Navy Selection and Classification Office (OPNAV N-132G)
Technical Report 23-04

ASVAB Validation Technical Report
Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

Zannette A. Uriell
Navy Selection and Classification Office (OPNAV N-132)

Reviewed, Approved, and Released by
Jason Jacobs-Lentz
Navy Selection and Classification Office (OPNAV N-132)

May 17, 2023




Form Approved

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE OMB No. 0704-0188

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing this collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information,
including suggestions for reducing this burden to Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports (0704-0188), 1215 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA 22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a
collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number. PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR FORM TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS.

1. REPORT DATE (DD-MM-YYYY) 2. REPORT TYPE 3. DATES COVERED (From - To)
17-05-2023 Technical Report April 2018 — May 2023

4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 5a. CONTRACT NUMBER
ASVAB Validation Technical Report

Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating 5b. GRANT NUMBER

5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER

6. AUTHOR(S) 5d. PROJECT NUMBER
Zannette A. Uriell

5e. TASK NUMBER

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER

7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION REPORT
Navy Selection and Classification Office, OPNAV N132, 701 S. Courthouse Road, NUMBER

Arlington, VA 22204

9. SPONSORING / MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S ACRONYM(S)
Director, Navy Selection and Classification Office OPNAV N132

OPNAV N132

701 S. Courthouse Road
Arlington, VA 22204

11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S REPORT
NUMBER(S)
23-04

12. DISTRIBUTION / AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Approved for public release; distribution is unlimited

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

14. ABSTRACT

The Navy uses scores from the tests in the Armed Services Vocational Aptitude Battery (ASVAB) to classify Sailors into occupations, or ratings.
The possible selection composites may be re-evaluated when tasks done by those in the rating change, or when rating training changes, or when
there are concerns about the validity of the composites. This report presents a study of the selection criteria for the Aviation Structural Mechanic
(AM) rating. The study was undertaken to evaluate the validity of the selection composites as they had not been re-evaluated for several years, but
analyses showed that validity remained high for the chosen composites and no change was needed. However, while not changing the composites
themselves, the decision was made to reduce the line scores required in order to allow more to qualify for the training, with the knowledge that
academic setback rates during training might increase but the percentage who graduate training was not expected to decrease. The data analyzed
and the processes used to determine the most valid selection composites are described.

15. SUBJECT TERMS
ASVARB, selection and classification, Navy ASVAB validation/rating entry standards, validity coefficients, cutscores, diversity

16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION | 18. 19a. NAME OF RESPONSIBLE PERSON
UNCLASSIFIED OF ABSTRACT | NUMBER Jason Jacobs-Lentz

a. REPORT b. ABSTRACT c. THIS PAGE UNLIMITED ngES 19b. TELEPHONE NUMBER (include area code)
UNCLASSIFIED | UNCLASSIFIED | UNCLASSIFIED 16 901-874-4495

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98)
Prescribed by ANSI Std. Z39.18




Table of Contents

INEEOAUCTION ...ttt ettt sttt e b e s bt et et esbe e bt et e s bt enbe e e 1

Aviation Structural Mechanic WOrK ...........cooieiiiiiriiiiiiieieeeeeee e 2
IMIETROMS. ...ttt sttt et b bt a e eh e bt et h bt et et nae e 4

Student Data USEd........coouiiiiiiiieeeee ettt et et 4

Validity COCTIICIENTS ......eiuiiiiiiiiiieiecie ettt 8
RESULLS ...ttt et e h e et e bt e e bt e e ht e e bt e s beeeabeesateenbeesateenbeen 12
Discussion and AVREC DECISION ......cccuiiiiriieiiiieriieie ettt sttt et e et nees 14
RETETEICES ...ttt ettt et b et sttt et et et eaeenas 16
Appendix A — Description of the ASVAB and Additional Selection Tests .......c..cccceeveereennenne. A-1
Appendix B — Current Composites in Use Across All Ratings ...........cceeevveviienciieniencieenieeieenne, B-1
Appendix C — Corrections of Validity CoeffiCients ...........cccccveeeiiieriiieeiiieeiieeciee e C-1
Appendix D — Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Results Brief ............ccoocoeviiiiiieniiniienees D-1

Appendix E — Memorandum for the Record............ccoevuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiccceee e E-1



ASVAB Validation Technical Report Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

Introduction

Since at least 1943, the Navy has worked to classify Sailors into specific ratings (or jobs),
often using test scores to provide a minimum required for entry into the rating (see, for example,
US Navy Interviewer’s Classification Guide, 2020). The test used has changed over the years,
with the Armed Services Vocational Aptitude Battery (ASVAB) being used since 1974 (History
of Military Testing, n.d.). This battery contains several tests of crystallized intelligence with
some additional tests in the battery, or that are conducted along with the battery, that relate to
fluid intelligence (see Appendix A for brief descriptions of each test, or visit
https://www.officialasvab.com). These tests are usually administered at a Military Entrance
Processing Station (MEPS) or Military Entrance Testing (MET) site to determine primarily if the
person meets the Armed Forces Qualification Test (AFQT) minimums to join the military
(Enlistment, Appointment, and Induction Criteria, 2016; (Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness, 2020) and then secondarily what rating(s) they may be qualified to
join.

Selection into a particular rating is dependent upon the rating’s ASVAB composite(s) and
cutscore(s), as well as needs of the Navy, other rating specific requirements such as minimum
vision or security clearance, and Sailor interests (see Appendix B for a list of ratings and their
current ASVAB selection composites). Once Sailors complete initial military training (‘“boot
camp”), they attend follow-on training that is particular to a rating (“A” School, and possibly
“C” School). After successful completion of training, they are considered part of that rating
community.

Prior to the 2010s, ASVAB selection composites were based on final school grade in “A”
School; those composites of ASVAB tests that showed the highest correlation with final school
grade became the selection composites to begin that rating training (see Held, Hezlett, Johnson,
McCloy, Drasgow, and Salas (2014) for more information). In the 2010s, a shift began away
from grades to First-Pass Pipeline Success (FPPS), or the ability to successfully complete a
school in the first attempt without having any academic setbacks. If a Sailor has FPPS, they are
sent to the Fleet the fastest with the lowest cost to train, as compared to those who have an
academic setback and require a longer training time, or those who fail a course and have to be
reclassified into a different rating and start a different training path (and then need a replacement
recruited into the original rating).

Composites may be changed when there are changes in the training as different
composites may show higher correlation with the new training, and they may be re-assessed
periodically. Suggested composite changes are approved by the ASVAB Validation Review
Committee (AVRC), which consists of representatives from many components involved in Navy
personnel processes including recruiting, training, and rating health. This report describes the
revalidation effort for Aviation Structural Mechanics (AM), a rating that had not been reviewed
since prior to 2018.
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Aviation Structural Mechanic Work

Information about the work that is done by a rating can come from a variety of sources.
Training courses are based upon the detailed rating information contained in the Navy Enlisted
Manpower and Personnel Classifications and Occupational Standards (NEOCS) manuals
(available at https://www.mynavyhr.navy.mil/References/NEOCS-Manual/), particularly
Volume I — Navy Enlisted Occupational Standards. This document contains a paragraph about
the scope of the rating, the career pattern, and then any relevant job titles, job description, O*Net
relationships, and tasks that are part of that job.

A condensed version of this information is available on the Navy Credentialing
Opportunities On-Line (COOL; https://www.cool.osd.mil/usn/). This site provides an overview
and rating card for each rating similar to the NEOCS information, and also contains
bibliographies for advancement, roadmaps for development, and related civilian credentials and
occupations. The COOL rating card provides a starting place for an ASVAB validation. For the
AM rating, the October 2022 COOL rating card for AM indicates:

“Aviation Structural Mechanics maintains all aircraft main and auxiliary
hydraulic power systems, actuating subsystems and landing gear. They are
responsible for maintenance on the aircraft fuselage (mainframe) wings airfoils,
and associated fixed and moveable surfaces and flight controls.

WHAT THEY DO:

e Remove, repair and replace hydraulic system pumps, auxiliary power
systems and unit actuating subsystems;

e Maintain aircraft landing gear system, brakes and related pneumatic
systems, reservoir pressurization, emergency actuating devices, pumps,
valves,

e regulators, cylinders, lines and fittings;

e Service pressure accumulators, emergency air bottles, oleo struts,
reservoirs and master brake cylinders;

e Inspect, remove and replace components of hydraulic systems;

e Replace gaskets, packing, and wipers in hydraulic components;

e Remove, repair and replace aircraft fuselage, wings, fixed and movable
surfaces, airfoils, regular seats, wheels and tires, controls and mechanisms;

e Remove, install and rig aircraft flight control surfaces;

e Fabricate and assemble metal components and make minor repairs to
aircraft skin;

e Install rivets and metal fasteners;

e Fabricate repairs for composite components;

e Perform non-destructive dye penetrant inspections (NDI);

e Perform daily, preflight, post flight and other periodic aircraft
inspections.”
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Additionally, the COOL card lists other qualifications and interests:

“Aviation Structural Mechanics require an orientation toward tools and
equipment, should possess manual dexterity and be physically fit. They must be
able to keep records, have a knack for getting along well with other people and
work as part of a team. The ability to do repetitive tasks and perform detailed
work is also helpful.”

Table 1 has been adapted from the COOL rating card, specifically from the bulletized
description of what an AM does, with the first column showing the tasks and the remaining
columns showing to which ASVAB tests each task might intuitively link. Seemingly, the
Auto and Shop (AS) test would be the most linked to the rating work, although table 1 is not
definitive and is simply an initial guide for analyses.
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Table 1
ASVAB Linkages to the AM Rating

AM Tasks GS | AR |WK| PC [MK| EI | AS MC|/AO|CS |VE

Remove, repair and replace hydraulic XXX |X
system pumps, auxiliary power
systems and unit actuating subsystems

Maintain aircraft landing gear system, X | X
brakes and related pneumatic systems,
reservoir pressurization, emergency
actuating devices, pumps, valves,
regulators, cylinders, lines and fittings

Service pressure accumulators, emergency X | X
air bottles, oleo struts, reservoirs and
master brake cylinders

Inspect, remove and replace components X | XX
of hydraulic systems

Replace gaskets, packing, and wipers in X | XX
hydraulic components

Remove, repair and replace aircraft XXX

fuselage, wings, fixed and movable
surfaces, airfoils, regular seats, wheels
and tires, controls and mechanisms

Remove, install and rig aircraft flight X | XX
control surfaces

Fabricate and assemble metal components X
and make minor repairs to aircraft skin

Install rivets and metal fasteners X

Fabricate repairs for composite X X
components

Perform non-destructive dye penetrant X
inspections (NDI)

Perform daily, preflight, post flight and X

other periodic aircraft inspections

Methods
Student Data Used

Only AM “A” School data (CDP 2515) was analyzed, as AMs could be assigned to Fleet
billets without any additional training after this “A” School. Corporate Enterprise Training
Activity Resource Systems (CeTARS) data were downloaded for those with Active Duty Service
Dates (ADSD) 1 October 2016 and beyond. Since it was unclear when the AM composite was
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last changed (although was known to be prior to 2018), nor when any changes in training
occurred that might impact training success (also, prior to 2018), the decision was made to only
use the most recent 5 years of data for the CDP (ending 10 April 2023).

Person Event (PEVT) codes were used to determine key milestones during the training
(see the CeTARS database for full descriptions). In addition to the enrollment code (2) and the
graduation code (288), Table 2 contains those codes that were categorized as a setback or failure
due to an academic issue or a non-academic issue; only academic issues, which might be
impacted by intelligence measured by the ASVAB, were considered in these results. All those
with non-academic failures were removed from the data, and only those who had graduated,
academically failed, or who had an academic setback but were still in training were retained.

Table 2
Person Event Codes Used
Category Academic Code Non-Academic Code
Setback 48 73
51 294
53 298
56 300
324 303
305
308
Failure 81 207
142 230
311
320
969
970
971
973

After these deletions, 3,463 cases remained. Table 3 provides descriptive details for each
ASVAB subtest for the remaining sample, and figures 1 and 2 are histograms of the scores on the
two relevant composites. All ASVAB scores are standardized so that 50 is the mean and 10 is
the standard deviation of the population. Mean scores for AM training data for
AR+MK+AS+VE was 213.3 and for AR+MK+MC+VE was 219.2.
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Table 3
ASVAB Test Descriptives for AM Sample

Test Count Min Max Mean
GS 3458 23 73 53.29
AR 3458 38 72 54.92
WK 3457 21 74 52.37
PC 3458 28 69 53.52
MK 3458 36 73 56.07
EI 3455 20 80 52.13
AS 3458 24 80 49.38

MC 3458 31 79 55.2
VE 3458 25 71 52.96
AO 3145 28 70 58.58
CS 1024 23 72 53.53
AFQT 3458 31 99 65.26
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Figure 1. AR+MK+AS+VE Scores of AM Students.
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Figure 2. AR+MK+MC+VE Scores of AM Students.

A variable reflecting the method of qualification was computed: a) through
AR+MK+AS+VE > 210 only, b) through AR+MK+MC+VE > 210 only, c) through both
equations, or d) not qualified based on the composites. Table 4 provides the decomposition of
the data based on this qualification method variable. The rates of academic setback, graduation,
and FPPS are also include for each qualification method.

Table 4
Qualification and FPPS Rates for Each Qualification Method
Academic
Academic | Setback, Academic
Student % of Setback Still in Grad Failure Observed

# Sample Rate Training Rate Rate FPPS%

Total Sample 3463 | 100.0% 6.4% 7 99.3% 0.4% 93.4%
Qualified Only Through

AR+MK+AS+VE>210 209 6.0% 8.1% 0 99.5% 0.5% 91.9%
Qualified Only Through

AR+MK+MC+VE>210 1029 29.7% 8.4% 5 98.9% 0.6% 91.6%

Qualified On Both 1822 52.6% 3.7% 1 99.8% 0.1% 96.2%

Qualified On FEither 3060 88.4% 5.6% 6 99.5% 0.3% 94.4%

Waivered 398 11.5% 13.1% 1 99.0% 0.8% 86.9%

As indicated in Table 4, this rating has a very high graduation rate of 99.3% overall, with

the lowest graduation rate of 98.9% for those who qualified only through the second composite;
99.0% of those receiving a waiver graduated. The FPPS rate was also high, with those receiving
waivers over twice as likely to have an academic setback as those who were qualified, which

7
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lowers the FPPS rate to 86.9% for those receiving waivers compared to 94.4% for those who
were qualified.

Waivers are granted per MILPERSMAN 1306-618 to a maximum of 3 points per test on
a multi-test composite (Class “A” School and Rating Entry Requirements, 2016); Table 3 groups
all waivers together, while Figure 3 shows FPPS, graduation, and academic setback (AS) rates
based on the number of points per test that were waived. Setback rates are about 20% or below
while graduation rates generally are about 95% or above.

10024

- \/\/\/\_’/4

[
)
o

0.25 0.5 0.75 1 1325 15 175 2 2.25 25 2.75
Points per Test
. F PPS Grad G

Figure 3. FPPS, graduation, and academic setback rates based on number of points per test
waivered.

As only about 1/3 of AM students had CS data available, composites with CS were not
considered in analyses. Only data for the 3,142 AM students that had all test scores (excluding
CS) were used to determine validity coefficients.

Validity Coefficients

Figures 4 and 5 are the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves for
AR+MK+AS+VE and AR+MK+MCHVE, respectively. As the diagonal line indicates random
classification (i.e., chance), both are classifying for success somewhat better than chance. The
area under the curve (AUC) for figure 4 is .6464 and the AUC for figure 5 is .6498, indicating
the two equations are nearly identical in their accuracy of classifying success.
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Figure 5. AR+MK+MC+VE ROC.

At present, there are 30 Navy classification composites considered. Correlations between
FPPS and each test/composite were computed, and two corrections were then applied. The first
correction is to adjust for range restriction that occurs from the selection process, and the second
correction is for the dichotomous nature of FPPS. For more details on both corrections, see
Segall, 2004 for correcting to PAY97 norms, Held, Carretta, Hezlett, Johnson, Mendoza,
Abrahams, Drasgow, McCloy, and Wolfe (2015), or appendix C. The initial correlations as well
as the correlations after application of each of the two corrections are shown in table 5, grouped
by family of the test/composite. The two underlined composites are the two currently in place,
and those highlighted are the 10 highest fully corrected validities.

10
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Composite Validities

Table 5

Validity
Corrected for
Validity Range
Corrected for Restriction &
Range Dichotomy

Composite Uncorrected Restriction to (Fully
Family Composite Validity PAY97 Corrected)
ASVAB test GS 0.088 0.274 0.525
ASVAB test AR 0.065 0.289 0.554
ASVARB test WK 0.045 0.252 0.483
ASVAB test PC 0.100 0.287 0.549
ASVARB test MK 0.049 0.274 0.525
ASVAB test EI 0.121 0.270 0.518
ASVARB test AS 0.095 0.211 0.404
ASVARB test MC 0.104 0.276 0.530
ASVAB test AO 0.064 0.253 0.486
ASVARB test VE 0.074 0.281 0.539
Administrative | MK+VE 0.092 0.303 0.581
Administrative | PC+FMK 0.108 0.306 0.587
Administrative | AR+PC+MK 0.107 0.313 0.599
Mechanical AR+AS+MC 0.128 0.305 0.584
Mechanical MK+AS+AO 0.126 0.317 0.607
Mechanical AR+MK+AS 0.123 0.318 0.609
Mechanical MK+AS+VE 0.131 0.321 0.616
Operations AR+MK+AS+VE 0.136 0.324 0.621
Operations GS+AR+2MK 0.094 0.304 0.582
Operations AR+MK+AO+VE 0.107 0.316 0.606
Operations AR+MK+EI+VE 0.137 0.324 0.621
Operations GS+MK+MC+VE 0.123 0.318 0.610
Operations MK+EI+VE 0.135 0.322 0.617
Specialized AR+VE 0.099 0.306 0.587
Specialized GS+MK+VE 0.105 0.306 0.586
Specialized AR+WK 0.079 0.296 0.567
Specialized GS+AR+MK+VE 0.112 0.312 0.597
Specialized GS+AR+MK 0.103 0.307 0.589
Specialized GS+MK+2VE 0.100 0.304 0.583
Technical AR+MK+MC+VE 0.124 0.323 0.618
Technical GS+AR+MK+EI 0.134 0.320 0.613
Technical GS+EI+MC 0.128 0.306 0.586
Technical GS+AR+EI+MC 0.136 0.319 0.611

11
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Results

To best determine what changes should be made to AM selection composites, 12 months
of accessions data was extracted, including those with Active Duty Service Date (ADSD)
between 11 April 2022 and 10 April 2023 (31,192 records). Males were 75.0% and females
25.0% of this population; 42.4% were White, 24.0% were Hispanic, and 22.4% were African
American, with the remainder being another, unknown, or mixed race. Table 6 lists the ASVAB
test descriptives for this population.

Table 6
ASVAB Test Descriptives for 12 Months of Accessions

Test Count Min Max Mean
GS 31154 21 79 51.8
AR 31156 23 79 52.26
WK 31142 20 77 51.52
PC 31154 24 74 52.39
MK 31154 28 75 54.05
El 31122 20 80 49.77
AS 31151 20 80 46.08
MC 31149 20 80 51.39
VE 31154 21 77 51.94
AO 28420 26 70 56.17
CS 14045 22 73 61.74
CT 18215 24 79 51.46
AFQT 31171 5 99 57.83

Four composites were selected for consideration in a possible change to the AM selection
composites: the two currently used composites (AR+MK+AS+VE and AR+MK+MC+VE), the
other composite with highest validity (AR+MK+EI+VE), and a composite in the highest 10 that
uses a fluid intelligence test (AO, part of MK+AS+AOQO). Standardized group mean score
differences (Cohen’s d) were computed for these four equations, comparing female to males as
well as African Americans and Hispanics to Whites (see Appendix D for the full briefing of
results which contains the Cohen’s d for the remaining highest-validity composites). Table 7
shows small differences (.20 to .49) for the majority of the composites and groups, although two
equations (AR+MK+AS+VE and MK+AS+AQO) show medium differences (.50 to .79) for
African Americans as compared to Whites.

12
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Table 7
Standardized Group Mean Score Differences Based on 12 Months of Accessions

AR+MK+AS+VE | AR+MK+MC+VE AR+MK+EI+VE MK+AS+AO
Female-Male -0.479 -0.262 -0.371 -0.417
African American-
White -0.604 -0.392 -0.360 -0.675
Hispanic-White -0.382 -0.210 -0.293 -0.221

For the four composites being considered, the predicted FPPS and graduation rates for the
accession population were computed, based upon the AM Sailor data. In addition, the
qualification rates were computed for various standardized scores (to a 4-test equivalent for
MK+AS+AOQ), as indicated in table 8; a score of 210 is the level currently used for selection, and
198 would be the maximum allowable waiver from that score (see Class “A” School and Rating
Entry Requirements (2016) for waiver policy). Not surprisingly based on the analysis of the
training data, the predicted graduation rate for all composites is about 99% while the FPPS rate
for the scores shown varies from about 92% to about 96%. The percentage who would qualify at
each score level varies much more substantially than either predicted FPPS or predicted
graduation rate; within this score range, only 39.8% of the population would qualify for
AR+MK+AS+VE >210 while 74.5% would qualify with AR+MK+MC+VE>192.

Table 8
Predicted FPPS and Qualification Rates based on 12 Months of Accessions

® AR+MK+AS+VE AR+MK+MC+VE AR+MK+EI+VE MK+AS+AO

Q

Q S ~ ~ e ~ ~ S ~ ~ e ~ ~

218 |€ |8 |€ |§ |8 | |8 |8 |8 |g |t

Sle |g |2 |2 |2 |g | |g |g |g |g |2

T (2 (& |2 |2 & |2 |2 |g& |2 |2 |&

S | »n el = %) e = e ge = N = =

S | & £ = e s = B £ = e s =

S E S & - S & - S & - S &
210 96.4 | 99.8 | 398 | 958 | 99.7 | 47.2 | 963 | 99.7 | 450 | 95.0 | 99.7 | 43.2
204 | 95.6 | 99.7 | 487 | 948 | 99.6 | 56.3 | 954 | 99.6 | 540 | 943 | 99.6 | 534
198 | 94.6 | 99.6 | 583 | 93.6 | 994 | 653 | 944 | 995 | 629 | 935 | 994 | 62.9
192 934 | 994 | 68.0 | 923 | 992 | 745 | 933 | 994 | 720 | 929 | 99.3 | 69.9

Because no rating selection currently uses just one composite (see appendix B for current
composites in use for each rating), various combinations of these four composites were
compared, as shown in Table 9. The current goal per the AVRC is to at least maintain
graduation rate while increasing qualification, so the cutscores used with the combinations were
adjusted to maintain or improve upon graduation and FPPS rates, with the preferred options also
maximizing the number who would qualify.

13
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Table 9
Summary of Qualification Standards Options Considered
S = 2 o a O o« o 4
ISR IS~ aag a a9
Al é\ll NN Al L/T\JI N Al L/T\Jl =
= = = =
> > > g > > 2 |5 > 3
+ 5 + 5 + &% + *
v = 0 N B n =20 = n =0 =<
< o 2 < © m < o E S m < o 2 o +
+ 5 + 3 + F 3 L 5 Z
M M X M X AV
= S > 2 = 5 2 |2 3 g«
+ T + + + T + + T S
2 A ¢ oz & o x
< < < < < < < < <
Current
Operational
Standard Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
QR 48.9% 47.1% 48.1% 51.5%
Difference from
Current Qual # -—- -563 -242 +816
% Qual F:M 0.581 0.542 0.567 0.579
% Qual AA::W 0.344 0.349 0.349 0.352
% Qual H::W 0.620 0.592 0.615 0.666
Predicted Grad 99.7% 99.7% 99.7% 99.8%
Predicted FPPS 96.0% 96.3% 96.3% 96.1%

The third option increases the qualification rate, however in order to compensate for
lower expected graduation with these composites, the cutscores required have to increase above
the cutscores currently in place. This is also true with option two, however both option two and
option one have lower numbers of those qualifying (and are therefore eliminated from
consideration based upon AVRC requirements) so do not meet current AVRC requirements.

Discussion and AVRC Decision

Because of the findings in Table 9, the suggestion was made to the AVRC to maintain the
current AM selection composites: AR+MK+AS+VE > 210 or AR+tMK+MC+VE > 210. This
combination obviously would maintain graduation and FPPS rates, and shows that there have
been no appreciable changes in training or incoming population since these composites were put
in place.

Any changes to the operational composites would require maintaining the composites for
a period of time before conducting a re-evaluation to determine if other composites might
perform better. A benefit of not making changes at this time is that another option is currently
available that could be used to increase qualification rates to help recruiters in during difficult
recruiting times (see, for example, Anderson, 2022). Several ratings have recently had their
cutscores reduced based on analysis of the success of those receiving waivers; if there is no

14
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appreciable decrease in graduation rates and a minimal increase in setback rates, reducing the
cutscores allows for more to qualify to start the training. At present, these adjustments are
temporary and can be rescinded when recruiting improves. Figure 1 shows that those who
received waivers are not substantially lower in graduation rates nor substantially higher in
setback rates than those who qualified. This is also shown in Table 8, with 99% being predicted
to graduate even if the cutscore is reduced from 210 to 192, and graduation from training is what
is required to fully become part of the rating.

As this is a medium-complexity rating (per Appendix B of Crookenden and Blanco,
2016), a two point per test reduction in the cutscore can be considered using the process
currently in place. When applying such a reduction to the 2019-2021 applicant population, this
would have led to an increase of over 20,000 (10%) qualified to attend AM training, as indicated
in table 10.

Table 10
Comparison of Impact of Cutscore Change to 2019-2021 Applicant Population

2019-2021 Applicant Population (N=187,368)
Qual Qualification Rates by AFQT Band
Rate I II IITA I11B IVA IVB IVC \Y
Cutscore | Overall | 93-99 | 65-92 | 50-64 | 31-49 | 21-30 | 16-20 | 10-15 1-9
210 43.76% | 100.0% | 97.2% | 36.2% | 3.8% | 0.1% | 0.0% | 0.0% | 0.0%
202 54.72% | 100.0% | 99.8% | 65.5% | 17.8% | 0.8% | 0.1% | 0.0% | 0.0%

This cutscore change was suggested to the AVRC as a temporary change only, to be re-
evaluated in future and rescinded or extended as needed. When the AVRC met on 3 May 2023
to discuss, they voted to make this temporary reduction, to be effective until 30 September 2024.

Table 11
Composites for Selection

Selection Composites prior to Selection Composites as of
31 May 2023 31 May 2023
AR+MK+AS+VE > 210 AR+MK+AS+VE > 202
or or
AR+MK+MC+VE > 210 AR+MK+MC+VE > 202
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Appendix A

Description of the ASVAB and Additional Selection Tests

Test Type

Test Name and Abbreviation

Test Description

Standard ASVAB

General Science (GS)

Knowledge of physical and biological
sciences

Arithmetic Reasoning (AR)

Ability to solve arithmetic word
problems

Word Knowledge (WK)?

Ability to select the correct meaning of
words presented in context and correct
synonyms

Paragraph Comprehension
(PC)*

Ability to obtain information from
written passages

Mathematics Knowledge (MK)

Knowledge of high school mathematics

principles
Electronics Information (EI) Knowledge of electricity and
electronics
Auto and Shop Information Knowledge of automobile and shop
(AS) technologies,

tools, and practices

Mechanical Comprehension
MC)

Knowledge of mechanical and physical
principles

Assembling Objects (AO)

Ability to determine correct spatial
forms from their

separate parts and connection points
(not administered in all versions)

Special Tests

Coding Speed (CS)

Ability to quickly identify correct

(May be Given in word/number
Conjunction with pairings from a key with many options
ASVAB) MCt Ability to maintain value of 3 counters
that increment and decrement
simultaneously
Cyber Test (CT) Information and communications
technology literacy
Navy Advanced Placement Knowledge of advanced physics,
Test (NAPT) mathematics, and chemistry
Defense Language Aptitude Aptitude to learn a foreign language
Battery (DLAB)

#WK and PC are combined to form the Verbal (VE) composite that is a component of the AFQT
and several Navy ASVAB classification composites.
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Appendix B

Current Composites in Use Across All Ratings

Composite Name | Composite Calculation Rating/Program Entry Standards

Administration 1 VE+MK CTIL, LN, PS, QM, RP, YN

Administration 2 MK+CS+VE OS, PS, RP, YN

Administration 3 PC+MK CTR

Administration 4 AR+PC+MK AC, CTR, HM

Cyber 1 MK+VE+CT CTN, IT/ATF, IT/SG, ITS

Cyber 2 AR+MK+CT CTT/AEF, CTT/SG

Mechanical 1 AR+AS+MC BU, CM, EO, SW

Mechanical 2 MK+AS+AO AO, AS, BM, MR, PR

Mechanical 3 AR+MK+AS UT

Mechanical 4 MK+AS+VE AD

Operations 1 AR+MK+AS+VE ABE, ABF, ABH, AIRC, AIRR, AM, AME, AN (APACT),
AO, BM, DC, EN, FN (E/PACT), GSM, HT, MM, MR, PR

Operations 2 GS+AR+2MK AECF, CTN, CTT/SG, EA, ET, FC, FCA, GM, ITS, OS, SB

Operations 3 AR+MK+AO+VE AE, AME, AT, AV, BU, EN, GSM, IC, IC/ATF, MM, MN,
MT, SO, STG, STG/AEF

Operations 4 MK+MC+CS+VE SO

Operations 5 AR+MK+EI+VE AS, CTM, IT/SG, MMA, MMS, TM

Operations 6 GS+MK~+MC+VE QM

Operations 7 MK+EI+VE AD

Specialized 1 AR+VE AZ, CS, EOD, LN, LS, MC, ND, RS, SB, SN (S/PACT), SO

Specialized 2 GS+MK+VE AG, CTI, HM/ATF, IT/ATF, IT/SG, NC

Specialized 3 AR+WK HM/ATF

Specialized 4 GS+AR+MK+VE HM, HM/ATEF, IS, IT/ATF, ITS

Specialized 5 GS+AR+MK AG

Specialized 6 GS+MK+2VE HM

Specialized 7 AR+MK+MC+VE+NAPT | EM(NUC), ET(NUC), MM(NUC), NUC

Specialized 8 GS+AR+MK+EI+NAPT EM(NUC), ET(NUC), MM(NUC), NUC

Technical 1 AR+MK+MC+VE AC, AE, AIRC, AIRR, AM, AS, AT, AV, CSS, CTN, DC, EM,
EM(NUC), ET(NUC), ETV, FT, FN (E/PACT), GSE, HT, LSS,
MA, MM(NUC), MN, MR, MT, NUC, SECF, STS, YNS

Technical 2 GS+AR+MKHEI AECF, CE, CSS, CTT/AEF, EM, EM(NUC), ET, ET(NUC),
ETV, FC, FCA, FT, GM, GSE, IC, IC/ATF, LSS, MM(NUC),
NUC, SECF, STS, STG, STG/AEF, UT, YNS

Technical 3 GS+EI+MC EOD, SO

Technical 4 GS+AR+EI+MC MMA, MMS, TM

As of 4/11/2023.
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Appendix C
Corrections of Validity Coefficients

Two corrections are executed before determining the fully corrected validity coefficients
used to determine the best-fitting composites. The first correction is for range restriction, and the
second is for dichotomy. A simplistic explanation of both is included below, with more detailed
information provided in Held, Carretta, Hezlett, Johnson, Mendoza, Abrahams, Drasgow,
McCloy, & Wolfe (2015).

Because a selection for the rating has already occurred prior to analyzing the training
data, the validity coefficients initially computed do not cover the entire spectrum of possible
ASVAB scores, as can be seen in the two graphs below with the left graph showing the complete
spectrum of AFQT scores vs a composite AFQT score, and the right graph showing all AFQT
but only the composite scores above a selected cutscore of 210. The correlation line equation is
different between the two graphs because of the restriction in range of the graph on the right.

150

Composite Score
Composite Score

100 100

50 50

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
AFQT AFQT

Matrix algebra is used to correct for this range restriction by adjusting the
variance/covariance matrix of the test scores and FPPS to the PAY97 variance/covariance matrix
created by Segall (2004) in the PAY97 norming process. Once each individual ASVAB score is
corrected, each composite of ASVAB scores can also be corrected as laid out in Held, et al
(2015).

Correcting for dichotomization accounts for the dependent variable (FPPS in this report)
being a 0 or 1, which is actually a measure of an underlying continuous variable Final School
Grade. The Table of Normal Deviates and Ordinates is consulted to determine the y ordinate
that corresponds to the FPPS rate (“B Area in the larger portion” within the table). Each range
restricted correlation is then multiplied by the calculated dichotomy correction factor

JFPPS*(1—FPPS)

y—ordinate



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

IVNOISIOAA-3¥d // Ldvdd

0%S AreN
[I91IN "V 93duuez

jalig INO3

a31dISSVIONN

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

(NV) olueyday [eanjonu}S UoljeIAY

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-1



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd a31dISSVIONN

pajepi|eA }se| 92UIS awi} Uo paseq AV d}epijeAal 0} UOISIZaP DYAY =

0L < AN+ON+HMIN+HY HO 0LZ < AA+SVY+HAIN+HY -
siedk Auew 10} pabueys jou aAey sajisodwod Y =

pajoadxa se buiuonouny si abueyo JI suiwis}eap
0] PB1oNpPUO9 SI BAIDadsoU)al B ‘Spiepuels uoioa|as ul abueyd Aue Jaye syjuow g| 1nogy
sieak g-¢ Alone SInD20 uolepljeAal e Ajjeap| e
aouew.lopad Buluies pue ajes uonesljijenb Bunel aosuejeq 0} sI |BOS)
sBuijes AAeN [je 10} spiepuels gVASY Siojiuow pue sdojarap 9SS AAeN =

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

6 = &
puno.ibyoeg m@g

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-2



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31diIssSvIONN
|

sasAjeue JaAlem Jo
sBuipulj pue (wnipaw) Alxaidwoo Bunel uo paseq sbunes Jayjo oy sjuswisnipe Aiesodwa) 0}
Jejiwis ‘JuawuodiAug Buninioal anbiun 10) JUNOS2E 0] J8yLIN) 8100SaUl| JO Juswisnlpe JapIsuo)) .
sajel uoneoljlienb pue uonenpelb suiwis)ep 0] S8I00SdUI| pue S8)ISOdW 0D PIjeA 1SOW 1S3
(palejal Ajjeisuab
ale uonenpelb pue Sdd4) se1sodwod pijeA 1sow auiwialap 0] suonaipald Sdd4 @SN
Buiuieldy 10} Ajijenb pjnom oym saquinu Buiseassul
alIym 3ajea uoinjenpelb anoiduwi 1o uiejuiew ‘AAeN pabuajjeys-bui3inioal uj =

slojieg Jo uoljealyisse|dal/buiuiel) o} anp uoneAeilbbe uassa| pue awiy Buiuiedy
ul Asuow aAes 0} (Sddd) ss92o9ng auljadid ssed }sd14 anoaduwi ‘AAepN jeapl U] =

s|jeoo) Apnig m R g

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-3



VNOISIOIA-3¥d // 14v¥a @314ISSVIONN
suonoadsul

yeJolie oipouad Jayjonybi-isodaybipaad/Ajiep wiopad
(1aN) suonoadsui Juesduad 8Ap 8AIIONIISSP-UOU WIOUSH
sjuauodwo? a)jsodwod 1oy siiedal ajeolige
SJBUB)SE) |BJOoW pUB S}OAU |[BlSu|
upjs yeuodie o} siiedal
Jouiw 8yew pue sjusuodwod [ejaw a|quiasse/aledliqe
S80BNS |043U09 1Ybi)) yelsddie Bu/|ejsul/eAoway
swisiueyoaw pue S|oJjuod
‘sall) pue s|eaym ‘sjess Jejnbal ‘sjiopie ‘saoelns a|geAow
pue paxl) ‘sbuim ‘ebejasny yesolie aoe|dal/diedal/aAoway
Ssjusuodwod
ollneJpAy ul siadim pue ‘Buyoed ‘sjeyseb aoejdey
SAs ol|neJpAy jo sjusuodwod ade|dal/enowaljoadsu|
SJapuljAo ayelq J8)Sew pue SII0AI9Sal ‘Sinus
098]0 ‘s9|)j0q Jie Aouabisws ‘sloje|nwnooe ainssald a2IAI9S
sbBunyy pue sau|
‘slopuljAo ‘sioieinbal ‘sanjeA ‘sdwnd ‘sadinap Bunenjoe
Aouabiswsa ‘uoneziinssaid JloAlasal ‘sAs onewnaud
pajejal pue sayelq ‘wa)sAs Jeab Buipue| Jelolie uiejuie
sAsgns Bunenoe jlun pue
sAs Jjamod xne ‘sdwnd sAs oijnespAy aoe|dal/liedaljenoway

220Z 320 “1009 AreN —

"sS|043u09 Jybij} pue sadeuNns 3|eaAOW pue paxiy pajelIdosse pue ‘sjiopie sbuim (aweajurew) abejasny
Jjelodie ay} uo asueuajulew 1o} d|qisuodsau ale Aay] -1eab Buipue| pue swalsAsqgns Buljenyoe
‘swiaysAs Jamod o1nelpAy Aleljixne pue ulew Heliadie || sulejulew sdO1UeYI3|\ [eln}oNI}S UOHRIAY =

= X
= X
o X X
= X
9
C
o X
m X X X
©
.w
m X X X
N
S X X X
E X X X
<C

X X

X X
=
3l X X X X
EHEEEHEH
O
£
k&
S
g
g
2
5 AVASY 0} abeyui pue p\y Jnoqy

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-4



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

TAVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdd

a31dISSVIONN

€698°0 G000 66860 I L0€1°0 %G L1 86€
8EY6°0 62000 1G66°0 9 96400 %% 88 090€
1296°0 11000 ¥866°0 I 89€0°0 %9°CS ¢esl
¥916°0 85000 €686°0 S 9€80°0 %L.°6¢ 6201
/81670 8¥00°0 ¢566°0 0 €180°0 %09 60¢
6€€6°0 GE000 1€66°0 L 1¥90°0 %0001 €9re

Sdd4d
paAlasqo

o)ey

ainjie4

olwapesy

puluiel]
ul [Ins

Noeqles
olwapesy

ajey

¥oeqjes
olwapesy

"Blep G1GZ daD JO Siesk G jusdal JSop

FEYELYET

13313 UQ payiend

yjog UQ panIend

01Z2=<aA+IN+IN+IV
ybnouyy Ajuo payienp
01Z2=<3A+SVMN+IV
ybnouyy Ajuo payiienp
ogjdweg |elo]

G192 4AdO

poyjaw uoijealijenb jo ssajpiebal o,00L Ajaeau ajel uoljenpels) .

(eyenpeub o,66 ybnoyjje) syoeqyas slwapeose
Buiney o,¢| 0} NP SIBAIEM YHIM 9SOV} 10} %6798 Je }SOMO| (%}°E6 ||e49A0 Sddd -

GLSZ 4D — sbuipui4

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

2

D-5



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31diIssSvIONN
|

oY PEID)=—— LSddd=——

152 Jad sjuiog

L
o}
[Tn}
[}
o}

QL T SET T L0

L
=

[ |
L
[ ]
L
[ |
[ |
(]
Lr
B

—

e |I_.I...llll.-l.rl|rlr_ll| oz i

SS9 10 9,ZZ S| 9)ed Yorqj)as Jlwapede ‘paAlem alam }sa} ad sjuiod
Auew moy Jo ssajpieBbal o,00L 0} 9SO|D SI ajed uoljenpelb ‘SIsAlem PaAI9dal OYM %G L] dY} 4O =

JoAIB = @J
'l

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-6



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

. TVNOISIOAA-3dd // Ldvydad a31dISSVIONN
|

"@oualaylp ou Buneoipul 018z yym ‘abie)
08’ PUE ‘@jelopoW (G ‘[lews paJapISu0d 0  YIM SaouaIayip 9409S 189} dnouf JO JusWwaINSeaw Joj pasn SWid) ale ‘ p s,usyo), J0 ‘9zIS 1097 ,

XA G19°0- LIv0- 090 ¢HO3N OV+SV+MIN
G92'0- 18G°0- €ea’0- 6090 EHOAN SVY+AMIN+dV
9lv'0- G9G°0- eveo- 0190 9Sd0O AA+ON+MIN+SO
€LV 0- LEL0- G69°0- 1190 YHO31 ON+13+HV+SO
€ce0- L9Y°0- LL¥0- €L90 ¢HOAlL IF+HN+HV+SO
LLG0- 869°0- 80G°0- 9190 YHO3AN AA+SV+IN
L6€°0- 86¢€°0- G8E0- 190 .SdO AA+HF+MIN

€620" (080 > e 190 > GSdO ANHI+HHN+EY
e Z6€°0- 292°0- 8190 LHO3L INFONHDIN+IY

¢8¢°0- ¥09°0- 6.v°0- e 1Sd0O AA+SVHIN+EY

M-V N-4 OV UiMm ZpL‘e=u (Anwey) sa)isodwo)
I SjualdIye09H ajyisodwon

Kyipijep

UOISS929Y YjuowZ | :sasualapiqg

21005 ueayy dnoig pazipiepugyg | P¥°2400 Aind

uosiiedwod 10j mojaq palsi| (Suoi3daliod 1aye) sjualolaod Aypijea ysaybiy ypum sayisodwiod =«

Aj1siaA1q pue sjuaioiyao) AJpljep pajoasiod Aling = f
a2

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

D-7



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

8 IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31diIssSvIONN
|

OV Sapn|oul aAijeula)e ‘abueyo ||lews .
d9AljeUId)je SB OV+SV+MIN Ppe pue sajyisodwod Juauind dady ¢

a)isodwoo Ajpliea-ybiy Jayjoue yum jood Buisealoul Ajjenualod ‘ebueyd |lews .
aAljeuld) e e St JA+T+MIN+HV Ppe pue sajisodwod jJuarind dedyl ¢

Ayisianip Jaybiy Apybiis ‘ebueyo jlews .
IA+HITHHIN+YV 03 pug abueys pue JA+SY+MIN+HV dody g

juasaud je abueyosooN L

m) BuiAyijenb atow yym ‘sjes uonenpeub 1aaq Jo swes ¢mm

uoljesapisuo’ Japun suondo = B
Hé

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-8



6 IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31dISSVIONN
L |

"€202/0L/¥ — 2202/| L/ Suoissaode AneN yjuow-g| ‘g

m. '©J00S ]S9)-f B 0] EQNZ:U@ 9(Q 0] pawlojsuel) sijsa] ‘|
= "S8J0N
%09.L %C66 %CC6 orlL %928 %066 %0°L6 981 %€ LL %266 %lC6 981 981
%L'€L %E66 %G C6 vl %6'8L %Ll'66 %91L6 681 %GCL %E66 %86 681 681

F %669 %E66 %66 144" %SV, %C66 %EC6 6l %089 %V'66 %V'E6 6l 6l
%G99 %V'66 %CE6 arl %86L %E66 %0E6 G61l %C€9 %G66 %016 G61l g6l
%629 %V'66 %SE6 214" %E'G9 %V'66 %9IE6 861 %€8G %966 %916 861 861
%GLS %G66 %016 LGl %909 %G66 %CV6 10¢ %G €S %966 %l'G6 L0 L0C
%V'ES %966 %EV6 €al %€9G %966 %816 144 %L8Y %L66 %966 144 144
%E6Y %966 %916 GGl %L LG %966 %EG6 L0¢ %C vy  %L66 %096 L0¢ 1L0¢

3| %CEY %L66 %0°G6 8G1 %eLY %L66 %8G6 0LZ | %86 %866 %V'96 oLe oLe

T %C'6E %L66 %ES6 091 %8¢V %L66 %96 €Le %CGE %866 %L 96 €Le €Le

3| HO pel  Sddd °J03S d0 pely  Sddd °J03S d0 pely  Sddd SI00S | 3l0dg p

‘pald  ‘paid ‘pald  "paid ‘pald  ‘paid awojsuel |
(9y1sodwo) 9|qissod) (z @aysodwo9 - Juaiing) (1 aysodwo9 - Juaiing)
OV+SV+)N AA+JIN+MN+AV dA+SV+IMN+HY

61°LE=N SUOISSa22y AABN yjuowyz| o} paijddy

sa109g Aay] aAoqe 10 je uolenpels/Sddd Paloipaid 10} sisAjeuy ai0asaul

Apealb salieA Yo ybnoyje ‘umoys saloos [|e SS0I0e 9,66 Saled uolenpelb pajoipald e
9100saul| JuUalInd
3y} JO JiWl| JOAIBM BU) pue a109saul| Jualind ay) Buleq s8102S pjog ayl YIIMm ‘Mojaq pajsl)
(YD) 218y uonesleny) pue ‘a1ey pels) ‘Sdd4 uo 1oedwi pajoipald pue Sai0dS 9|qISSOd -«

sajisodwo) [enpIAIpU] YUM Sdd4 Pa3dIpald

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

D-9



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

ol

%196
%866
999°0
260
6450
918+
%S°1S
[¢ uondQ]

09} < OV+SV+)IIN
10
€12 L AN+ONHHN+IV
10
€12 < AN+SVIIN+HAV

%€ 96
%, 66
G190
6¥€°0
1950
cve-
%1 8%
[z uondQ]

ClZ < AN+IT+AN+AY
10

¢l I AN+ONHHIN+HAV
10

CLlZ < AN+SVHIN+HIV

%€ 96
%.°66
¢65°0
6v€0
cvS 0
€9G-
%l 'Ly

[} uondQ]

012 < AA+IF+AN+IV

10

012 < AA+SVHHIN+IV

pJepuejs uopesylend

TAVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdd

a31dISSVIONN

"€202/0L/¥ — 2202/| L /¥ suolssaode ANeN YJuOW-Z |

%096
%/, 66
0290
1440
18G°0

%6'8Y

[fuaun9g]
012 < IA+ONMIN+EVY

10

01¢ < AN+SV+MN+AVY

Sdd4d P33dipaid

pei pajoipaid

M::H PaiienD%
MN::VV payienD%
I\ ::d paiienD%

# Juaiin) wouy g

¥0

ajel uolesyljenb ui Juswanoiduwi souiw Ajuo pjalk
Aew pue ‘ajel uoijenpeab uiejuiew 03 a109saul| Buisealoul saiinbal aAljeulalje piiyj e buippy =

ajes uonesyijenb ayj ul asestdap e 0} spes| ajiIsodwod puodsas Buibueys =

suondQ juauewlad ||n4 jo Atewwng

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

H@g
=]

D-10



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31diIssSvIONN
|

sieak G-¢ ul uonepijeAal [|n} }ONPUO) =

012 < AAN+DINMN+HV
10

0LC < AA+SVMN+UV

:90e|d ul Ajjualind sajisodwod uoI3dd|9s NV YIIM dNUIJUOY) =

L UOIjepuawWWoddYy m " g

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-11



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // Ldvydad a31dISSVIONN
|

%00 %00 %10 %80  %8LL %GG9 %866 %000l %L VS c0¢

%00 %00 %00 %10 %8€ T %CL6 %000l %9.L°€Y (0] ¥4
6-1 Gl-0b  0¢9L 0€lLlc o6vlE ¥9-09 26799 66-€6 ojey 8100SIND
A\ OAI aAnl VAI alll VI Il _ uonesilienp piepuels

pueg 104V Ag sajey uoneoyijenp
89¢°/81=N) uonendod juedi|ddy LZ02Z-6102

%SG 0} %tbvy

wioJ} sjuesijdde jo ajes uonyesyijenb ayj asealtoul pjnom (sbuneas Ajxajdwos-wnipaw

1930 0} Jejiwis) a109s aul| ay3} Jo uononpaa Aieitodwa) }sa) Jad juiod-z e Bunuawajdwi
‘(9%2°86 SA %1°66) Jejiwis ale paljijenb-uou sA paijijenb 1oj sajes uoijenpelb |y 9sneosag =

Aiesod =
uonespo Aresodwa) m@g

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

D-12



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda a31diIssSvIONN
|

papuajxa aq pjnoys uoljesipow
Aieiodwa) J1 saulwidlap 0} Z0Z JawWwns ul JaAlem Jo joedwi ajenjens =

€02 < AN+OINHMN+IV
10

€¢0C < AN+SVHIHIN+IV

1s9) Jad sjuiod z 1snlpy .
pabueys Appuasau sbunjea Ajixajdwos
-winipaw 13yjo 0} Jejiwis ‘@109sdul| 0} uonesyipow Aresodwal 10} owdW dNSS| =

Z Uoljepuswiuioday m " g

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-13



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdd

a3idiISsSviIONN

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vda

D-14



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

GlL TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd a31dISSVIONN

MN+HV+IAC N PUB "HY MM “Od 40 uoieuiquod e si | D4V

‘€2 A4 Ul leuonelado aq Aew ‘1se] Aiowaw Buom e ‘(3D|A) sieunod) |elus|y -

‘sbuijel aAisualul Jo)ndwod awos 1oy [euoneltado si (1 D) 1s8] 18ghy -

"S9)JepIpUBD 4N JO Z/| In0ge 0} palalsiulwpe 1S9 | Juswade|d paouenpy AAeN 8yl Sl VYN -
"sa)jepIpued |1 D 0} paJajsiuiwpe Aispeg apniidy ebenbue asusjog ayl sl gy1ag -

"1$9] Aoeinooe pue paads |enjdsoalad e si (S9) peadg buipon -

'S}S9] uolneolisse|) |eoadg

MM €/C Pue Od €/} 0 uoljeuiquiod e s ‘[equa ‘I«

uoniubooal juiod uoIPBUU0D pue sulaed (OV) s109lgo Buljquiassy
so|dioulid |eaisAyd pue |eolueyos|y  (DN) uoisuayaidwod [ealueyos|n

sooloeud ‘doys ‘|00] ‘eAljowoINy (SY) uonewJoju] doyg pue oiny

SOI1U0J109]8 pue sa|dioulid |eo109|3 (13) uonewJou| 21U0IOB|T

sjuauodxa ‘sjewidap ‘suonoed; ‘Answoasb ‘eiqeb|y (MIN) abpajmouy] sonewayiely
sobessed uanup - L(Dd) uoisuayaidwon ydesbeled

1X8JU09 Ul spJom Jo Buiuesw/swAUOUAS (MM abpsmouy| pJopp

swa|qoud pJom dnBwyllY (YY) Buluoseay onswyiy

S90UaI0s |eaIsAyd pue |eoibojoig (S9H) 90uaI0g |elBUBD)

s}sa] uoljeaiisse|) [e1dadg pue gYASY = &
Hé

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-15



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

IVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdda
|

(*@s1n02 8y ul dn desy ajgeun aq o1 pabpnl ale sjuspnis assy) se
sasAjeue uonepljler gyASY Jo) sain|ie] olWspeoe palapisuod ale ‘uonLne
leuoneAiow se paziobaled ‘|| pue ‘gl ‘Gel LAId AlledUoisiH :310N)

43H1O dVOV AVdO-NON 60€

11V ONHL O3N 443d 40 MOV1 AILON AYOVN dVdO-NON 445
adLrodXx3

M/N T100S 443d 40 MOVTAILOW AdVOVN AVdO-NON Ll
JOIOHD

O/N O3S d44d3d 40 MOV1 AILON AVOVN dVd9-NON 8¢l

d0d d3SS3ddX3 AILON AVOVN AVEO-NON el
1ddVv

JOA3TMONM 40 MOV1 AHOLYHOGY1 AVIV AVdO-NON 901

STIIMS TVNNVYIN 40 MOVT AHOLVHOGV1 AVIOV AVHO-NON €0l

NOILNI1LFH/NHHEdIND 40 MOVT INESTO dVOV dVHO-NON 18

ainjie4 slwapesy

ONINIVHL TVIAINTH/M AVYOV HE1S GG8
ALITIEGVNI 8V ONINIVHL IVIAIWIH/M dvOV MELS 1£4%

4d3d

40 MOVT NOILVAILON ONYL TVIAIWIH/M AVIOV MALS 9g
NOISNIHIHdWOD

40 MOV1 INFSTO VIAIWTE/M dVvOV M91S €g

advod M3IINTYA TVIAIWTE/M AVOV M91S 3°]

JIAILVELSININGY ONINIVHL TVIAIWTY O/M AVOV MELS 8y
)oeqjas dlwapeay

¥66 TvOId3IN AYOVN AVdO-NON

/86 1VO31 AVYOVN dVHO-NON

986 TvOIA3N AVYOVN AVdO-NON

NOILOV NINQV - TvO31 AVOVN AVdO-NON

NOILDV T1IAID - TvOIT AVOVN AVHdO-NON

NOILOV MADON - TvOIT AVOVN AVHO-NON

IvOId3N AVOVN dVdO-NON

AANLILLVY AGVLITIN SAILYOEIN AILON AVOVN AdVdO-NON
d3HL1O AVOVN AvdO-NON

ALIINO3S OFHIHANON NINAY TINSA AVEO-NON
OINIAYOVOIHIHAINON NINAY TINSA AVdO-NON
AHd/A3N OFHIHAINON NINAVYTINSA AVHO-NON
ALIAILOVINTIHVd AGA3T1vOTd NINAVYTINSA AdVEO-NON
ANOIOOOHd/ONILVENINGY TINSAAVEO-NON
T13ONVYO3SHNOD/SSVY1D TINSA AVHO-NON
FHNTIV4IONVINHO4H3d TVIISAHd AVOVN AVHO-NON
FdNV41dd TVOISAHd AVOVN AVdO-NON
31gv.Ldavav

ATIVOILYNOV LON TVOISAHd AVOVN AVd9-NON
3LV TIHONINIVHL-NONHL1YIAdVOVN dVdO-NON
dIHSAYVYH NINAVY AYOVN dVdO-NON

ALIMEGVLINSNN NINAVY dVOVN AVd9-NON

a31dISSVIONN

¥66
186
986
€16
¢l6
116
046
0ce
LLE
(454
Lec
0ce
6¢¢
8¢¢
yX44
vie
[4%4

324
10¢
6yl
8yl

ainjie4 21WBPELIY-UON

ONYL TVIAIWIH O/M d3HLO AVOVN M4lS

ONYL TVIAINTH/M FAILVHLSININAY AVOVN Md1S
ONYL TVIAINTH/M ALVLITIN AVYOVN ME1S

ONYL IVIAIWIH/M IVOISAHA AVOVN MA1S

ONYL TVIAINWTE/M TVOIAIN AVOVN ME1S

ONYL IVIA3IW3H O/M NINAV AVOVN Ma1S

ONYL IVIAIWIE O/M ALVLITIN AVOVN ME1S

ONYL TVIAINIH O/M TVOISAHd AVOVN ME1S

ONYL IVIAIWIH O/M TvOIAIN AVYOVN ME1S

JAVIT IALLVHLSININGY 1VIAINTH O/M AVYOVN MELS

80¢€
(0]
c0€
10€
(0[0]
86¢
96¢
g6¢
¥6¢

€L

)oeq}as Jlwapesy-uoN

S9po09 | AJd uowwos aIo

_H@u
%]

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

D-16



%00°08 991" €ees’ I 000 %G LL T4 PaiaAlepy paJaAIBM SA
(39s snoinaid ay)

(o) : . : : %G" J9Ylig u oljijen
%€8°08 6290 LLY6 14 €18l %0588 €61l Uy3 uQ paylienp Jo wns) paienb

%6G26  LIE0 €296 ) 9G50°  %8Vv¢  ¥S yiog uo pauiend MEESIEELFICRESRE
uoIjeUIqWOD Sk

%95°G. 9090 V6€6° € (JAYA %619 Gel CSLOV+SVHIN
ybnoayy Ajup payienp llom se 8)isodwod
%0000} 0 000°} 0 0 %8’} b 012Z2SYIN+aV+3A lenpiAipul Jad S|

ybnouayy Ajuo payiienp saul| Jo }es IXaN

Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

%€.°08 1G90° Evee’ < geslL’ %001 8lL¢c S|dwesg |ejol

paJapisuod Bulaq
ejep ||e sl aul| do|.

puiulel] | ajey
ul IS | Ydeqiss (€101 001
yoeqjas opp uey) ssa| JaAau

00L / %

lapeq s JWIEEY 001 / ejep L
%001 — =o3el 9, =9jel ay) BuIALIp sI ‘suois|oap
$5900Ng - 191381 —1epeq | eysodwod suo Ji Buiseq oy Jepeq
auljadid St1 0} SIQ0}  MOUS Ued asay] S| ejep alo\
ssed 19809 19s0|2
isiid PeID yoeqjes

9,001 O} |e3j0} Jou Aew ajel ainjie} slwdBpedE 4+ d)kel uoljenpelb
os ‘sasAjeue Sdd4d ul papnjoul Buiuiel; yym auop 394 jJou jnq ¥oeqiaes dlwapese ue Yjim asoy] =
(@anjiey s1wepese-uOU palapISU0d

S| Jeym 1o} }s1| ajesedas 9as) asayj }oeduwil Jou pjnom gyASY o abueys e asuls palapisuod
JOU aJe S)2e(}as dlwapese-uou ‘sashjeue ||e WoJj paAoOWwal ale salnjie) JIWdpeIL-UoN =

yoea 10} sdjed SS999NS SNOLIBA pue poyjaw uoijesijijenb
a|qissod yoea ybnouyj payijenb Auew moy moys ||im 3|qe} ‘uonisodwosap 10 ‘sbuipul] =

sjulod Aoy — ajqe] sbuipui4 = 7
o'l

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

D-17



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

TAVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdd a31dISSVIONN

129°0- Lv6°0- c09°0- 1448 /SdO AN+HIFAN
816 0- 768 0- G6v°0- g9 1D3dS Hv+3IA
9.G°0- v€6°0- 680" LYY ¥03dS ANAN+HV+SO
004°0- o€}~ 089°0- 6¥9’ YHO3IAN AN+SY+IIN
9eY 0- €48, 0- 8€e 0" 1G9 PNINAY MN+4V+0d
L1G°0- 8G0°}- 690" 12°1°} EHO3N SV+MN+4Y
290 8L0°L- LE9°0- GGo ¢HO3Al IF+AN+HV+SO
G8G°0- 900}~ 94390~ 969 IHO3L ONHMN+HV+IA
¢65 0" 196°0- ¥65°0- 299’ éSdo [F+HAN+HV+IN
v1G°0- 640°L- 615°0- 866G ¢HO3AN OV+SVY+MIN
vv9°0- 960"}~ ¢S9°0- 199 1SdO SY+MN+HV+3IA

OV YiMm p1Z=u (Annwe) sajisodwo)
sjualdle09n 9jiIsodwo)

UOISS999Y YJUoWZ| :S9oualayig b__u__m\w
3109g ueajy dnoug pazipsepueyg | PPI0°410D Alind

9)iIsodwo9o Yyoea 10} uoisiadsip/saloos ueaw ayj} jo suosiedwod asiydesbowap
pue ‘si ejep ayj Jo Jualdyd0d uoljepljeA pajdaliod ayj jeym ‘(ajqissod g) ul si ajisodwod
Anuwey,, yeym ‘(asn ui Ajjuauind gz) seyisodwod pijeA ysow — sbuiyy ajdijjnw smoys jeysd =

M3IAIBAQ MeyD Ajipijep m N g

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

D-18



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

Jejiwis Alzesu 19" pue 865" ‘9’
pue 9" Jo AypijeA e usamiaq
(ssajbuiueaw) aouaiayip a|1| AIBA

(s1s8] @ouabij|yul pazi|eisAio uo
pjnom Aay) uey) Jaybiy al1oos Aew
sdnoub Ajuouiw pue asuabijeiul
pInyy o }s8} e s1 OV ““68)
uoISIoap uonedlljenb ul ssaujnjesn
apinoud |ns Aew Inq ‘pale|aliod
Alybly aq jou Aew (doy je

palsl|) asn ul Ajjualind sajisodwo) .

(leoluyoa] ‘paziernads

‘suonjeladQ ‘|ealueyosy

194D ‘uonessiuIWpY)

a)isodwoo ay) azijn jeyy sbunel
uo paseq Ajybnou ‘saljiwe) 9 «

1423
ar9
LY9
679
1G9
12°1°)
Gqo’
969’
99
865"

oV Yim pLg=u
S TIETETITE:Tole)
Kyipijep
pajoaulon Ajin4

.SdO
103dS
¥O3ddS
YHO3AN

YNINAY
€EHO3AN
¢HO3lL

IHO4L

GSdO
¢HOdIN

1SdO
(Ajwey)
ajyisodwon

dA+IT+HIN
dV+3IA
JAAN+HV+SO
dA+SV+IIN
AN+HV+0d
SY+MN+HV
IF+MN+HV+SO
ION+HN+HV+IAN
[F+AN+HV+IN
OV+SV+MIN
SV+AN+HV+IA
sajisodwo)

(diysuonejas buouys

A19A e pasapisuod si 1aybiy 1o /) pajejas A|aso|d ale (Sddd pue a109s ajiIsodwo9 ‘ased siy}

u1) sBuiyl om} ay} se uonoipaid Jo [9Ad] JoJealb e sI a1ay) ‘19}39q aJe | 0} J9SO|D SIUdIDIYS0) =

ul Ajjualind asoyj ym ‘4ap.io Buipuadasap ul umoys ale Ajpijea 3saybiy yum g doj Ajjensn =

doj ayj je pue pauijidpun asn

s9j)isodwo) - peyn Aupijep

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

ol

D-19



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

129°0- Lv6°0- ¢09°0-
8¥3°0- ¥68°0- G6v0-
9.G°0- v€6°0- 681°0-
004°0- o€t L- 089°0-
EI T 0,
1190 8GO0 |- 6¥9°0-
¢l90- 8L0"L- LE9°0-
G8G°0- 900 L- 9GG°0-
¢6G0- 196°0- 650"
160" 640°}- 6vS°0-
vv9°0- 960°L- ¢G9°0-

T [ | s

80¢‘ge=u) uonejndod

UOISS929Y YjuowiZ | :sasualapiqg

2102g uea\ dnols pazipiepue}s

TAVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vdd

¢ ||e o} Jamo| 8q Jou Aewl)
9ZIS 1098)J0 JOMO| Y1im a)isodwiod

a31dISSVIONN

(suosuedwoo IA+HT+UN
dV+3A

J09]8s “ejiwis aie suopejeuod | »  INFHN+EV+SO

109)y0 obJe| palopISUOD SI Q" «
109)48 WNIPaW PaJapISU0d SI G »
[ews palapISU0D S| SSB| J0 7 «

usamaq aoualaylp ami| AleA aq

dA+SVY+AUN

2 MN+dV+0d

oz1s SYMN+dV
[F+HN+HV+SO

9ZIS 108))8 ONHAN+HV+IA
[F+HN+HV+IA

sdnolib z ay) OVESYSIN

PINOM ( 0} J8SO[0 anjeA aynjosqy » SV PAN+EV+IA
sajisodwo)

Ajuolew ayy ueyy Jamoj si (ueyo
SIy} Joj dnoub Ajuouiw) paisi| 1s4y
3y} 1By} Moys staquinu aAleba e

dnoib

sueauw

9y} punoue si| ejep ayj} pastadsip moy pue sueaw 3y} usamlaq adualaylp ayj Jo azis ayj je
S)00] Yy21ym ‘p s,uayo) buisn (sajpiypa o3 pasedwod soluedsiH ‘sapiypA 03 pasedwod suedLiswy
ueoLyy ‘sajew o} pasedwod sajewdy) Ayuolew pue Ajiouiw asedwod suwnjod Jybu ¢ «

saoualayiq dnoig — ey Aupijep

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

ol

D-20



Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

%9°C6 %98 %606 %6°G8 Sdd4d

pajoipald
%096 %96 %9°'G6 %€ 'G6 9jey peio
pajoipald
cslL 19746} €08’ 4% M:H
paiiiend%
0cs’ 9¢8’ 909 14018 M- VYV
paiend%
€89’ €06 Gyl 669 IN-:d
pPaylend%
/1GE+ 0666+ cvv'c+ === #juanind
woJj jid
%€ 19 %7V C6 %€'G. %7199
[YO wauno [Sdd4 wuauno [Sdd4 uauno yojew [fuauno]
yole\ — 2 uondQ] yore\ — 9 uondQ] Janiep — G uondQ]
Y0C < DINtMIN+AV+IA L8 S DIN+MIN+HV+IA 661 < DIN+MIN+HV+IA ¢Sl < OV+SV+MIN
10 10 10 J1o
Y02 < I3+MIN+HV+IA 181 < IF+MN+HV+IA 661 < IF+MN+HV+IA 0LZ < SVHMN+IV+3IA
Jlo Jo Jlo

Y02 < SVHMN+AV+IA 181 I SVHMN+AV+IA 661 < SYEMIN+AV+IA

pJepuejs uoneoyienpd
suosLiedwod dnoubqgns siydeisbowap pue ‘(sabueyd
Jejuawaloul) ajiIsodwod Jualind ‘ajel uoigeayijenb ‘ajes g4d4 pue uonenpelb ‘Sddd4 ym
uolje|aslod Bulpn|doul 49pISUOd 03 suoljeuiquiod Bululwidlap uaym pasapisuod sanssi Auep =
sasAjeue Bulnp paiapisuod asoy)
JO 1S9( 9y} pawaap SI19Yjo [eldA3S 0} pasedwiod uoljeuiquod ajisodwod JualLind SMoys Jeys =

MBIAIDAQ Mey) suondo m@g
=]

TVNOISIOAA-3dd // 14vid

D-21



alnjn} Ul paAIasqo aq Ajjenjoe jou
Aew ‘ueak snoinaid yjm jualsisuod
Jeal 1xau Bulwnsse ‘suoloipald

ajelJ uonenpesb uo Ajo|os suondo usamaq
uosledwod aseq Ued ‘Ulsduod B JO SS| SHOBA)SS JI ‘SHoeq)es
0} anp Sdd4 pea1vipald uey) Jemo| sejel uonenpelb psjoipald

Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating

ASVAB Validation Technical Report

%9°C6 %cC 98 %606 MOl %6°S8
Aiona
Jejiwis aq %096 %916 %9°G6 10}  %E'S6
0} sajel uoleoulenb Ayenb
3y} SMOYS | 0} J8SO|9 [AS)N eve’ €08’ H9 . CE9Y
onel e ‘sdnoibgns Ajybnou payienY
olydesbowap bl Se0 909" ‘sdnosp Y0 .
SNOLIBA IO} SO)el VAL POYIIEND%
uoneswfenb Jo oney €89 €06 Sy. owes 669 IN::d
pauiienD%
Jualng 1GE+ 0666+ evy'c+ MDM>>1>b # jualnd
0} paledwoo paljlenb wo.y g
Jaquinu ul ebueyn %E L9 %Y'26 %E'GL %P 99 ¥y |
[¢ uondQ] [z uondQ] [1 uondQ] [luaunQ]
B1I0)LID PaJISap JosW 0} Y0Z 2 ON+MN+UV+IA 281 2 ON+MIN+AV+IA 661 2 DN+MN+UV+IA  ZSL 2 OV+SV+IIN
0 10 10 10
pajenjens Uesq saey Y0Z 2 IF+MN+UV+IA 281 2 IT+MN+AV+IA 661 2 IFHIN+AV+IA 012 2 SYHIN+AV+IA
Aew sa8100s)no |BlaASS 10 10 10

Se ‘Jualind wouj
S9J09S]NO JUBIBYIP
aney Aew suondo

Y02 < SVHMIN+AV+IA L8l S SVHIMN+AV+IA 661 < SV+MN+HV+IA

pJepuejs uonesyiienp

(34e3S 9y} Je aoe|d ul usaq pey spiepuels asay}
J1 91| pa) 00| aAey JedA }se| pjnom Jeym -a1) sjuedljdde 10 suoissadoe AAeN Juadal Jayjlo
‘dnoub 1ab.e| e 0} (asn ul ejep) jooyas-y ybnoayj Juam oym asoyj} woly sbuipuiy saidde jueys =

uonjejaidiajuj - Jeyn suondp

TVNOISIOAA-3¥d // 14vdd

_H@u
%]



AVAB Validation Technical Report Aviation Structural Mechanic (AM) Rating
), DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
Qe OF THE CINEF 0F NAVAL OPERATIONS'
2000 Navy PENTAGON
WoasrINGTON D M330-2000)

1230
OPNAYV S&C/080
16 May 2023

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJ: RATING ENTRY STANDARDS FOR THE AVIATION STRUCTURA L MECHANIC
(AM) RATING

Ref:  (a) MILPERSMAN 1306-618
(b) COMNAVCRUITCOMINST 1 130.8 (CRUITMAN-ENL)
{c) Catalog of Navy Training Courses (CANTRAC)

1. The Navy Selection and Classification _Ofﬁc_e”(O’PNAV’NB'ZC}_) ASVAB Validation Review
Committee analyzed observed training outcomes for Initial Skills Training for the AM rating and
'simulated the effects of possible alternative entry standards.

2. Based on the-analysis and coordination with all stakeholders, the composite test score critetia for
the AM rating through Fiscal Year-2024 will be:

AR+MEK+AS+VE > 202
or
ARFME+MCH+VE > 202

3. Olgamzatlons responsible forreferences: (a) through (c)-and other publications, manuals, articles,
and instructions referencing ininimum rating entry requirements should update their materials and
classification systems to reflect this standard. Navy Selection and Classification Office-wiil ensure
the appropriate RIDE WERB Service Quatification Policy- Tables reflect this standard.

4. The new standard is temporary, and will become effective 31 May 2023, and remain in effect until
30 September 2024: when it will automatically revert to the previously agproved composite test score.
criterid-uitless extended by additicnal meémoranda for the record.

. JACOBS" Digttally-signad by JACOEIS

LENTZ.JASCN.156 §g72§§;”1;51"’,32‘3°§§9
3030379 -DEaY
J. JACOBS-LENTZ
Acting,
Copy to:
OPNAV NI32
BUPERS 3 (Codes BUPERS-32, BUPERS-33)
PERS 4
CNRC (Codes N3, N35, N6)
NETC N3 '

E-1
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