-half or more of the applicants

Printed Name/Signature Date

a. Grader ?ugo‘pl\ C\/\a n M@W 7-28-20
b. Facility Reviewer(*) Sleid Mﬂ%éﬂ// %&MW NT/ ZB/QG

c. NRC Chief Examiner (*) Pete Ott /Ao Brian Fuller / /03 X/M/% 8/4/20

d. NRC Supervisor (*) Don Jackson / £ onal - 9%@””/ 8/4/20

™ 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





