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FORM 9 — EXAM ITEM ANALYSIS

Exam ID# LGS ILT 22-1 NRC Exam

Date Evaluation Instrument Administered: 12/14/2023

Number of Trainees Evaluated: 8 SRO /2 RO (10 Total)

Section A — Any question receiving greater than 50% failure rate 0 N/A

List each question receiving greater than 50% failure rate.

Question O:m.m:o: mm<mm<.< . .
Sy Failure Conclusion Corrective Action
Rate (%) *
10 50% G None
17 50% F Question submitted to NRC for review. Accept more
than one correct answer.
23 60% G None
26 60% G None
46 40% F Question submitted to NRC for review. Accept more
than one correct answer.
50 50% G None
80 50% G None
81 63.5% G None
92 25% F Question submitted to NRC for review. Accept more
than one correct answer.
97 50% G None
*Review Conclusion A. Insufficient training for the learning objective tested
' B. Learning objectives not adequately covered in the lesson plan
C. Poorly worded or invalid learning objective
D. Poorly worded or invalid test item or answer
E. Incorrect answer in the exam key
F. More than one correct answer
G. Question acceptable
H. Other (state reason in table or on additional sheet)
Section B - Greater than 25% overall exam failure X N/A
Conclusion Summary Corrective Action
Review performed by: John Mercurio Date: _ 12/15/2023
A o = il
pproved by: .~ —L e Date:

r Q
Training Supervision

01/29/20 Revision 3



Reactor Operator Candidates

(RO)

Instant SRO Candidates
(SROI)

SRO Upgrade Candidates
(SROU)

#1 Almeida, Allan

#1 Babu, Vignesh

#1 Roberts, James

#2  Martinez-Aragon, Diego

#2 Hudson, Daniel

#3 Maxey, Daniel

#4 Schmidt, Bryan

#5 Smith, Bradford

#6 Van Pelt, Jeffrey

#7 Yerkes, David

Simulator Scenarios (Dec 5, 2023)

Scenario 1 Scenario 1 Scenario 1
Almeida Schmidt Van Pelt
ATC
CRISDEN KEPLEY SETZER
BOP Maxey Martinez-Aragon Smith
KEPLEY CRISDEN KEPLEY
USs Roberts Babu Hudson
LALLY LALLY LALLY
Simulator Scenarios (Dec 6", 2023)
Scenario 2 Scenario 2 Scenario 2
ATC Martinez-Aragon Hudson Almeida(+1)
CRISDEN LALLY CRISDEN
BOP Van Pelt (+1) Yerkes Babu
SETZER SETZER LALLY
Us Maxey Schmidt Smith
KEPLEY KEPLEY KEPLEY
Simulator Scenarios (Dec 7', 2023)
Scenario 3 Scenario 3
ATC Babu (+1) Maxey (+1)
LALLY KEPLEY
Martinez-Aragon(+1) Almeida
BOP -
CRISDEN CRISDEN
USs Van Pelt Yerkes
SETZER SETZER

NRC (1) LALLY

Roberts, Babu, Hudson

NRC (2) KEPLEY

Maxey, Schmidt, Smith

NRC (3) SETZER

Van Pelt, Yerkes

NRC (4) CRISDEN

Almeida , Martinez-Aragon






